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The chessboard with its coordinates:
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♔ King

♕ Queen

♖ Rook

♗ Bishop

♘ Knight

x capturing

+ check

# checkmate

! good move

!! excellent move

!? interesting move

?! dubious move

? bad move

?? blunder

= balanced position

+– White has a decisive advantage

–+ Black has a decisive advantage
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Preface

There are numerous ways to relate to chess. There are many people who do not even play chess but derive pleasure from, perhaps, collecting beautiful chess sets, chess books or stamps which are related to chess. Chess can be played solely as a pastime or as a competitive sport.

The history of such chess contests stretches far back into the past. But at the latest from the end of the 19th century matches were played between the best players in the world for the ‘World Chess Championship’. After this the history of such World Championships did not always run in a straight line, but the tradition has lasted until the present day.

Countless books have been written about the individual World Championships, in which, as was natural, the games of the matches were at the focal point of contemplation. So far, however, there have scarcely been any comparative studies of the various World Championships. This book is intended to plug that gap.

Here it is not the games which are in the foreground and also not the course of the contests, but rather what was happening beside the board: what were the venues and what were the circumstances for the World Championship encounters? Under what conditions and according to what rules were they played? What plots were hatched before and during the competitions? Some of the matches turned into real psychological warfare and from time to time lifelong enmity was a further result of the matches.

When describing the struggles beside the board, I have tried to limit myself to the portrayal of the facts such as they have been published in the sources which were available to me. As I did so, I did not want to take sides for or against any participant or to influence the forming of the reader’s own opinion. Should any participant or person mentioned in these pages feel that he or she has been wrongly or unjustly portrayed, then that has happened purely due to a lack of ability on my part, it is in no way a question of bad faith.

In the past, most reflections on World Chess Championships focussed above all on the players who were contesting the matches. Their biographies, which have been presented here in compact form, offer an insight into their era and the then prevailing living conditions. The best chess players in the world were born in different countries and into differing social backgrounds. Many began their life in poverty and earned a certain material security through their knowledge of chess. Others were born into well-off houses and died in misery. Wilhelm Steinitz, the first World Champion, was born in pitiful circumstances and eked out the whole of his life on the verges of total poverty. Nowadays the World Chess Champion becomes a millionaire.

But actually many other chess lovers have made perhaps an even greater contribution than the World Champions themselves, and they have done so through their efforts to bring about the matches. First and foremost, one must mention the patrons and the sponsors who provided the prize money and who assumed the costs of the staging of the contests. The players were supported by seconds, whose work has often not received sufficient recognition. The arbiters assured that the course of the match followed the rules.

So, in this description of the history of World Championships I have attempted to name as many as possible of those who took part directly or indirectly. Unfortunately many hard-working chess lovers who also participated in the organisation of the World Championships were never named in the sources. In addition I have taken pains to describe the numerous links between the world of chess and the world at large in order to demonstrate how much the game of chess and its outstanding connoisseurs are to be understood as a component of our culture.

Nevertheless, a book about the World Chess Championships totally without games would be something of a rarity and therefore I have chosen from each World Championship a single game, added to it contemporary and also more recent comments and checked the variations which have been given with strong up-to-date chess programs and engines such as Houdini or Stockfish. Where necessary I have added further variations and explanations according to my own understanding and from time to time I have corrected mistakes in old analysis with the help of the chess engines. This also allowed many an interesting discovery to be made, since many of the WCh games had no longer been looked at in depth for many years and now and then appear somewhat different in the light of present-day computer analysis.

I hope to demonstrate with this description of the history of the World Chess Championships that the game of chess has many more sides to offer than the presentation of the games and that the struggles for first place in the world ranking list of chess were far removed from happening simply at the board. Chess lovers who take an interest in the history of their sport will hopefully find a few stories which are new to them. It would please me even more if many a reader who has as yet had little contact with the game of chess could perhaps be bitten by the chess bug as a result of this book.

May I thank Johannes Fischer for moral support, proof reading, motivational help and access to his library; may I also thank Michael Dombrowsky, who made some rare books available to me. Rolf Gehrke and particularly Thomas Stark have been of great assistance to me with numerous comments and proof reading.

Hamburg, June 2015

Andre Schulz





Introduction

There is no doubt that chess is a very special game. It was invented around 500 A.D. in India, first of all as a game for four people – chaturanga. In the 6th century an Indian ambassador brought the game as a present from his king Divsaraman to the Persian court of Chosraus I. The word chess (from the Persian shah = king) is a reminder of its Persian past. Even back then in Persia the game fascinated all those who came into contact with it. After the Arabs conquered Persia, many of them too were infected by the ‘chess virus’. There soon arose a literature with pretty chess puzzles and even already professional players. Via the Arabs the game of chess spread as far as Europe, following two routes. Via Spain and Italy it reached the countries of south, central and western Europe and the game came to Russia through the Caucasus.

As time went by, the rules and the strength of the pieces would change. In Europe the Persian vizir became a woman, the queen who stood by the side of the medieval king. The king now also placed his trust in the support of the church (the bishops), the nobility (the knights) and his castles (though properly called rooks in English, their form is that of a tower). The front line of the army is composed of pawns (for which the German word ‘Bauern’ means ‘peasants’). They too have their role to play in the structure of medieval society. And every pawn can even be promoted to an officer, if it can reach the back rank of the opposing side of the board. But it also has to be resigned to being condemned as a ‘pawn sacrifice’ for the good of the rest of society.

Since the 15th century chess manuals have also been published in Europe. Today the total number of books published on chess is estimated at over 100 000 titles. Many a collector has tried to get hold of all of them. Chess became a fixed component of European culture. Chess pieces proved to be an invitation to artists to portray them according to the tastes of their day and age.

There were soon especially smart players who astounded spectators with their skills. And there was always one of them who was reckoned to be the best of all. Unlike in many other arts, it is easy to find out in chess who the better player is: in a game or a match between them. Or in a competition which imitates the form of the medieval tournament. However things are not quite so bloody in chess. In a tournament several players meet each other in a k.-o. system or in the form of an all-play-all. In a match it is man against man.

And thus were born the matches for the World Championship, without this concept even having existed at the start. In the middle of the 19th century the idea of a ‘World Champion’ gradually emerged in common parlance. And then there were suddenly two players who each claimed to be that World Champion: Johannes Zukertort and Wilhelm Steinitz. A match to decide the question was required. So in 1886 the first World Chess Championship was held. Thereafter the winners held the title as their private property and only ventured it in matches for good prize money.

In 1946 the last of these ‘private World Champions’ died – Alexander Alekhine. Then the World Chess Federation (Fédération Internationale des Échecs, FIDE) took over the organisation of the World Championship and brought in fixed rules for qualification and World Championship matches. Since there was no title defender, FIDE organised their first World Championship in 1948 in the form of a tournament. It was won by the Soviet Russian Mikhail Botvinnik, who then went on several times to defend his title successfully or to recover it in return matches, before he was replaced by another Soviet player.

Soviet domination continued until 1972 when it was broken by the US American Robert Fischer – though only temporarily. Fischer won the title from Spassky and then disappeared from the scene. Therefore Anatoly Karpov became World Champion, and later lost the title to Kasparov. The FIDE system lasted until 1993. Then Nigel Short and Garry Kasparov ‘hijacked’ the World Championship title in their dispute with the then FIDE president Florencio Campomanes and again treated it more or less like private property. FIDE organised its own World Championship but it did not meet with general recognition, also because the successor to Campomanes, Kirsan Ilyumzhinov, simultaneously president of the autonomous Russian republic of Kalmykia, threw overboard the once neat organisation and rules for the staging of the World Championships. The FIDE World Championship was now played in a k.-o. system with 128 participants and this system opened the barn door to chance.

Kasparov and his successor Vladimir Kramnik, however, hung on to the old system of matches. Finally in 2006, in a match, overshadowed by scandal, between Kramnik and Veselin Topalov, we had a ‘reunification’ of the World Championships. Kramnik defended his title successfully against Topalov, but then lost it in a WCh tournament in 2007 to Viswanathan Anand. The latter defended his title in matches in 2008 against Kramnik, in 2010 against Topalov and in 2012 against Gelfand.

In 2013 the Indian player had to appear again, this time against the young Norwegian Magnus Carlsen – the most difficult opponent of them all. For Magnus Carlsen had risen like a rocket to the top of the world ranking list and in doing so had surpassed the highest rating held until then, the record which had been held for many years by Garry Kasparov. In fact Anand was unable to match the pressure and the energy of the challenger. In the match in his home city in India Anand lost three games without winning a single one. The new World Champion was from Norway: Magnus Carlsen. In the very next year he had to defend his title. It turned out to be a re-run of his match against Anand, though this time the roles were reversed, since Carlsen was now defending the title and Anand was the challenger. Carlsen also managed this task in majestic fashion.





Part I − The age of private World Championships

After the game of chess reached Europe in various ways from 900 A.D., it spread at first in noble courts and in the 13th century knowledge of it was even counted among the seven knightly virtues. The game underwent several reforms and soon also became the object of theoretical examination. It also gradually spread amongst the upper middle classes and took its place among the favourite occupations in the coffee houses. Around 1700 the Scottish scholar Alexander Cunningham of Block was considered the best player in the world. His admirers included amongst others Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz. In the middle of the 18th century the Café de la Régence in Paris became the chess centre of the world and players like Legall de Kermeur and François-André Danican Philidor took over the mantle of the best players in the world.

The concept of a World Champion arose, chosen in practical terms by general agreement. Matches decided who was the better of two players. And the one who was able to defeat everyone else was the best player in the world. Then there were suddenly two players who at the same time both laid claim to being the best player in the world: Wilhelm Steinitz and Johannes Zukertort. A match for the World Championship had to be held. Steinitz won and Zukertort, whose constitution was weak, broke down as a result.

Thereafter Steinitz chose his own next challengers and only appeared against opponents who could come up with a financial stake. In 1894 the German Emanuel Lasker won the title of World Champion and held on to it for 27 years, partly because of the lack of activity in the world of chess during and after the First World War. Lasker lost his title in 1921 to the Cuban José Raul Capablanca, who proceeded to establish a really high hurdle: the challenger had to come up with 10 000 dollars of a stake. It took six years till Alexander Alekhine, the Russian player then living in France, managed this with the help of patrons. Alekhine won the title and then demanded that Capablanca put up exactly the same sum for the right to a return match. However, Capablanca was unable to raise the required amount and thus begged in vain for years for his return match. Previously friends, they now became enemies who at the end could not bear even to be in the same room together. Instead Alekhine entered the lists – moreover for less money than he had demanded from Capablanca – twice against the Germano-Russian Efim Bogoljubow and against the young Dutchman Max Euwe. Euwe was a clear outsider, but surprisingly he won the match and was then the World Champion, but only for two years. The mathematics teacher and man of honour accorded Alekhine a return match, without demanding any preconditions of him. And Alekhine recovered his title.

The start of the Second World War brought international tournament chess to an end. However play continued in the various countries. World Chess Champion Alekhine lived with his Jewish wife in the sphere of influence of the German Reich and had to play where its rulers wanted. At the end of the war that took him to Spain and Portugal. Soon after the end of the war he died in mysterious circumstances, alone and impoverished in Estoril. With him the time of the private World Championships also came to an end.





1. There can only be one

The first official World Championship 1886:
 Wilhelm Steinitz against Johannes Zukertort

Wilhelm Steinitz was born on the 14th May 1836, the ninth of 13 children in the Jewish ghetto (‘Josefstadt’), in number six of the fifth district of the Bohemian capital, Prague. His father was a tailor and teacher of the Talmud, Josef Salomon Steinitz (1789-1868), his mother Anna Steinitz, née Torschowa (Germanised to Torscha, 1802-1845). Their son received the Jewish name Wolf, which later became Wilhelm.

The family lived in poverty. Steinitz’ four younger siblings died in childhood, as did two older siblings. Steinitz himself was born with a club foot and all his life required the aid of a crutch. Steinitz was small in stature, no taller than 1.50 metres. After the death of his mother in 1845 Steinitz’ father remarried and with his second wife he had another child at the age of 61.
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Wilhelm Steinitz (1836-1900)



Steinitz learned chess at the age of 12 from a friend of his father, or according to other sources from a school friend. He is supposed to have carved his first chess pieces himself and used a piece of chequered cloth as a chess board.

There are various commonly found versions of Steinitz’ schooling. According to many sources Steinitz is said to have gone to the Jewish school in the ghetto and there have received instruction in Hebrew grammar and in biblical studies. Amongst his ancestors there were some scholars of the Talmud and Steinitz too, according to the wishes of his parents, was to become such a scholar, and attend the ‘Yeshiva’, the high school for the study of the Talmud. After he refused to give in to these desires, a break with his parents is supposed to have occurred.

According to another version Steinitz attended the Volksschule in Prague where he attracted attention on account of his gift for mathematics. Because of his son’s poor health, the father had intended him for a secular job, whereas Wilhelm was aiming to study mathematics. In this version too, it came to a break with his family. His father’s second marriage and perhaps a bad relationship with his step-mother might also have played a part.

In 1849 the obligation for Jews to live in the ghetto was rescinded. Jews were now allowed, once they had requested a passport, to move freely throughout the whole city of Prague and the lands of the Danube monarchy. In 1850 the Prague ghetto was totally done away with. In the same year, at the age of 15, Wilhelm Steinitz left his family and apparently lived for a time on the streets of Prague. It is only after 1855 that a new place of abode is recorded. Without the support of his family Steinitz did not have the means to attend a secondary school and kept his head above water with odd jobs. He worked as a clerk and office worker in various small businesses in and around Prague.

But apparently at this time Steinitz was already a regular visitor to the chess cafés of Prague, such as the ‘Café Wien’. According to numerous sources, he was even then the best chess player in Prague, but there is no written evidence of this. In 1853 Steinitz got to know Josef Popper, who later became known under the pseudonym Lynkeus as a writer and social reformer, but also as the author of technical treatises. Popper came from Kollin and his biography is pretty much like that of Steinitz. With his help, Steinitz caught up in his studies in the ‘Lesehalle der deutschen Studenten’ (or ‘reading room for German students’). The two of them embarked on a lifelong friendship.

In 1858, on the urging of his friend, Steinitz went to Vienna and began his study of mathematics at the Polytechnic Institute, for which he had at first to pass a two year long preparatory course. In Vienna, Steinitz quickly made contact with the local chess scene, including the lawyer Phillip Meitner, father of the physicist Lise Meitner and one of the best chess players in Vienna and the doctor Carl Cohn.

His very first appearance in the Café Rebhuhn had caused a sensation. When Steinitz showed an interest in the chess players and their games, he was asked whether he knew anything about the game. Yes, was his answer, he could even play blindfold. This claim was promptly put to the test by two players, and after Steinitz had defeated both of them without having sight of the board he had already made a name for himself in the Vienna chess scene. He received further chess instruction from the imperial councillor Carl Hamppe, a finance official and one of the best players in Vienna.

At the start Steinitz financed his studies with journalistic work, parliamentary reporting for the Constitutionelle Österreichische Zeitung. But he soon had to abandon this activity in view of his weak eyesight. Then Steinitz began to play chess for money and to give blindfold chess exhibitions in the coffee houses of Vienna, for example the Café Romer, the Café L’Express, the Café Central or the Café Rebhuhn (behind the ‘Graben’, not far from St Stephen’s Cathedral) – the latter being at that time the seat of the ‘Wiener Schachgesellschaft’ (Vienna Chess Society).

Since he could not meet the fees for his studies in this way and was having health problems with his lungs and eyes, Steinitz stopped his studies in 1858, but from time to time continued to attend lectures with his friend Popper, for example in 1861/62 the lectures by Ernst Mach on Investigative methods in physics and The principles of mechanics and mechanical physics in their historical development. Influenced by these, Steinitz later began to apply scientific principles to chess and in doing so founded chess theory.

From 1860 on Steinitz was active as a professional chess player, playing matches for high stakes and in doing so coming into contact with a series of patrons. Among his opponents were the banker Gustav Leopold Ritter von Epstein and the railway builder and inventor Josef Schulhof. The latter’s second hobby was shooting. Amongst other things he invented the repeating rifle.

One of Steinitz’ pupils was the young Baron Albert Salomon Anselm Rothschild, the youngest son of Anselm Salomon Freiherr von Rothschild and Charlotte von Rothschild. Albert Rothschild studied in Bonn, completed his banking education in Hamburg and in 1874 after the death of his father he took over the Rothschild Bank in Vienna. With a fortune estimated at a billion crowns, Rothschild was considered to be the richest man in Europe. All his life Rothschild remained a passionate chess player and was frequently active as a chess patron. In 1872 he took office as the president of the Wiener Schachgesellschaft, and also from 1897 that of its successor the Wiener Schachklub, at the helm of which he remained until his death in 1911.

In 1861 Steinitz won the chess championship of Vienna with 30 victories, three draws and only one defeat. In 1862 he took part in the second great London tournament (after that of 1851), his first international tournament, as the official representative of Austria. He was financially supported by the Vienna Chess Society, namely by the Viennese banker and entrepreneur Eduard von Todesco (in his biography of Steinitz Landsberger names a banker ‘Tedesco’). Steinitz won for his sixth place five pounds, in today’s money the equivalent of 364 pounds.1

After the tournament he remained in London, at that time the centre of the chess world, and there too earned his living by playing chess for money. In 1863/64 Steinitz won a series of matches, among others against Joseph Henry Blackburne (8:2). In 1866 in London Steinitz defeated Adolf Anderssen, who was until then considered the best chess player in the world, by 8:6 – with no draws. From then on Steinitz considered himself to be ‘World Champion’. He went on to win more matches, e.g. against Bird, Blackburne and Zukertort. All in all between 1863 and 1894 Steinitz won 27 of his 29 matches.

When Steinitz was teaching chess in Cambridge in 1869 one of his students there was Lord Randolph Churchill, later father of Winston Churchill. Some years later, in 1880, Lord Churchill invited Steinitz to his estate Blenheim Palace in Woodstock and also played some chess there with him. Winston Churchill was then six years old. It is not known whether Steinitz met the future British prime minister on that occasion.

After his tournament victory in Vienna in 1873 Steinitz, with the exception of a match against Blackburne (7:0), withdrew from tournament chess for nine years and worked instead as a chess journalist and theoretician. He now earned his money with a chess column in the magazine for country living and sports, The Field, a column which he wrote from 1873 till 1882, and in addition with playing for money in chess cafés. However, Steinitz then quarrelled with the publisher of The Field, who finally dismissed him and closed the chess column. Steinitz’ belligerence was known to all. Thus he was at times banned from a series of London coffee houses, including the famous ‘Simpson’s-in-the-Strand’. The chess column in The Field was later continued by Leopold Hoffer and Johannes Zukertort.

In 1882 Steinitz brought to an end his abstinence from tournament chess and took part in the tournament in Vienna (sharing first place with Szymon Winawer). In 1883 in London he came in second, three points behind Zukertort. In the same year Steinitz accepted an invitation to the USA. From there he took part in a year-long public feud with his successor in The Field, Leopold Hoffer; this became known in the history of chess as the ‘Steinitz-Hoffer-Ink-War’. In the USA Steinitz then published from 1885 on his own chess magazine, The International Chess Magazine.

Johannes Hermann Zukertort was born on the 7th September 1842 in Lublin, Russian Poland. His father was a Jew who had converted to evangelical Christianity, Jakub Zukertort (then still spelled Cukiertordt), and who after baptism took the Christian name Bogomil. His mother was the latter’s second wife and was also newly baptised as Paulina Zukertort, born in Heilbronn. Johann Herrmann had a total of eight siblings, two of whom died in infancy. At first the family lived in the Ulica Krakowskie Przedmiescie in Lublin and then moved to the Ulica Namiestnikowska (now Ulica Narutowicza) No. 293.
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Johannes H. Zukertort (1842-1888)



Zukertort’s father worked as a missionary for the ‘London Society’, which ostensibly sought to convert Jews to Christianity. For a time the family lived in Warsaw in a missionary house of the ‘London Society’ in the Leszno Straße. In summer 1850 it moved to Piotrkow Trybunalski (Petrikau), a county town close to Lodz. Zukertort spent the first two years of his schooldays there. In 1854 the ‘London Society’ fell into conflict with the Evangelical Church which finally brought about a ban on the Society and the expulsion of their members. The organisation was accused of being a front for espionage.

In February 1855 the Zukertorts had to leave Russia. The family moved to Breslau. At Easter 1861 Zukertort sat his Abitur there at the Maria-Magdalena-Gymnasium and in the same year began his study of medicine. Zukertort was matriculated in the medical faculty of the University of Breslau till the summer of 1866. In 1867 he was struck from the list of students on account of poor attendance and he left the university without taking either intermediate or final exams.

At the age of 16 Zukertort had learned to play chess from a schoolfellow. He bought his first chess set second hand for 30 Pfennig at a fair. After Zukertort had joined the ‘Akademischer Schachklub’ of Breslau in 1861, he met amongst others Adolf Anderssen, whose student he became. Other members of the club were Samuel Mieses (1841-1884), an uncle of Jacques Mieses, and Jakob Rosanes, professor of mathematics at the University of Breslau. By the very next year Zukertort was considered the second best player in Breslau after Anderssen. According to his own accounts, Zukertort played no less than 6000 games against Anderssen during his time in Breslau.

Zukertort was described by his contemporaries as multi-talented: he is supposed to have spoken ten languages and to have had a phenomenal memory. He was moreover musically gifted, supposed to have been an excellent pianist, practised fencing and riding and to have earned money from time to time as a music critic for a well respected publication in Breslau. However, there are also doubts about these accounts, most of which come from the pen of an English chess lover whose actual source was probably Zukertort himself, who perhaps desired after his arrival in England to spruce up his biography with a few facts which were at that date hard to check up on.2

In 1867 Zukertort went to Berlin and became until 1871 editor of the Neue Berliner Schachzeitung. During the Austro-Prussian War of 1866 and the Franco-Prussian War of 1870/71 Zukertort was in each case active in the Prussian medical corps. During his time in Berlin there was a series of blindfold simultaneous exhibitions with the help of which Zukertort sought to popularise chess in Berlin. For the time, his 16 opponents set a record.

In 1869 Zukertort and his Neue Berliner Schachzeitung got into a dispute with the composer of chess problems and chess publicist Johannes Minckwitz. The latter had in the Leipziger Schachzeitung (later Deutsche Schachzeitung) published a negative review of a collection of chess problems published by Zukertort and in doing so hurt Zukertort’s pride. The dispute was carried out in public over several issues of the two chess magazines. It was probably also Minckwitz who prevented the publication of a tournament book composed by Zukertort for the West German Chess Congress held in Krefeld in 1871.

It was possibly as a result of this quarrel that the publication of the Neue Berliner Schachzeitung was very suddenly stopped in 1871 by its publisher J. Springer and Zukertort sacked. Since Zukertort had now lost his material support in Berlin, he accepted the invitation of some English chess patrons who offered him 20 guineas travel expenses, and in 1872 he moved to England. These people saw in Zukertort a possible rival to the not particularly popular Steinitz. In that same year in London Zukertort played a first match against Wilhelm Steinitz, which however he lost clearly by 3:9. In 1873 Zukertort published a series of articles in the Westminster Papers, collaborated with the City of London Chess Magazine and founded in 1879, together with Leopold Hoffer, who bore the organisational and financial risk whereas Zukertort took care of the chess analyses, the magazine The Chess Monthly. Their collaboration lasted until 1888.

Zukertort became a firm part of the London chess scene, was a member of the St. George’s Chess Club and was elected to an honorary membership of the City of London Chess Club. In the 1870s and 1880s Zukertort participated successfully in a series of international tournaments, winning among others the tournament in Cologne 1877 and the Paris tournament of 1878. Moreover, he was victorious with 22 points out of 26 games in the strong London tournament of 1883, three points ahead of Steinitz.

Zukertort now considered himself the best chess player in the world and thus entered into competition with Wilhelm Steinitz, who had also claimed this distinction for himself since his match victory over Adolf Anderssen. The rivalry between the two ‘World Champions’ had become more pointed as a result of the famous ‘Ink War’, a journalistic controversy involving Steinitz in The Field and Zukertort in The Chess Monthly, which had originally begun simply over a few pieces of chess analysis.

So finally the idea was mooted that a match for the ‘World Championship in Chess’ should be held. Immediately after Zukertort’s victory in the London tournament Steinitz offered off his own bat a match, which according to his suggestion should be for a stake of 200 pounds, or even more, and consist of eight to ten games. Steinitz proposed dates between October 1883 and January 1884. However Zukertort declined the dates through his second on account of other supposed commitments and also did not agree to an immediate start of the match.

But behind his refusal there were apparently health reasons. Zukertort’s doctor absolutely advised his patient against any further match or tournament. When Zukertort was in the USA in 1884 for a simultaneous tour, Steinitz renewed his offer, which was however once again declined by Zukertort.3 After a piece of journalistic provocation, published by Steinitz in his new magazine The International Chess Magazine, Zukertort finally reacted with his own offer of a match, which he made public in March 1885 in The Chess Monthly.

This first official match for the World Chess Championship took place from the 11th January till the 29th March 1886 in the USA and was agreed to be for ten wins. In the event of 9:9 the defender should retain his title. The match games were played in various chess clubs in New York, St. Louis and New Orleans and financed by local chess patrons.

Preceding the match there was a long disagreement concerning the match conditions, which could only be conducted indirectly since Zukertort and Steinitz still only communicated with each other in writing or via seconds after their mutual insults of the ‘Ink War’. There was a dispute about the number of wins which were required for victory in the match, the venues and especially all the financial matters. The thinking time was also subject to discussion. Use was made of the then new chess double-clock, which had first been employed for the control of thinking time at the tournament in London in 1883. Steinitz had once previously played with a mechanical clock, in 1866 against Anderssen. Agreement was finally reached on a thinking time of two hours for the first 30 and one hour for the next 15 moves and so on. After the first 30 moves a pause of two hours was allowed. Steinitz had originally demanded a slower tempo, Zukertort would have preferred to play with the thinking time which is still frequently chosen, that is two hours for 40 moves.

The prize fund was composed of a stake from each player of 2000 dollars put up by their personal patrons, their so-called ‘backers’. The victor was to receive the total sum of 4000 dollars as his prize. Zukertort however was assured by the organisers of 750 dollars compensation for loss of earnings in the event of a loss. Steinitz’ second was at first the secretary of the New York Manhattan Chess Club, Gustav Simonson, later Thomas Frere. Zukertort named James Innes Minchin, the secretary of the London St. George’s Chess Club. He was later replaced by Charles Möhle. The negotiations about the match conditions were carried out by Frere and Minchin. The contract was finally signed by the players on the 29th December 1885.
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The match began on the 11th January 1886 in New York in the hall of Cartier’s Academy, No. 80, Fifth Avenue, organised by the Manhattan Chess Club, which itself had raised 1000 dollars for the match. Play was to continue at this first venue until three wins had been achieved. Steinitz and Zukertort played on the same board and with the same pieces as Paul Morphy and Louis Paulsen had used in the same venue in 1857 at the 1st USA Congress. Morphy had won that match.

The match for the World Championship was advertised with posters and billboards. More spectators came to the games than could be accommodated in the hall. The moves were transmitted live by telegraph to various American chess clubs and to London. In New York Zukertort went into a 4:1 lead as Steinitz missed some winning positions. In an interview with the New York Tribune he explained his bad start in these terms: ‘I could not sleep then and my nerves were strongly affected. The first game which I won in New York was considered brilliant and well played, however between that game and the next one I spent seventeen hours working on literary and analytical material for my International Chess Magazine instead of resting and taking exercise in the open air.’4

After a break of twelve days the second stage was in St. Louis in the ‘Chess, Checkers and Whist Club Harmonie’ (at the intersection of Olive and 8th Streets), which was to be the host until the next three wins had been achieved. Steinitz won games six and seven and the eighth was drawn. The ninth game also went to Steinitz, who had thus drawn level in the match. Since from the point of view of the organisation it had not been expected that three wins would be achieved so quickly in St. Louis, the players still had some time before the move to New Orleans. The two of them enjoyed playing whist together in the club.

The final venue for the first WCh match in history was the New Orleans Chess, Checkers and Whist Club (Baronne Street). Zukertort, who suffered from heart disease, was no longer fit for the effort required, as his doctor had previously feared, and he lost six games, winning only one. After a total of 20 games Steinitz had won the required number of ten games, with a final result of 12½:7½.


[image: images]Steinitz – Zukertort

New Orleans, 12th game
 3rd March 1886
 Ruy Lopez (C67)



1.e4 e5 2.♘f3 ♘c6 3.♗b5 ♘f6 4.0-0 ♘xe4

This variation of the Ruy Lopez, the so-called ‘Berlin Defence’, was really popular in the 19th century, but later lost in popularity compared to the 3…a6 variation. The Berlin Defence celebrated a renaissance after Vladimir Kramnik employed it in 2000 in his WCh match against Garry Kasparov and the title defender was unable to win a single game against it. It is very popular in present day tournament praxis and is regularly employed by many top players.

5.♖e1

Nowadays a very popular alternative is the sequence 5.d4 ♘d6 6.♗xc6 dxc6 7.dxe5 ♘f5 8.♕xd8+ ♔xd8 etc., with a queenless middlegame which is typical of this variation.

5…♘d6 6.♘xe5 ♗e7

This avoids the trap 6…♘xb5 7.♘xc6+, and White wins the queen. In the 4th match game Zukertort had chosen instead of the text move 6…♘xe5 7.♖xe5+ ♗e7 and had later won the game.

7.♗xc6

7.♗d3 0-0 8.♘c3 ♘xe5 9.♖xe5 was up for discussion in the 6th, 10th and also the 14th games.

7…dxc6

Black has a structural disadvantage on account of the doubled pawns on the c-file, but there is sufficient compensation for this in the form of the bishop pair. 7…bxc6 8.d4 leads instead to a rather immobile pawn centre for Black. In addition the ♗c8 is hindered in its development.

8.♕e2 ♗e6

Not 8…0–0? on account of 9.♘xc6 bxc6 10.♕xe7 ♖e8 11.♕xd8 and White wins. Though desirable, 11…♖xe1# is not possible because the black rook is pinned.

9.d3

After 9.d4 ♘f5 10.c3 0-0 11.♗f4 Black would have the option of resolving his doubled pawns with 11…c5 12.dxc5 ♗xc5 13.♘d2=.

9…♘f5

Preparing castling. After the immediate 9…0-0 Black probably feared the tactical blow 10.♘xf7. But what follows would not be risk-free for White either: 10… ♖xf7 11.♕xe6 ♘f5 and White must now be careful: 12.♘c3? (12.♗e3 is better, but after 12…♗h4 Black has enough counterplay for his pawn) 12…♘d4–+.

10.♘d2

10.c3 would have been better, is the opinion of Johannes Minckwitz in his contemporary tournament book on the 1st World Chess Championship.

10…0-0

Instead of the move in the game, it was well worth considering 10…♘d4!? with an attack on the white queen and the c2-pawn. After 11.♕d1 Black has gained time for his development.

11.c3 ♖e8 12.♘e4 ♕d5 13.♗f4 ♖ad8 14.d4 ♘d6 15.♘c5 ♗c8 16.♘cd3

Up till here Steinitz had used one hour of his time.

16…f6 17.♘b4

After 17.♘f3 according to Emil Schallopp 17…♗g4 would be annoying.

17…♕b5 18.♕xb5 ♘xb5

18…cxb5 was good: 19.♘ed3 c6 with a solid position for Black on the queenside.

19.♘ed3 ♗f5

Here Zukertort had used up his first hour of thinking time. Instead of the move in the game Minckwitz suggested 19…a5! intending 20.♘c2 ♗f5 21.♖ad1 and then 21…a4 with advantage for Black. After 21…c5 White’s problems with the positioning of the two knights become even more obvious.
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20.a4! ♘d6

Steinitz suggests 20…a5! as better: 21.axb5 axb4 22.♘xb4! (not 22.bxc6? ♗xd3 23.cxb7 ♖b8 24.♖a8 ♔f7–+) 22…♗xb4 23.cxb4 cxb5=.

21.a5 ♘b5?!

This move was criticised by contemporary commentators and 21…a6 suggested in its place. White then has only a slight initiative. 22.♘c5 is simply followed by 22…♗c8.

22.a6 ♗xd3 23.♘xd3 b6 24.♖e3 ♔f7 25.♖ae1 ♖d7?

Intending …♖ed8, …♗f8 and …c6-c5. Now, however, Black loses the c6-pawn and gets into a bad position. So the correct move was 25…♗d6, which both Steinitz and Minckwitz recommended as better.

26.♘b4! g5 27.♗g3 f5 28.f4

There was the even stronger 28.♘xc6! f4 29.♘e5+ ♔e6 30.♗xf4 gxf4 31.♖h3 and White wins according to Steinitz.

28…c5 29.♘c6 cxd4 30.cxd4 ♔f8

Of course not 30…♘xd4? 31.♘e5+ +–.

31.♖e5

31.♗f2!? gxf4 32.♖e6 and Black is in zugzwang.

31…♘xd4 32.♘xd4!

Precisely played, since after the forced liquidation 32.♖xe7 ♖dxe7 33.♖xe7 ♖xe7 34.♘xd4 gxf4 35.♗xf4 ♖e4 36.♗h6+ ♔e7 37.♘b5 the ending is unclear.

32…♖xd4 33.♖xf5+ ♔g7

33…♔g8 34.♖xg5+ ♗xg5 35.♖xe8+ and White collects the black pawns on the queenside with ♖a8 and ♖c8 and wins easily (Steinitz).

34.fxg5

After 34.♖xg5+ ♗xg5 35.♖xe8 ♗xf4, however, according to Steinitz a win would still have required a tiresome length of time.

34…♗c5
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35.♖xc5!

But not 35.♖xe8 on account of 35… ♖d1#. After 35.♔f1 ♖xe1+ 36.♔xe1 ♔g6 White would only have a minimal advantage.

35…♖xe1+ 36.♗xe1 bxc5 37.♗c3

The point of the little combination. White wins back the exchange and the pawn ending is won.

37…♔g6 38.♗xd4 cxd4 39.h4 ♔f5 40.♔f2 ♔e4

But 40…♔g4 is followed by 41.g3+– with the plan: 42.♔e2 ♔g3 43.h5 and 44.g6.

41.♔e2 c5 42.b3 ♔e5 43.♔d3 ♔f4 44.b4

Black resigned. Time used:

Steinitz: 2 hours 39 minutes

Zukertort: 1 hour 35 minutes

Zukertort, who at the end of his life suffered from numerous illnesses, including arteriosclerosis, narrowing of the coronary arteries, rheumatism and kidney problems, died only two years after the WCh contest, on the 20th June 1888, of a brain haemorrhage.

The day before his death Zukertort had been in the best of spirits in the British Chess Club (37 King’s Street, Covent Garden). Later he went to Simpson’s Divan, where he played a game against Mr Sylvain Meyer. After approximately 25 minutes Zukertort suddenly slumped at the board and in doing so knocked a few pieces from the table, which he was not in a state to be able to pick up. Zukertort was brought back to the British Chess Club, since he was known there. Since his condition did not improve, he was finally taken at half past two in the morning to Charing Cross Hospital. Zukertort died at ten in the morning, at the age of 45.

On the 26th June 1888, at 10.30, in the presence of approximately 20 chess lovers, including Bird, Hoffer and Gunsberg, he was buried in the Brompton Cemetery in London. As time went by the location of his grave was forgotten. In March 2011, however, the English grandmaster Stuart Conquest discovered in the cemetery the totally decayed grave of Zukertort. With the help of the ‘Polish Heritage Society’ in England and some chess lovers Conquest collected 2000 pounds and had the grave restored. On the 26th June 2012 it was revealed to the public with its new headstone.





2. Fighting the Russian Bear

The World Championship 1889:
 Wilhelm Steinitz against Mikhail Chigorin

Mikhail Chigorin was born on the 12th November 1850 in Gatchina, just 50 kilometres from St. Petersburg. His father worked in a gunpowder factory. Chigorin’s parents died young and so he grew up in the orphanage of Gatchina. At 16 he learned to play chess, but he only began to take a more intensive interest in the game at the age of 23. He mostly spent his time playing in the Café Domenika in St. Petersburg. There in 1873 he got to know Emanuel Schiffers (who was of German extraction), a former tutor who now made his living from chess and who became Chigorin’s first chess teacher. In 1875 on a visit to St. Petersburg, Szymon Winawer recognised the talent of Chigorin and encouraged him.
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Mikhail Chigorin (1850-1908)



Chigorin was soon scoring his first successes; in 1879 he won the Russian national championship in St. Petersburg. In 1881 he took part in his first international tournament in the Berlin Chess Congress and shared third place with Winawer. After that Chigorin travelled around in Europe and America and played in other chess tournaments. Thus in 1889 he won the 6th American Chess Congress in New York.

Moreover Chigorin also wrote a chess column in a Russian daily newspaper and was the publisher of the chess journal Schachmatny Listok, later Schachmatny Vestrik. At home, as his daughter remembered later, he is said to have spent many days exclusively sitting at his desk composing articles on chess or attending to his extensive correspondence regarding chess. Many of the letters which reached Chigorin from all over the world had as an address simply ‘Chigorin, Russia’ – that was enough for a letter to reach him.

Contemporaries describe Chigorin as a tall, bearded man, who could appear very fierce in difficult situations over the chess board. His daughter characterised him as nervy and impatient. A non-smoker, in chess tournaments and matches he hated having to sit in the smoke of his opponents’ cigars. Between rounds however, he liked to drink ‘vodka to the point of oblivion’ (Schonberg). As Jacques Mieses once jokingly remarked, Chigorin’s style of life as far as meals were concerned was marked by great regularity: ‘breakfast at eight, lunch at twelve, dinner at seven. And of course that meant: breakfast at eight in the evening whenever he got up, lunch at midnight and dinner at seven in the morning.’5

When Steinitz was giving a simultaneous exhibition in Havana in 1887, the local chess club offered to organise for him a World Championship match, with a considerable amount of prize money. Steinitz was asked about a possible opponent and named Mikhail Chigorin, against whom Steinitz had lost twice in the London tournament of 1883. The match was played in Havana from the 20th January till the 24th February 1889 and set for a maximum of 20 games.

It was also a contest between different views of how the game should be played. Steinitz wrote after the match: ‘Here a young player of the old school was up against an old player of the new school.’ Whilst Chigorin was a representative of the era of Romantic chess, in which one sought to overwhelm the opponent tactically in a more or less well prepared sacrificial attack, Steinitz had founded a new positional school and represented the thesis that the better plan for the game, based on specific strategic characteristics of the position, would win through in the end.

The match games were very hard fought. Only the 17th and final game ended as a draw. The previous 16 games were all won by one side or the other. Chigorin had the better start and after seven games was still leading 4:3. Then Steinitz won three games in succession. Chigorin was unable to catch up. The final result was 10:6 in wins. The prize money for the title defender was 1150 dollars.
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Havana, 10th game
 8th February 1889
 Chigorin Defence (D07)



1.♘f3 d5 2.d4 ♗g4

After any other move White continues 3.c4 and the game transposes to the Queen’s Gambit.

3.c4

In the second match game, 3.♘e5 ♗h5 4.♕d3!? was played instead. Steinitz won after 38 moves.

3…♘c6

The development of the ♘b8 in front of the c-pawn in the Queen’s Gambit Declined is characteristic of Chigorin. The variation 1.d4 d5 2.c4 ♘c6 – that is the original move order of the line – is thus called in his honour the ‘Chigorin Defence’. In modern tournament praxis the Russian grandmaster Alexander Morozevich has adopted the ideas of his compatriot and shown that the latter’s opening is still very playable even more than 100 years later.

4.e3

The alternative is 4.cxd5 ♗xf3 5.gxf3 ♕xd5 6.e3 e5 7.♘c3 ♗b4 8.♗d2 ♗xc3 9.bxc3 ♕d6 with decent play for Black.

4…e5

The rapid advance of the e-pawn is one point of the early development of the knight to c6. Now one of the main variations of the Chigorin Defence has arisen.

5.♕b3!

The principled move at this point. White must play energetically. The continuation 5.dxe5 dxc4 offers absolutely no advantage to White and 5.♗e2 e4 is even favourable for Black. In the event of 5.cxd5 ♕xd5 6.♘c3 ♗b4 7.♗e2 exd4 8.exd4 ♗xf3 9.♗xf3 ♕c4 a position known from the Scotch Gambit would arise by transposition and which arises in that original move order after 1.e4 e5 2.♘f3 ♘c6 3.d4 exd4 4.c3 d5. Here too Black has complete equality.

5…♗xf3 6.gxf3

Not 6.♕xb7? with an attack on the knight, which can evade the said attack with 6…♘b4 and then threaten a fork on c2.

6…exd4?!

Perhaps not the best continuation. Later in the 14th game Chigorin chose 6…♘ge7.

7.cxd5 ♘e5

After 7…♘b4 8.e4 d3 9.♗xd3 ♘xd3+ 10.♕xd3 White retains a sound extra pawn.

8.exd4 ♘d7 9.♘c3!?

It was also worth considering 9.♕xb7. After 9…♕e7+ 10.♗e3 ♕b4+ 11.♕xb4 ♗xb4+ 12.♘c3 ♘gf6 White retains a material advantage.

9…♕e7+ 10.♗e3 ♕b4 11.♕c2!

After 11.♕xb4 ♗xb4 12.a3 ♗d6 13.♘e4 ♘b6 Black recovers the d5-pawn.

11…♘gf6

After 11…0-0-0 12.0-0-0 ♘b6 follows 13.d6! and after 13…♗xd6 14.♘b5 ♔b8 15.♔b1 White threatens 16.♗d2 ♕a4 17.b3 winning the queen.

12.♗b5

Another strong move here was 12.0-0-0!? intending 13.♘b5.

12…♖d8 13.0-0-0 a6

Time used by Black so far: one hour.

14.♗a4 ♗e7 15.♖hg1 g6

Kingside castling 15…0-0 was not possible, on account of 16.♗h6 ♘e8 17.♕f5 ♘df6 18.♖xg7+! ♘xg7 19.♖g1 and White wins.

16.♗h6!

This prevents Black from castling. With his king in the middle Black will now have severe problems.

16…b5 17.♗b3

Time used by White so far: one hour.

17…♘b6 18.♖ge1 ♔d7 19.♗f4

The threat is 20.♗xc7 and 21.♘xb5+.

19…♖c8 20.a3 ♕a5
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21.♗g5!+–

And 21.♖xe7+ would also have won: after 21…♔xe7 22.♗g5 ♘bd7 23.♘e4 ♕b6 24.♘xf6 ♘xf6 25.♕c6 ♕xc6+ 26.dxc6 ♖he8 27.♖d3 Black loses the knight. The ending is won for White.

21…♘g8

Or 21…♘bxd5 22.♘xd5 ♘xd5 23.♗xe7 ♘xe7 24.♖xe7+ ♔xe7 25.♕c5+ ♔e8 26.♕e5+ ♔d7 27.♕d5+ ♔e7 28.♕xf7+ ♔d8 29.♗e6 followed by mate on d7, or 21…♘fxd5 22.♗xe7+–.

22.♗xe7 ♘xe7 23.♘e4 ♖b8

23…♘exd5 24.♘c5+ ♔c6 25.♗xd5+ ♘xd5 26.♘b3+ +–.

24.♘f6+ ♔d8 25.♖xe7 ♔xe7 26.♕xc7+ ♘d7

26…♔xf6 27.♕e5#, 26…♔f8 27.♕xb8+ ♔g7 28.♘h5+ gxh5 29.♖g1+ ♔f6 (29…♔h6 30.♕f4#) 30.♕e5#.

27.♕xa5

Black resigned. Time used:

Steinitz: 1 hour 48 minutes

Chigorin: 1 hour 53 minutes





3. ‘Mephisto’ in person

The World Championship 1890:
 Wilhelm Steinitz against Isidor Gunsberg

Isidor Arthur Gunsberg was born on the 2nd November 1854 to a Jewish family in Pest, nowadays a district of Budapest. His father came from Russian Poland. When he was eight years old, in 1862, the family moved to London. In 1866 he travelled with his father to Paris, where he went to the Café de la Régence and impressed the players there with his chess skills.

In London in 1879 he met Charles Godfrey Gümpel. The latter was a manufacturer of custom made prostheses and had started in 1870 to construct a chess automaton, which he completed around 1876. He called it Mephisto, because in its human form the automaton was modelled on that character.
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Isidor Gunsberg (1854-1930)



In 1878 Gümpel with his Mephisto took part in and won a tournament of the ‘County Chess Association’. The Irish master George MacDonnell had previously refused to play against the automaton and withdrawn from the tournament. Gümpel then installed Mephisto in his house and challenged the best players in London to play against it. Unlike the chess Turk of Wolfgang von Kempelen or Ajeeb, Mephisto was worked at a distance with the help of electro-magnetic technology by a cable from a neighbouring room. This was done from 1879 to 1889 by Isidor Gunsberg, who was then replaced by Jean Taubenhaus. In 1883 Chigorin played against Mephisto in London, well aware that the latter was being operated by Gunsberg, and he lost.

In 1889 Gümpel travelled with his Mephisto to the World Exhibition in Paris, in order to present it there. After that it was dismantled and all traces of the chess automaton were lost. But Gümpel had also given consideration to the possibility of constructing a proper chess automaton which would be worked with a system of punch cards. But after he calculated that 500 000 billion people would have to spend their whole life making the punch cards so that every eventuality would be covered, Gümpel dropped his plan.

When he was employed by Gümpel, Gunsberg abandoned his training as a tobacco dealer and decided to become a chess professional. In the 1880s he won a series of tournaments (Hamburg 1885, Bradford 1888, London 1888) and matches (against Bird by 5½:2½ and against Blackburne by 8:5). In order to find a challenger for Steinitz, the Manhattan Chess Club organised in 1889 a candidates’ tournament with 20 participants in the form of a double round all-play-all, in which a game had to be replayed if it ended in a draw. Miksa White, who moreover soon after retired from chess to pursue his banking career with Rothschild’s, and Mikhail Chigorin shared first place, but neither was interested in a match against Steinitz. Gunsberg was third and was prepared to accept. After Gunsberg had drawn a match against Chigorin in 1890 (9:9), Steinitz accepted the challenge.

The match for the World Championship between Wilhelm Steinitz and Isidor Gunsberg was staged from the 9th December 1890 till 22nd January 1891 in New York and organised by the Manhattan Chess Club. The prize fund was to be put up by stakes found by the players with the help of patrons. After Gunsberg was unable to manage the minimum stake, Steinitz went back on his original demands and played for less money. The match was for 20 games.

The arbiter of the match was Professor Isaac Leopold Rice, president of the Manhattan Chess Club and a well-known chess patron beyond the borders of the USA. Rice actually came from Wachenheim in Bavaria, where he had been born on the 22nd February 1855. However, the family emigrated to the USA before Rice was six years old. In his new homeland Rice first attended the Central High School in Philadelphia. In 1880 he got the degree of Bachelor of Law from Columbia Law School. In 1902 he was awarded an honorary doctorate by Bates College. In 1885 Rice married Julia Hynemann Barnett. The couple had six children.

To begin with Rice worked as a lecturer at the Columbia Law School and till 1886 as the dean of the School of Political Science. After that he specialised in the law regarding railways and reorganised various US railway companies. In 1887 he founded the ‘Electric Vehicle Company’ (for the production of electric cars), then the ‘Electric Storage Battery Company’ (for the production of accumulators), finally in 1899 the ‘Electric Boat Company’, which built for the US navy in the First World War 85 submarines and 722 submarine chasers. The ‘Electric Boat Company’ later became the ‘General Dynamics Corporation’, nowadays one of the world’s biggest producers of fighter aircraft.

In his New York house, ‘Villa Julia’, built in 1890 on Riverside Drive at the corner of 89th Street, Rice had installed a chess room in the cellar, which was excavated underground into the cliff and reached by a lift. In 1909 he sold the house for 600 000 dollars to the Schinasi brothers, two tobacco manufacturers. The house still exists today and since 1954 has been in the possession of a Talmud high school (Yeshiva).

Professor Rice publicised a special version of the Kieseritzky Gambit, the unsound ‘Rice Gambit’, and sponsored some thematic tournaments and matches with this opening. For example, Lasker and Chigorin played a thematic match a few years later (in 1903 in Brighton) in which all the games started with the Rice Gambit. Lasker was also otherwise closely linked with Rice at the start of the new century and even acted from 1906 as secretary of a ‘Rice Society’ founded by Rice with the aim of furthering the popularity of the eponymous gambit.

But at the time of the WCh match between Steinitz and Gunsberg Lasker’s star was not yet on the rise. In any case Leopold Rice was in a positive sense a chess fanatic, to whom the masters of the era owed a good deal materially speaking, and they certainly gladly overlooked his little whims and vanities when it came to ‘his’ gambit. Rice died on the 2nd November 1915.

The games of the third match for the World Championship were played from 13.30 till 17.00 and then after a pause continued from 19.00 till 22.30. Gunsberg decided the fourth, fifth, twelfth and sixteenth games in his favour. After the fifth game he was leading 3:2. Steinitz won the second, sixth, seventh, tenth, thirteenth and eighteenth games. His strong end spurt had allowed Steinitz to successfully defend his title once more. The winner received a prize of 3000 dollars, Gunsberg as the loser 1000 dollars.


[image: images]Steinitz – Gunsberg

New York, 7th game
 22nd December 1890
 Queen’s Gambit Accepted (D24)



1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.♘f3

This move was in its day an idea of Joseph Henry Blackburne. White prevents the counterthrust …e7-e5. In the 5th game 3.e3 e5 4.dxe5 ♕xd1+ 5.♔xd1 ♘c6 6.♗xc4 ♘xe5 7.♗b5+ c6. was played instead. Black was already better and went on to win.

3…♘f6

The attempt to hang on to the pawn on c4 with 3…b5 does not lead to success, for example 4.a4 c6 5.e3 (or 5.axb5 cxb5 6.b3 with advantage to White) 5…♗d7 6.♘e5 e6 7.axb5 cxb5 8.♕f3 1-0, Blackburne-M. Fleissig, Vienna 1873.

4.e3 e6

Also playable is 4…♗g4.

5.♗xc4 ♗b4+?!

This move is not very useful here. Nowadays 5…c5 or 5…a6 is usual.

6.♘c3 0-0 7.0-0 b6

After 7…c5!? Black could also immediately take up the struggle for the centre.

8.♘e5

Intending f2-f3.

8…♗b7 9.♕b3 ♗xc3?!

The surrender of the bishop pair was not absolutely necessary. After 9…♗e7 the strike 10.♗xe6 leads after 10…fxe6 11.♕xe6+ ♔h8 12.♘f7+ ♖xf7 13.♕xf7 to an unclear position. But 9…♕e7!? looks solid, e.g.: 10.a3 ♗d6 11.f4 c5 etc.

10.bxc3 ♗d5

Black is afraid of the strike on f7 or e6, but this move weakens the c6-square after the exchange of the bishop. The alternative was 10…c5 11.f3 ♗d5.

11.♗xd5 exd5 12.♗a3 ♖e8 13.c4 c5!

After 13…c6 14.♖ac1 White obtains strong pressure on the c-file, whilst Black has worries about the development of the ♘b8.

14.♖ac1 ♘e4?

The correct way was 14…cxd4!? 15.exd4 ♘a6. After 16.♕a4 ♘c7 17.♖fe1 ♘e6= Black has counterplay against d4. Another option was 16…♘c5!?. After 17.dxc5 ♖xe5 18.cxd5 bxc5 19.♖xc5 ♖xd5 20.♖xd5 ♕xd5 21.♗b2 the game would have been level. On the other hand the move in the game weakens d5.

15.♖fd1 cxd4 16.exd4 f6?

This is refuted tactically. In the event of 16…dxc4 17.♕xc4 Black has major worries about his f7-pawn. Perhaps the return of the knight to f6 was still the best.

[image: images]

17.cxd5! fxe5 18.d6+ ♔h8 19.♕d5?!

Things were clearer after 19.♕f3 ♘xf2 20.♕xf2 exd4 21.♕xd4+–.

19…♘xf2

After 19…exd4 20.♕xa8 ♘c3 then 21.♖e1 ♘e2+ 22.♖xe2 ♖xe2 23.d7+– wins.

20.♖d2

After the ‘normal move’ 20.♔xf2 Black also continues with 20…♘d7. White will lose time after this with the retreat of the king to g1. Instead of the move in the game White could also easily play 20.♖f1 and after 20…♘d3 21.♖cd1 ♘d7 22.♖xd3 e4 23.♖g3 he is winning. On the other hand 20.♕xa8 ♘xd1 21.♖xd1 exd4 22.♕xa7 h6 is less favourable and leaves White only a slight advantage.

20…♘d7

It was worth trying 20…♘h3+!? 21.gxh3 ♘d7 with perhaps better chances of a draw than in the game.

21.♖xf2 ♘f6

But 21…♖c8 does not change much: 22.♖cf1+–.

[image: images]

22.♖xf6+– gxf6

After 22…♕xf6 there follows 23.d7 ♖f8 (23…♖ed8 24.dxe5+–) 24.♗xf8 ♖xf8 25.♕f3 ♕d8 26.♕xf8+ ♕xf8 27.dxe5+–. On the other hand 23.dxe5? would be inaccurate: 23…♕xe5 24.♕xe5 ♖xe5 25.d7. Black now holds the draw with 25…♖g8 26.♖c8 ♖d5 27.♖c7 ♖d8 29.♗e7 ♖5xd7.

23.d7

Another powerful move was 23.♖c7, intending 24.♕f7+–.

23…♖g8 24.dxe5

Also strong was 24.♕e6, intending 25.♗e7+–.

24…♖g5

Or 24…fxe5 25.♗d6+–.

[image: images]

25.♕xa8!

Or 25.♗e7+–.

25…♕xa8 26.♖c8+ ♖g8 27.♖xa8 ♖xa8 28.e6

Black resigned.

Time used:

Steinitz: 1 hour 5 minutes

Gunsberg: 1 hour 35 minutes

In 1900 Gunsberg shared second place with James Mason behind Richard Teichmann in the moreover not all that strong London tournament. After some less well placed forays in Monte Carlo 1901 and 1902, as well as in the 13th DSB Congress in Hanover 1902, he was once more third in London in 1904. The preliminary round of the St. Petersburg tournament of 1914 saw the now 60 year old come in last with only a single point (two draws).

As well as taking part in tournaments Gunsberg was active as a chess journalist for several newspapers, where at the end it was not he but his wife who wrote the articles which appeared under his name, as well as being a tournament organiser (Ostende 1906). During his life Gunsberg married three times. He probably married his first wife Jane in 1879 in London. She died in 1891 at the age of 38. Gunsberg had three sons with her. In 1893 Gunsberg married Miriam Clarke, with whom he had two
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