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Introduction to the Second Edition

Akiva Rubinstein’s last tournament game was almost seventy years ago, so does
it make sense for present-day players to study his games for anything more than
nostalgia? Certainly Rubinstein was a modern player for his time, but seventy
years is seventy years. Today few study the games of his contemporaries with
avid interest, but Rubinstein endures. Why?

One could point to his profound influence on modern opening theory where the
Ruy Lopez, Four Knights Game, French, Queen’s Gambit Accepted, Queen’s
Gambit Declined and Nimzo-Indian all felt his special touch. Richard Réti in his
Modern Ideas in Chess wrote that Morphy developed the principles of play in
open positions and that it was Rubinstein who did the same for closed ones.
Certainly Rubinstein was one of the first chess scientists, developing opening
systems that sometimes carried through to the endgame. His influence on Botvinnik
in this approach to the game was great. Rubinstein played many beautiful games
and enjoyed numerous competitive successes, but in concrete terms what can he
offer?

Rubinstein remains especially relevant to present-day players in two areas. The
first is in providing model games that clearly illustrate how to plan ahead. Games
between modern grandmasters are typically messy affairs and one seldom sees a
player obtain a strategically winning position early on. Unlike many of Rubinstein’s
opponents, who did not know what was coming, today’s grandmasters know
exactly what their opponent is trying to do and will muddy the waters early rather
than willingly submit to a passive position with no hope of counterplay.

Look at the famous game between Rubinstein and Salwe played at £.6dz 1908.
Akiva’s play against the Tarrasch variation of the Queen’s Gambit, in which he
gives Black hanging pawns and blockades the d4- and c5-squares, is a part of the
technical knowledge of every master today. Knowing what happened to Salwe,
modern players will take radical action rather than acquiesce to a static
disadvantage. Rubinstein’s games, in which the great master was often given
carte blanche to implement long-term plans, are still models for students wishing
to learn positional chess.

The other arena where Rubinstein continues to reign supreme is in the art of
strategic planning in the ending, particularly those involving rooks and pawns.
Computers may have brought many benefits to society but the improvement of
endgame play is not one of them. Playing games to a finish is obligatory in a time
of Rybka and Fritz but the lack of adjournments has definitely had an impact on
present-day players in the final phase of the game. The introduction of accelerated
time controls also has had a negative effect. Often one reaches the endgame with
only a few minutes on the clock with the thirty-second increment providing time
to do little more than react.
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This was not the case when Rubinstein played and some of the examples from his
practice (for example the famous rook ending against Matisons from Carlsbad
1929) continue to offer valuable study material for even world class players. The
decision by Mihai Marin to include Rubinstein’s rook endings in his book Learn
from the Legends should come as no surprise. Rubinstein’s games are still relevant.

This new edition of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years, which covers the second
half of his career, owes much to the generosity of Simon Constam of Hamilton,
Ontario, and Tony Gillam of Nottingham, England.

Simon made available a notebook of Akiva’s younger son, Sammy, which included
training games between the two and opening analysis they did, possibly with the
assistance of future grandmaster Albéric O’Kelly de Galway. These all-Rubinstein
battles vary dramatically in quality but provide a fascinating glimpse into how
Akiva systematically set out to learn the truth about certain opening variations in
the years immediately after World War II. He may have retired from tournament
play in 1932, but these games and analysis show Akiva had lost none of his love
for chess.

Besides making the contents of this notebook available, Simon provided many
photographs from the Rubinstein family archives, few of which have been
previously published.

Tony Gillam, who like Simon is one of the world’s greatest experts on Rubinstein,
recently unearthed many unknown games between Akiva and his early rival Georg
Salwe, including several from their matches, in the Neue £odzZer Zeitung. Tony
was unable to examine all the issues of this publication so there is an excellent
chance that more games may be found. His discoveries can be found in the annex
at the back of the book.

Since the publication of the first edition of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years
fifteen years ago, the number of new tournament game discoveries after World
War I has been slim. Grandmaster Luc Winants, who also contributed many
photographs, was able to find the first part of Rubinstein’s victory over Colle
from Meran 1924 in a Belgian newspaper. Tony Gillam discovered the opening
and early middlegame of Selezniev-Rubinstein from the same event in Professor
Becker’s opening archive at the Max Euwe Center in Amsterdam but
comprehensive attempts by Luca D’ Ambrosio to finding the remaining moves of
the two games have proven unsuccessful. Toni Preziuso supplied Rubinstein-
Selezniev, from round one of Triberg 1921 (game 20a) and a game from the
Rubinstein-Teichmann match of 1908, not included in the second edition of
Uncrowned King, will be found in the annex at the back of this book.

These may have been the only new tournament efforts of Akiva’s to surface from
the time period 1921-1932 but many exhibition games have been found. Such
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games are often of poor quality — typically only the exhibitor’s losses are preserved
—but that is not entirely the case here, where the reader gets the added bonus of
seeing Akivatestnew opening and middlegame plans. Alan Smith of Manchester,
England, found many games from Akiva’s simul tour of England in 1925 and
Toni Preziuso discovered close to two dozen from all periods of Rubinstein’s
career. These later games will be found in the annex at the end of this book.

Rubinstein: 100 de sus mejores partidas recopiladas y una nota biografica,
authored by Jaime Baca-Arus and Jose Ricardo Lopez, and published in Havana
in 1922, has long been thought to be the first book to be published on Rubinstein
but that is not in fact the case. John DeArman’s Rubinstein’s Games of Chess: A
very incomplete collection of the match and tourney games of a great master was
printed ten years earlier in Pasadena, California.

This has to be one of the rarest chess books in the world and it is quite possible
the Los Angeles Public Library holds the only copy. The catalogue lists the book
as 236 pages long, but actually this is only the number devoted to games; another
36 pages of flowery prose precede it. The book is a little smaller than the fourth
edition of Modern Chess Openings, about 6% by 4 inches (16.5cm x 10.2cm), but
is packed with information. While DeArman has nothing original to offer he did
do a first rate job of gathering information from many sources including the
Deutsche Schachzeitung, the American Chess Bulletin and tournament books for
many of the events Rubinstein played in ending in 1911.

This is not the only book that DeArman published. The Los Angeles Public Library
also has his works on Nuremberg 1906, Hamburg 1910, San Sebastian 1911 and
The Kings of Chess. The latter is an updated translation of a work by J. Rademacher
(1905), published by DeArman in 1910, listing the tournament and match records
of every master who has gained a prize in any international tournament. This is
the only work of DeArman listed in the Cleveland Public Library catalogue for
the John G. White collection.

The authors would be very interested in hearing from readers who have any
information on DeArman, who is quite a mystery. His name does not produce any
hits on Google nor did he play in any of the Northern California-Southern
California chess matches between 1912 and 1926.

Garry Kasparov’s My Great Predecessors: Part 1 and Mihai Marin’s Learn from
the Legends, are outstanding books that have appeared since the first editions of
ourtwo volumes on Rubinstein were published. Neither deals primarily with Akiva
but both contain much valuable material on him. Kasparov’s section on Rubinstein
focuses almost exclusively on the period before World War I while Marin’s covers
rook endings throughout his career. These are must reading for fans of Rubinstein.
We can also strongly recommend the chapter “My Rubinstein” by Boris Gelfand
in Akiba Rubinstein'’s Chess Academy, Krzysztof Pytel’s pioneering effort on
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Rubinstein as well as the games collection by Yuri Razuvaev and V.I. Murakhveri.
Unfortunately the last two books are only available in Polish and Russian,
respectively.

Improved technology has made our job much easier the second time around. Fifteen
years ago there was little in the way of historical chess material online — now
there is a flood. We found Edward Winter’s Chess Notes (chesshistory.com/winter/
index.html), Anita Sikora’s Rubinstein site (rubina.yfw24.de/) and Wojciech
Bartelski’s Olimpbase (www.olimpbase.org) to be extremely useful as well as the
Wikipedia entries for individual Polish players. These resources proved to be
quite reliable but others on the Internet less so. One account described the Dutch
master Jan Willem te Kolsté as “one of the most imposing players in chess history
— nearly 7 foot tall, weighing near 250 pounds and with hands the size of a
chessboard.” This would be quite fascinating if it was true but we found no
evidence to support these claims.

Fifteen years is a lifetime for chess computer engines considering the progress
that has been made. We did not use them at all for the first edition and have tried
to be selective in using Fritz 12 and Rybka 3.0 for this book, turning on the
silicon oracles only when the occasion demanded. Rubinstein’s gamesare admired
but more for his broad strategic palette and not his exacting tactical analysis. This
approach is particularly true for analysis by Rubinstein and his contemporaries
whose comments we have tried to attribute as carefully as possible. When a game
has multiple annotators we have endeavored to make clear exactly who has
analyzed what but often there has been overlap. Games without attribution are
annotated by the authors who are also responsible for short observations in
brackets.

Jeremy Gaige’s Chess Personalia was used for player’s names. Common English
usage was followed for well-known foreign cities (Vienna, Moscow and Warsaw)
but for lesser-known ones we have used their native name (Goteborg, 1.6dz and
Rogaska Slatina).

This series on Rubinstein has been a large undertaking and we would like to take
the opportunity to thank those that have helped us the past two decades. These
books would certainly have been poorer without their assistance.

Sadly, the list of those we would like to thank include several helpers who have
passed away, including both of Akiva’s sons — Jonas and Sammy, the great chess
historian Ken Whyld, Alice Loranth, who headed the John G. White Collection of
the Cleveland Public Library for many years, Ton Sibbing of the Max Euwe Center,
the Swedish chess researcher Arme Berggren, former /nside Chess Editor Michael
Franett, the American chess historian Jack O’Keefe, and one of Akiva’s opponents,
J.H.O. graaf van den Bosch (Hilversum, Netherlands).

10
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Besides Simon Constam, Tony Gillam, Alan Smith and grandmaster Luc Winants,
we would like to thank Lissa Waite, Pamela Eyerdam and Oksana Kraus of the
John G. White Collection of the Cleveland Public Library for their assistance
(and for permission to use the photograph of Lasker on page 168) and the following
individuals:

Andy Ansel (Laurel Hollow, New York), Hans Baruch (Berkeley), Christiaan M.
Bijl (the Hague), Jonathan Berry (Nanaimo, Canada), Christopher Carter (Fairborn,
Ohio), Maurice Carter (Fairborn, Ohio), Luca D’Ambrosio (Bolzano, Italy),
AngeloDePalma (Newton, New Jersey) Karl De Smet (Brussels), Nathan Divinsky
(Vancouver), Mark Donlan (Marblehead, Massachusetts), Calle Erlandsson (Lund,
Sweden), Andrzej Filipowicz (Warsaw) John Gillam (Cincinnati), Lars Grahn
(Malmo), Eli Hiltch (Ramat Gan, Israel), Peter Holmgren (Tyres6, Sweden), Holly
Lee (Berkeley), Paul Liebhaber (San Francisco), Jason Luchan (New York), Robert
Moore (San Francisco), Michael Negele (Wuppertal, Germany), René Olthof (‘s
-Hertogenbosch, Netherlands), Jack Peters (Los Angeles), Motoko Reece
(Cleveland), Anna Rubinstein (Charleroi, Belgium), Yvette Seirawan
(Amsterdam), Per Skjoldager (Fredericia, Denmark), Eric Tangborn (Issaquah,
Washington), Herman van Engen (Hilversum, Netherlands), Marius C. van Vliet
(Eindhoven, Netherlands), Rob Verhoeven (the Hague) Edward Winter (Satigny,
Switzerland), Tadeusz Wolsza (Warsaw) and Val Zemitis (Davis, California).

Last and certainly not least, we like to give a big thanks to our past and present
publishers, Yasser Seirawan and Hanon Russell, whose support was crucial to
producing two editions of this series which has grown to over eight hundred

pages.

We apologize if we have inadvertently left anyone out. It goes without saying
that any errors or omissions are the sole responsibility of the authors.

We have endeavored to make this work on Rubinstein as complete and accurate
as possible. Should any readers have new information and/or corrections we would
be very eager to hear from them. The authors can be contacted by writing to John
Donaldson at either imwjd@aol.com or Mechanics’ Institute Chess Director, 57
Post Street, Room 408, San Francisco, CA, 94104.

This book is dedicated to Holly Lee and Elena Minev.
John Donaldson

Nikolay Minev
February 15, 2010
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Rubinstein: 1921-1961

The following biographical material supplements that which appeared in
Uncrowned King.

A World Championship contender in the years leading up to the World War 1,
Akiva Rubinstein was never the same after. His play was frequently brilliant, but
the old consistency wasn’t there. Rubinstein’s life from 1921, until his death forty
years later, is a story of a genius in decline. Signs of the mental illness which
eventually forced him to retire were visible before 1914, as is clear from the
following accounts:

Yet, even at this early and fortuitous period of Rubinstein's career, the gibes of
fate were evident. Isidor Gunsberg's account of the 1906 Ostende Congress
summarized Rubinstein’s part thus: “His play and tactics greatly resemble the
style employed by Lasker. He tries to effect simplification of position, and is very
correct in his judgment, his game against Schlechter being the one exception
which can be laid to charge. This, however, might have been due to nervousness,
Jfrom which he is a great sufferer.” — Paul Little in Chess Review, June 1961,
p.-182.

As early as 1912 his fellow masters were noticing how delicately his mind was
balanced. His trouble was of a kind which is rare indeed among chessmasters — a
pathological degree of modesty. On the one hand he possessed calm and simple
confidence in his chess judgment; on the other hand the dark conviction grew in
his mind that he was undesired and a nuisance to everyone. On this precarious
knife-edge he lived and played his chess for a further twenty years. At the board
he never spoke. As a matter of principle he vacated his seat as soon as he had
moved, lest his presence might inconvenience his opponent, and lurked in an
obscure corner until his clock was set again. — W. H. Cozens in British Chess
Magazine, 1961, p.136.

Rubinstein seems to have suffered great injury to his psyche during the Great
War. His results after WWI were very erratic. First-place in high-level tournaments
was still possible, but so were last-place finishes. The following reminiscences
paint a picture of a man who was retreating further and further into himself.

The only occasion on which I saw that wonderful grandmaster Akiva Rubinstein
play was at the 1930 Scarborough congress. T he delusion he had had since before
the First World War that his person was objectionable to his fellow man was
becoming an obsession; after each move, no matter how little time he had left, he
dived under the rope surrounding the master tournament and went and sat in a
corner beneath a potted palm. On this occasion he lost one game by exceeding
the time limit [vs. Ahues, game 395), which was always a danger. A notable
example had occurred at the Third Berlin Congress of 1928 [vs. Marshall, game

12
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307] after he had quite outplayed his opponent, the game must surely rank as one
of his best. — R. N. Coles in British Chess Magazine, 1980, p.336.

A. R. B. Thomas, who played Rubinstein at Southport 1924, wrote the following
in Chess for the Love of It: Rubinstein endeared himself to everybody, but he was
already showing signs of that mental illness which brought his withdrawal from
world chess.

The obituary for Rubinstein that appeared in Chess (May 27, 1961) containing
the following observation:

Tartakover blamed the war for his obvious psychic trouble. “His play became
keener, but his thinking less clear,” he wrote. “‘As he is fortunately possessed of a
robust constitution, this sickness of chess tension may be only temporary.”

But Tartakover was wrong. A tragic persecution complex was slowly taking
command of Rubinstein's mind. After making a move he would retire to a secluded
corner until it was his turn again, for fear of disturbing his opponent. Often he
would complain of being threatened or followed. He suffered from imaginary
flies. Once he requested the organizers of a tournament not to divulge the hotel
where he was staying, so as to prevent his rivals from molesting him.

Grandmaster Gideon Stahlberg writes in his book Chess and Chessmasters (p.
9): A latent disease of the mind was slowly weakening the titan's creative powers
and sapping his ability to achieve successes. But meanwhile one could still
recognize that he was a great master; his play was almost more subtle than before,
and his great art more remarkable. He had a brilliant result in the four-master
tournament at Berlin, where he was only a half point below Lasker, in Stockholm
he beat Bogoljubow, and he was a good second to Réti at Goteborg.

In Sweden, too he took part in the re-editing of the Collijn’s Lirobok (Chess
Manual). He was prolific in the production of valuable opening innovations, and
with a sure eye he examined existing chess theory, revised and reshaped it. When
the work was completed, the chess worldwas endowed with a manual that was of
great importance, both for masters and for the younger generation.

Rubinstein himself valiantly defended his theories in the ensuing tournaments,
and, even if his opponents succeeded in refuting a part, much of it stood the test
of assiduous criticism. His researc hes caused him to widen his opening repertoire,
and during the following years he often employed the vigorous King's Gambit —
with success, it should be said.

Rubinstein’s increasing melancholia at last completely upset his tournament

results. Sometimes he was amongst the leaders; sometimes he endedup in the last
place. He won one brilliancy prize after another, and played the endgame as

13
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beautifully as ever; but he also
committed incomprehensible blunders,
even overlooking simple mating
threats, and no longer possessed
sufficient concentration.

With the years 1929-30 there came an
improvement, which was, however, only
temporary. Rubinstein came fourth in
the great Carlsbad Tournament, and in
the following year he attained a
remarkable score for Poland in the
FIDE International Team Tournament
at Hamburg, a result that had a decisive
bearing on the course of the event.
Poland’s victory was almost entirely
due to Rubinstein.

But ensuing years showed that this was only the last flicker of the flame, and in
1932 Rubinstein retired from active chess.

The two phases of Rubinstein’s chess career yield us entirely different pictures of
the master. The first shows an ambitious young warrior who knows he has the
marshal’s baton in his knapsack, and who quickly obtains promotion. The second,
on the other hand, reveals a great, but uneven, artist to whom honors and fame are
but vanities. Yet it is the latter figure, the artist in Rubinstein, that gave us most
and mattered most.

Most stories concerning Rubinstein are at best half truths, which have become so
embellished over time thatthey bear little resemblance to what actually transpired.
For example, one popular tale, often repeated in various books by George
Koltanowski, is that Rubinstein and his wife started a restaurant business in Berlin
in 1914 just before the war broke out. Allegedly, Akiva invested all his money
patriotically in German War Bonds and betweenthat bad investment and restaurant
problems as a result of the war, the Rubinsteins soon went broke and lived in fear
of the process server. As Kolti tells it:

Still his World War I experience haunted him andin at least one instance I know
of, it (because of a cruel joke) probably robbed him of a win in a Hungarian
tournament. Rubinstein had been doing very well, playing back to his pre-war
form. Then one night Efim Bogoljubow and Alexander Alekhine knocked on
Rubinstein’s door at 2 o ’clock in the morning. This itself would have been enough
to frighten the timid Rubinstein out of his wits. At long last he went to the door
and without opening it, asked fearfully, “Who's there?”

“The process server. I have a warrant for money you owe in Berlin,” said

14
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Bogoljubow in a high voice. Then both Bogoljubow and Alekhine slipped away.
Rubinstein did not turn up for his final two rounds.

This makes for a good story, but has little basis in fact. First, Rubinstein was
unmarried until 1917. Second, he lived in Poland until 1918. It is possible that
Rubinstein and his new bride did lose money during the hyperinflation of the
German mark in the years after World War 1. What is not remotely true is that he
forfeited the last two games of a tournament, much less one in Hungary!

The story regarding Rubinstein and the fly seems to be on a firmer basis, if only
because it is harder to disprove. Here are a few ways the story has been related.
The following excerpt comes from a chapter entitled “Psychiatry, lunacy and
chess” from Gerald Abrahams’ Not Only Chess:

I am reminded of a story told me by Mieses, who was director of play at that San
Sebastian Tournament (1911) which was won by Rubinstein. [Abrahams is
confusing years. Akiva was second in 1911 and first in 1912.] During the play
Rubinstein was obsessed with the feeling that a fly was walking across his scalp.
As there was no fly, Mieses took the great master, at the end of the tournament, to
a leading psychoneurologist at Munich. The Teuton expert examined Rubinstein
carefully and said, with Teutonic crudeness: ““My friend, you are mad. But what
does that matter? You are a chess master!”

Grandmaster Nigel Davies provided a mystical explanation in “Master of the
Fly,” which was published in the Jerusalem Post on January 10, 1992.

San Sebastian, 1911. Akiva Rubinstein had just tied for second place with Vidmar
behind the great Capablanca. The following year he was to establish a unique
record of victories in no fewer than five great international tournaments in
succession. After such a performance, many commentators predicted that this
young man would be the next world champion, but they were unaware at that
time of Rubinstein’s problem — the fly.

On the train from San Sebastian to Munich, Rubinstein met his colleague Jacques
Mieses and they began to talk. Rubinstein told Mieses his plans — he was going to
Munich to see a famous doctor to see if he could help him get rid of the fly. A fly,
he explained, was settling on his head and disturbing him during play with its
constant buzzing.

These were amongst the early signs in a deterioration in Rubinstein’s mental health
that was to blight his brilliant career. Later he would leave the board when it was
his opponent’s turn to move and talk to himself in a corner of the room. Never
very communicative, he spoke less and less, his results became gradually less
stable and he retired from serious play in 1932. After spending some time in a
sanatorium, he lived his remaining years in Belgium, in reduced circumstances.
He died in 1961.

15
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Rubinstein’s mental problems are normally dismissed as typical chess players’
paranoia which was aggravated by the First World War. But Rubinstein’s madness
may have another origin, the key to which is the fly. When I discussed Rubinstein’s
story with Rabbi Tzvi Avraham, he surprised me by saying that he knew what
Rubinstein’s fly was.

Rubinstein was born in 1882 in a ghetto in Stawiski, Russia (later Poland), the
youngest of twelve children. His father died a few weeks before he was born and
his grandparents helped with his upbringing. He was given an Orthodox [Jewish]
religious education, first kheder and then a yeshiva in Lodz.

It was in L6dz, when he was sixteen, that he saw something that was to change
his life. At the yeshiva two of the young children were playing chess and he found
it utterly fascinating. Rubinstein soon forgot his religious studies and devoted
himself wholeheartedly to his new-found love, breaking the hearts of his mother
and grandparents in the process. His soul would be racked by ambition and the
search for chessboard glory.

As for the fly, there is a well-known midrash which states, “The evil inclination
is similar to a fly and sits at the two openings of the heart.” (Babylonian Talmud,
Berachot, 61a). Elsewhere in Jewish tradition we see that one of the names of the
devil, Beelzebub, comes from ba’al-zevuv meaning “master of the fly.” So
Rubinstein was beyond the help of the doctor in Munich. For a psyche honed on
Jewish philosophy, the fly was a manifestation of the yetzer hara, or evil
inclination. And it was this that stole his heart from the Jewish world, then from
chess, and eventually drove him to madness.

Rubinstein’s condition worsened and in early 1932 he was forced to retire from
tournament play. Akiva was sent to a sanatorium and after a stay was reunited
with family. The Rubinsteins were in a difficult condition. Akiva’s wife opened a
restaurant in Brussels, but with four mouths to feed (Jonas was born in 1918 and
Sammy in 1927) and Akiva no longer playing, things were bleak. The first, and
not the last, appeal for help was made in 1932.

Appeal to the Chess-World!
Grandmaster Rubinstein in Dire Need

The following appeal has come to hand from the Wiener Schachzeitung, and we
are pleased to publish it in the B.C.M. We hope our contemporary will be well
supported in its praiseworthy efforts to help such a deserving chess master as
Rubinstein. He has attended several congresses in England, and has always been
popular by his modesty and anxiety to conform to the rules and regulations. The
patriotic way he has given of his best in the International Team Tournament for
his country, Poland, has often won praise. We have sent £3 from the British Chess
Magazine, and hope those of our readers who are able and feel disposed, will
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forward something to the Wiener Schachzeitung, Postsparkassen Konto Nr
192697, Vienna iv, Austria.

Just on the day when the chessworld has celebrated the 50th birthday of its Master,
Rubinstein, revered wherever chess is played, comes the sad news that this hero
of the chess world is living in Brussels in direst need and he and his family
threatened with starvation. Rubinstein has not the heart to bestir himself and
make his circumstances known. The chessworld must help to prevent another
tragedy like that of Takacs. A genius like Rubinstein, whose deep insight into the
game has benefited on countless occasions hundreds of thousands of men in all
parts of the world, cannot be abandoned in his hour of need.

The Wiener Schachzeitung has taken a definite step to help Rubinstein. Its project
is to publish a collection of Rubinstein'’s games supplemented by his own notes.
Advance subscriptions for the book are required, and also a corresponding number
of freewill offerings, from interested persons in all chess-playing countries. The
Wiener Schachzeitung declares itself ready to administer the receipts and
disbursements of the Rubinstein Fund.

Help immediately and help liberally.
Reprint of this appeal is requested in all chess magazines and chess columns.

The price of subscription is 10 Austrian Schillings. Subscribers who pay at least
double this amount will receive a copy of this book with Rubinstein's handwritten
dedication.

The book was, of course, Rubinstein Gewinnt!, but the author was not Rubinstein.
Rather, Austrian master Hans Kmoch, who in a cruel twist of fate wasto experience
the same sort of destitution at the end of his life in New York, was to write the
book.

This appeal must have helped greatly, as no more requests were made until after
the World War II. The privations the Rubinsteins experienced as a Jewish family
living in Nazi-occupied Belgium require no explanations, but the following letter
casts some light on what happened during these dark years.

S. 0. 8.

Sirs:

I am writing you in behalf of chess master Akiva Rubinstein. He and his family
survived the Nazi occupation in Belgium in the most heroic way. Rubinstein was
hidden in a sanatorium for more than four years. Those “generous” people are
now asking, as payment for his maintenance at that time, 49,500 Belgian francs.
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The Rubinsteins are not only impoverished, but also in poor health. Mr. Rubinstein,
the main provider for the family for the last fifteen years, is very ill. Master
Rubinstein's poor health is very well known to you, I am sure.

I received a very depressing letter from Mrs. Rubinstein the other day, a real SOS
cry to the Chess World. She is asking me to contact American chess friends to
assist Master Rubinstein, the last of the old Masters left in Europe, in distress and
helpless. He lost his valuable library; so he is deprived of everything.

The Rubinsteins are living at 46 rue Chateau d’Eau, Uccle-Brussels, Belgium.
Kaethe Aschkenes

Los Angeles

(Chess Review, March 1948)

Exactly how the Rubinsteins managed to survive the World War II while the
Nazis were trying to kill all the Jews is not so easy to explain, but a good starting
place for understanding this is The Encyclopedia of the Holocaust. In Volume
One (pp.160-168), a detailed treatment of Belgian Jews during World War II is
given. The Rubinstein family was extremely fortunate, relatively speaking, to be
in Brussels. Many Belgian Jews perished, but in Rubinstein’s native Poland, being
a Jew meant almost certain death.

German forces invaded Belgium on May 10, 1940, and on May 28 King Leopold III
ordered the Belgian army to surrender. The King stayed, but the prime minister and
some of the cabinet members fled to France and soon formed a government-in-exile
based in London. Soon there were two governments, and neither recognized the
authority of the other. Hitler had no definite plans for Belgium’s ultimate status in the
New Order that was to be established after German victory. The absence of such
plans had a marked effect on the administration of the occupiers.

According to data published in 1980, the Jewish population of Belgium at the
time of the German invasion was 65,696; 34,801 were imprisoned or deported,
and of these 28,902 perished, representing forty-four percent of the total Jewish
population. This was a lower percentage of Jews murdered than in the Netherlands,
mainly for three reasons: (1) the different kind of administration established by
the Germans; (2) the different mentality of the Belgian Jews; (3) the attitude of
the local population.

The Germans never really established a clear policy in Belgium and the stand of
the government-in-exile, which on January 10, 1941, issued a statement that
declared all the decrees of the German military administration null and void and
committed itself to restoring the stolen property to its rightful owners and to
punishing Belgians, who collaborated, was very useful. When the deportation of
Jews finally did begin in the summer of 1942, it was principally limited to those
who did not hold Belgian citizenship.
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We are not certain, but believe that by 1940 all the Rubinsteins were Belgian
citizens. Still, it is a miracle that the whole family survived. The younger son,
Sammy (Salomon), was arrested by the Germans and spent 1943-44 in prison,
but was released and lived in Brussels until his death in 2002. The relatively
favorable situation in Belgium, and Rubinstein’s hiding in a sanatorium, seem a
much more plausible explanation for his survival than some of the wild stories
that have been told

Akiva’s one public appearance after 1932 was a simultaneous exhibition in Liége
in 1946. Articles of the day report that he was planning to play in an international
tournament in the Dutch town of Maastricht soon after this exhibition, but that he
cancelled at the last minute.

The exhibition in Liege was the only time that Sammy Rubinstein ever saw his
father play. The younger of the two sons, Sammy eventually reached master
strength and became an accomplished painter. His portrait of David Bronstein
appears on the cover of the first edition of Tom Fiirstenberg’s book The Sorcerer s
Apprentice. His older brother, Jonas, also played chess, and even reached first
category, but preferred bridge. Jonas spent much of his life in the Belgian Congo
where he worked as an electrical engineer, before retiring in Charleroi.

During the 1940s Akiva played many games with Albéric O’Kelly de Galway
(1911-1980). O’Kelly, who became an IM in 1950 and a GM in 1956, apparently
benefited a great deal from this association. Some openings that he used
successfully after World War 11, for example 1.e4 €5 2.3 £c6 3.8b5 fA.c5 and
1.d4 d5 2.c4 ¢S5, seem to be based on their collaboration. One can surmise this
both from the games played between the two and from articles such as the
following:

The many admirers of the wonderful play of the great master Akiva Rubinstein,
will be glad to hear that he still takes a great interest in chess. He is living in
retirement in Brussels, but is still actively concerned with chess analysis, notably
with an exploration of the variation 1.d4 d5 2.c4 c5. It is hoped that he will one
day return to the arena and play in tournaments and matches.

(British Chess Magazine, 1940, p. 122)

The Belgian master Paul Devos (1911-1981) was another of Rubinstein’s students.
Visits by GMs Yanofsky and Najdorf are known and it appears likely that Max
Euwe also had contact. Several articles mention that Euwe tried on several
occasions to help Rubinstein. Chess of May 27, 1961, states on p. 277, “Vidmar
suggested that FIDE should support him, and we understand that quite a lot of
assistance was arranged through the late M. Pierre Dierman.”

Genna Sosonko writes in Russian Silhouettes (p. 168):
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His nurse, Madame Rubin-Zimmer, remembered: ‘“He was an unusually calm
and self-controlled person. He was easy to look after. Physically he was
exceptionally strong and very healthy for his age. But from time to time he would
behave strangely. For days on end he would not come out of the room for even a
short walk. Or sometimes in the evening he would not want to go to bed. Then he
would sitin the armchair next to the bed and meditate deeply about something or
move the pieces on a pocket chess set.”

We do not know how the lessons went, when the young O’Kelly went to the clinic
to visit the famous Maestro. What was Rubinstein thinking of when, in the very
last period of his confinement, he would sit for a long time in front of a chess
board, with the pieces set up in the initial position, sometimes making the move
1.c2-c4 and, taking the pawn back after half an hour s thought, again looking at
the chess board? What solution to the secret of the initial po sition did he imagine
that he saw?.

This account appears to have been drawn from the Polish chessplayer and author
Wiladyslaw Litmanowicz’s retelling of his visit to Akiva Rubinstein in June 1957,
atan old people’s home in Brussels. An English language version appeared in
Chess Notes 301 under the title Rubinstein’s later years (translation by Martin
Weissenberg):

In his book Dykteryjki i ciekawostki szachowe (Warsaw, 1971; second edition,
Warsaw, 1974) Litmanowicz’s states that Rubinstein had arrived there two years
earlier, after the death of his wife, and lived in a room for eight, sharing with two
persons. Though surprised by the unexpected visit, Rubinstein received his guests
dressed in a well-tailored suit, with the appearance of an elegant elderly gentleman.
He sported a large beard, and invited his visitors to speak in the language of their
choice: Polish, Russian, German or French.

Litmanowicz conveyed to Rubinstein the greetings of Kazimierz Makarczyk and
Marian Wrobel, and informed him of the recent deaths of Tartakower, Regedzinski
and Duras. Rubinstein was not aware of Smyslov’s victory over Botvinnik for the
world championship and refused to play a game against his guest. He did, however,
analyze two studies by Diiras with much interest.

After leaving the old people’s home, Litmanowicz was told by C. Rubin-Zimmer,
the nurse who devotedly looked after Rubinstein, that he was in very good health
considering his age, and was very quiet and restrained, notwithstanding several
oddities: sometimes he refused to leave his room, or to go to bed to sleep. In such
cases he sat on a chair near his bed, thinking deeply about something, or moving
pieces on his pocket chessboard.
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Chess: Glory of the Past

It must be an eerie feeling for a man to become a legend in his own lifetime; the
more so when the glory that caused such legendary fame is entirely a thing of the
past and when a vast multitude of admirers is no longer aware of the legendary
figure being a person alive with the need for a hat rather than a halo, and for
meals and habitation more mundane than the pans of praise offered to him who is
safely encamped in Elysium. Such is the case of Akiva Rubinstein who has been in
very poor health and circumstances since he dropped out of competitive chess
twenty years ago. He will be 70 on December 12 [October 12], and since we
chess players, undoubtedly, are indebted to him more than any master alive, |
propose something unprecedented in this column (and unrepeatable, as this is,
indeed, a unique case). I invite contributions to a collection started with 2 gn.
from the editor and a guinea from myself. (The New Statesman and Nation, 1952,
column 162)

Many contributions were accompanied by charming tributes to the master, such
as Dr. J. Bronowski'’s who added the interesting personal note that he learnt his
chess from his father who, in turn, learnt it with (and from) Rubinstein at their
Talmud school in £.6dZ. (The New Statesman and Nation, 1952, column 168)

Rubinstein moved to a home for old people in Antwerp when his wife died in
1954. (This is the date given by Sammy Rubinstein, while several articles in
British Chess Magazine — the obituary in 1961 on p. 136 and by R. N. Coles in
1980 — have the year as 1956.) Akiva continued to follow the game, and Sammy
remembered himself and Jonas visiting their father and the three of them analyzing
games from the Botvinnik-Smyslov matches.

Akiva Rubinstein, one of Caissa’s immortals, passed away on March 15, 1961, in
Antwerp.

Rubinstein the Player

In closing let us look at how contemporaries and later writers portrayed Rubinstein.
Perhaps the best description of Rubinstein’s style was given by Aron Nimzowitsch
in his book of the 1929 Carlsbad tournament (pp. 86-7).

To us, at least, Rubinstein s style of play appears to be absolutely inimitable. He
is accomplished in more than just endgame technique. Endgame technique is no
longer a monopoly of anyone; Alekhine, Lasker, Capablanca, and others as well,
can create perfect endgames. And indeed one would hardly think that the style of
a great master could only become apparent in the endgame!

Tarrasch circulated the legend that Lasker had a simple plan of play: trade off all
the heavy pieces and go into an endgame. Only Tarrasch, who was himself none
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too familiar with the process of chess creativity, could possibly have conceived of
such a notion. In the true Master, the process of creativity unfolds as follows: into

the opening phase of the game, he places all his ideas, all his understanding, and
all his fantasy, his hopes and aspirations. Here, and in the middlegame as well,

he carries out his plans, thereby producing a weakness in the enemy position.

This weakness stands out most clearly in the endgame, which then becomes the
game’s ‘technical’stage.

We consider Rubinstein’s colossal “depth of plan” to be one of his leading
characteristics, serving him as a logical bridge leading from the opening into the
endgame. We shall clarify this idea by means of a schematic example. Let us
suppose that Rubinstein has just played a very modest opening, without any overt
ambition, and in the ensuing middlegame, he stands no better than his opponent.
After a series of lengthy, uninteresting, and totally unexciting maneuvers, an ending
is reached, which also appears to offer Rubinstein no winning chances. The ending
is so dull and featureless, in fact, that the spectators are beginning to ask themselves
why the game was not called a draw long ago. But then, suddenly, Rubinstein
wins; and in retrospect, all of our judgments concerning both the middlegame
and the opening now appear to have been superficial and inaccurate: opening
and middlegame alike were in Rubinstein’s favor. Profundity, indeed!

Another of Rubinstein's characteristic features is his dislike for melodramatics.
Empty rhetoric and pretentious moves alike shock him to the core! All his moves
are suffused with a natural elegance, bordering on severity. He abhors clichés. In
1912, while reading the annotations to a certain game, he chanced upon the
expression, “This move highlights the hopelessness of Blacks position.” “A
cliché!” cried Rubinstein, and would read no further. It was necessary for me —
being the unfortunate author of the note that had so infuriated him — to go to
great lengths in order to convince Rubinstein that my note had, in fact, only
reflected the actual state of affairs, and thus was not a cliché. Only then was
Rubinstein persuaded to continue reading.

A neo-Romantic (such as your author, for example) finds it difficult to accept that
one may clothe the deepest laid plans in the form of Rubinstein'’s humble moves.
But it is possible! His moves are always normal; one might term them “everyday”
moves. One could imagine such moves being played by a man devoid of poetry
and ideals, weary of the daily routine of life — some Philistine — but never by a
first rate master! Close study, however will show that these simple, everyday
moves are in fact uncommonly deep.

We should like to illustrate by presenting one of Rubinstein’s less successful games
— a game which nevertheless displays all the amazing depth of his concepts, a
depth which still goes hand in hand with a touching modesty and lack of pretense
in the moves themselves. [Nimzowitsch now presented Rubinstein-Samisch, game
328, where 24.g47 spoiled White’s systematic play by allowing Black a shot.]
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The Wiener Schachzeitung of 1926 ran a series of articles on famous players
called “How I Became a Master.” There Rubinstein mentions that he first became
acquainted with chess at the age of 14, started studying seriously at 16, and was
advised to go to L6dz if he wanted to get stronger. Rubinstein felt that he had a
talent for chess, as he had a very good memory. He claimed to remember all the
games that he had played in his 21 years of chess mastery. (His first tournament
game was played at Kiev 1903.) The article also mentions that Akiva has no
memory for names or places and that he believed “chess is not only an art, but
also a science.” Rubinstein very much liked the aesthetic side of chess and a
“beautiful combination puts me in a state of fever.”

Rubinstein’s capacity for work on chess was immense. He claimed to study six
hours a day for 300 days a year and play in tournaments for another 60. This
effort was distilled into creations that have won praise for their unsurpassed
elegance and beauty. Réti described them as “the most perfect demonstrations of
Steinitz s teachings” while Fine has written that “better chess cannot be played
by mortal man.” T hey were characterized by the constant presence of an overriding
strategy and an almost incredible refinement of technique. (An Illustrated
Dictionary of Chess by Edward Bruce)

Itis easy to pick out Akiva Rubinstein as another favorite player, even though he
hadsome chess and psychological limitations. As a player, he was an anachronism.
When the hypermoderns were triumphing, he was not one of them. Yet he was
surely a great classical player. Bent Larsen in Chess Horizons, January-February
1990, p. 27.

During the height of his fame, Rubinstein was by no means so hard to beat as
many other masters — for example, Capablanca and Schlechter. He was often
defeated in the first round of a tournament, but his serene, apparently colorless
method of building up his game was in reality far more powerful and dangerous
to his opponents than Capablanca’s “safety play,” and therefore he usually
obtained a very high percentage of wins, despite one or more losses. Gideon
Stahlberg in Chess and Chessmasters.

... he is the greatest artist amongst chessplayers. Whilst in all of Schlechter’s
beautiful games there is to be found playful delight comparable to the joyful dance,
and whilst with Lasker a dramatic struggle captivates the onlookers, with
Rubinstein all is refined tranquility: for with him in building up his game the
position given to every piece is the necessary one. It is not a matter of a fight for
him, but the working out of a victory, and so his games create the impression of a
great structure from which not one stone dare be shifted. Richard Réti in Modern
Ideas in Chess.

Fine wrote in The World's Great Chess Games:
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In the endgame he is supreme. And it is here, above all, that he provides us with
an inexhaustible galaxy of masterpieces. In the rook and pawn endings especially
he is beyond compare. To cite but one example, we need only recall his game with
Matisons at Carlsbad, in 1929, which his colleagues called black magic... In so
many of his games we are carried away by their classic perfection, and feel
compelled to say: better chess cannot be played by mortal man.

English master, author, and barrister Gerald Abrahams, who played Rubinstein in
a clock simul in 1925, had this to say in Chess Treasury of the Air:

Rubinstein, when I saw him, struck me as the most objective, impartial, open-
minded player that was conceivable. Itseemed always as if results mattered nothing
to him. He was satisfied always to make the best — and only the best — move that
he could find. It could be a spectacular sacrificial effort, it could be a refinement
of endgame precision, it could be a middlegame strategic decision. His attitude
at all phases, and however he was placed, seemed identical — placid — perhaps
the placidity that masks the surface of a waterfall. If there was inner tension, he
never showed it at the board. But it may well be that his extreme nervousness
away from the board, a nervousness which eventually became an inability to
cope with the everyday routine of life, was in some degree consequential on his
chess achievement of the dispassionate.

Rubinstein is like an orator speaking not his own, but some foreign language that
he has learned late in life, so that in spite of his profound ideas he cannot always
find the most effective word. Capablanca, on the other hand, speaks his native
tongue when he plays chess. Richard Réti in Masters of the Chessboard.

In the openings he painted with a severely restricted palette, the Queen's Gambit
Declined alone being sufficient to demolish most opposition. It is largely due to
Rubinstein that the gambit is so rarely defended today. Almost alone among strong
players he had little use for the Ruy Lopez, and was perfectly prepared to play the
Black side of it, only rarely taking refuge in the Sicilian or French. The Queen's
Gambit Declined he usually answered by accepting it. Yet every opening he played
retains to this day some mark of his innovation.

In the middlegame he was relentless, occasionally unleashing his devastating
powers of combination, but always, by one means or another, preparing for the
endgame, in which he had no peer. To enter an ‘equal’ endgame with Rubinstein
was a fate dreaded by all his contemporaries. W. H. Cozens in British Chess
Magazine, 1961, pp. 135-6.

Uncrowned King, the first of our two volumes on Rubinstein, devoted a fair amount

of attention to the first part of Akiva’s life. Here is some more information,
particularly about his family and the later years of his life.
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The following letter from Anna Rubinstein (wife of Akiva’s eldest son Jonas)
fills in some gaps in the Rubinstein family history. -

November 3, 1994

We have learned through my brother-in-law Sammy that you have completed the

first volume you dedicated to Akiva Rubinstein. My husband, Jonas, and myself
as well as my family, are very touched by your interest in this unhappy figure, our
father and grandfather.

Unfortunately Jonas has been in ill health since receiving your letter and always
hoped he would be able to respond. As it is, his health is worsening and I do so on
his behalf.

We would gladly would have given you any information we could have if you had
contacted us when you came to Bel gium when Jonas was still in good health, but
we have little material left that could interest you for your work, because as you
know the family was completely ruined after World War II and the odds of our
history after the war still deprived us of more souvenirs.

Here is a presentation of our family today:

Jonas Jacob born in 1918, engineer, retired.

- our daughter Daniele, b.1956, M.D. psychotherapist and medical journalist.
- our son Michel, b.1957, M.D., specialist in nuclear medicine

- Michel's children; Jonathan b.1991 and Deborah, 1993

And myself, Jonas’ wife, Anna.

Sincerely Yours,
Anna

Subsequent to this letter one of the authors (J.D.) received an invitation to visit
Annaand Jonas attheirhome in Charleroi. The afternoon of April 29, 1995, they
very graciously answered many questions and cleared up more than a few mysteries
about Akiva’s personal life.

One of the great mysteries about Rubinstein is what happened to his brothers and
sisters. The youngest child of twelve (some sources say fourteen); Akiva was
born shortly after his father died. Little is known about his mother but even less
about his siblings. It seems strange that with so many brothers and sisters nothing
has ever been written. Jonas cleared up the mystery by explaining that all but two
Rubinstein children died of tuberculosis before reaching adulthood — only Akiva
and a sister reached maturity.

Akiva was lucky in love. Rubinstein married Eugénie Lev on March 30, 1917.
Mrs. Rubinstein, born in 1893, was an exceptional woman. Educational
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opportunities for women were restricted in Poland so Eugénie’s wealthy family
sent herto a lycée near St. Petersburg. After graduating, the future Mrs. Rubinstein
worked as a school teacher before her marriage. Through good and bad times she
stood by Akiva.

Jonas was born on January 24, 1918, in the small Polish town of Szczuczyn.
Shortly after his birth the family moved to Sweden where they spent several years.
During this time Akiva played in tournaments, gave exhibitions and co-authored
the classic Ldarobok i Schack, the main opening book of its day.

The family moved again in 1922, to the small town of Rehbriicke, Germany near
Potsdam. Jonas recalls that during this time Emanuel Lasker was a frequent guest.
The first-born Rubinstein son grew up with German as his native tongue and
communicated with his family in that language. Akiva, who was fluent in Polish,
Russian, Hebrew, German,and Yiddish, spoke with his wife in Russian, a language
that neither of his sons ever learned.

The Rubinstein family moved to Antwerp in 1926. Not long after the second son,
Sammy, was born in March of 1927. The final Rubinstein home was Brussels.
The family went there in 1931 after Akiva retired from tournament play. The
Rubinstein’s moved into an apartment directly above a restaurant that Eugénie
operated.

What did Akiva do away from the chessboard? Jonas recalls that his father was
very fond of reading newspapers in a variety of languages, and that science was
his favorite subject. A man ahead of his time, Akiva swam and did gymnastics to
keep him fit for chess.

The story of the Rubinstein family during World War II could be made into a
movie. When the Germans took over, Belgium’s Jews were in a very precarious
situation, especially those like the Rubinsteins who were highly visible. The Nazis
knew about Eugénie Rubinstein’s restaurant and Akiva, though retired, was still
well-known.

Deportations began in June of 1942. Jonas got his order to report in July but went
into hiding. Akiva was taken to the Titeca Psychiatry Clinic where he was out of
the public eye. Eugénie and Sammy weren’t so lucky. Forced to flee Brussels
they found refuge at a chateau where Eugénie worked in a kitchen. One day the
Gestapo made a raid. Eugénie was able to escape but young Sammy was captured
and sent to Malines (Mechelen), where he spent the next year and a half in hell.
The Belgian city was home to a camp where people were held before being
deported to the East. Periodically a new group was sent. The sixteen-year old
Sammy had to constantly worry that his name might be on the list. Only when the
British liberated the camp on September 3, 1944, was he safe.
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The mystery concerning Rubinstein’s place of death was cleared up a few years
ago in Chess Notes. There, in C.N. (5744), Anna Rubinstein explains that while
Akiva lived at in the Jewish old people’s home at rue de la Glaciére 31-35 in
Brussels the last part of his life he did in fact die in Antwerp. The home in the rue
de la Glaciére was temporarily closed for renovation and the residents were all
transferred to Antwerp.

Jonas and Anna were unable to offer many details of Akiva’s early life but the
following article, which was translated from Hebrew by Paul Liebhaber, fills in
some of the gaps. It comes from a remembrance book kept by a Stawiski
(Rubinstein’s birthplace) community group in Israel.

Akiva Rubinstein of Blessed Memory
Akiva Rubinstein was born in Stawiski in 1882. He was the 14th child, born 8
months after his father died of tuberculosis. He was named after his father, Akiva.

His father was one of the excellent students of Rabbi Simon Sofer from Cracow
and the son of Rabbi Jacob Jonathan Rubinstein, the Rabbi of Grajewo who was
a student of “The Complete Narrator” and was ordained by him at the age of
eighteen.

His mother Raisel, was the second daughter of the famous philanthropist, Aaron
Eliezer Denenberg, a successful lumber merchant, who donated a large part of
his wealth to charitable institutions in Stawiski. Aaron Eliezer Denenberg visited
the Land of Israel and built a synagogue which is still standing.

When Akiva’s mother was widowed, it was difficult for her to take care of her
many weak children, therefore many of them died in their childhood and youth. In
his childhood the Rubinstein family moved to Bialystok after Akiva'’s mother
married Rabbi Heller, known as “the Genius of Pinsk.” Rubinstein was educated
in Bialystok along with Rabbi Heller's son. Chaim, who was the same age, as
Akiva, was an original researcher of the Old Testament and in his time was thought
of as one of the spiritual leaders of Orthodox Judaism in the United States.

Due to the bodily weakness of his childhood and youth and the fear that he might
also be threatened by tuberculosis, Akivawas not sent to Yeshivah as was customary
in those days. Instead he played chess in one of the taverns near his home during
his many free hours. He also studied problems and analysis. This bore fruit. He
soon achieved a reputation as an excellent chess player. When a famous chess
player from £6dZ, an important chess center, was invited to Bialystok, Akiva played
him. His victory showed that Rubinstein was a gifted chess player and he was
invited to participate in the £6dz Championship. Surprising everyone, he won.
After this shining victory Rubinstein became a national chess figure.
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A Rubinstein Sampler
Those not well acquainted with the games of Rubinstein may find the following

sampler of use. These games represent some of the high points of Akiva’s play in
the second half of his career.

Game No.
15 AR-Marco, The Hague 1921
24 AR-Selezniev, Triberg 1921
66 AR-Tarrasch, Teplitz-Schénau 1922
72 AR-Bogoljubow, Vienna 1922
80 AR-Spielmann, Vienna 1922
99 AR-Tarrasch, Carlsbad 1923
110 Tarrasch-AR, Mihrisch Ostrau 1923
111 AR-Hromadka, Mihrisch Ostrau 1923
156 Thomas-AR, Baden Baden 1925
158 Spielmann-AR, Baden Baden 1925
160 Mieses-AR, Baden Baden 1925
176 AR-Sdmisch, Marienbad 1925
178 AR-Tartakover, Marienbad 1925
189 Yates-AR, Marienbad 1925
223 Kmoch-AR, Semmering 1926
237 AR-Griinfeld, Semmering 1926
260 AR-Takacs, Budapest 1926
281 AR-Daniuszewski, £6dz 1927
300 AR-Tartakover, Bad Kissingen 1928
303 AR-Tarrasch, Berlin 1928
308 AR-Tartakover, Berlin 1928
322 AR-K.Treybal, Carlsbad 1929
325 Matisons-AR, Carlsbad 1929
326 AR-Griinfeld, Carlsbad 1929
332 AR-Spielmann, Carlsbad 1929
338 Canal-AR, Carlsbad 1929
367 AR-Canal, Rogaska Slatina 1929
379 AR-Vidmar, San Remo 1930
402 AR-Maréczy, Hamburg (ol) 1930
418 AR-Colle, Liege 1930
425 AR-Przepidrka, Liege 1930
440 AR-Mikenas, Prague (ol) 1931
441 Kashdan-AR, Prague (ol) 1931
458 AR-Yanofsky, Brussels 1947
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1921

Goteborg, October 1920-February 1921

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 11 T
1 Rubinstein x % 1 1 1 1 % 1 1 1 1 9
2 Herzog Y“w x % 1 1 1 % % % 1 1 74
3 Selezniev o0 % x % % 1 1 1 1 1 1 7™
4  Ahlberg o o0 » x 1 1 1 % 1 1 1 7
5 Larsson o 0 » 0 x 1 1 0 1 1 1 5%
6 Lundgrem 0 0 0 0 0 x 1 % 1 1 1 44
7  Richter “w % 0 0 0 0 x 1 % 1 1 4%
8 Appelberg 0 2 0 Y% 1 % 0 x 0 % 1 4
9 Ranfors o % 0 0 0 0 % 1 x % 1 3%
10 Jeansén o 0 0 O O o0 o0 »“n % «x 1 2
11 Petersén o 0 0 0 0 0 O o0 o0 0 «x 0

The Géteborg Winter Tournament, held
towards the end of 1920 and the begin-
ning of 1921, is one of the most myste-
rious of Rubinstein’s career. A
crosstable and brief write-up are given
in Tidskrift for Schack 1921, p. 92.
However, only Rubinstein’s games
with his chiefrivals Selezniev, Herzog,
and Ahlberg made it into the magazine.

Fortunately, Swedish chess historian
Ame Berggren has found all but one of
the missing games, as well as the dates
on which many of them were played.
The only problem is that he found two
additional games with players,
Fridlizius and Aurell (the spelling for
this name could be a little bit different),
whose names are not given in the
crosstable.

How to explain this confusing situa-
tion? Berggren hypothesizes that these
two players started the tournament but
dropped out early on, which would ex-
plain their absence from the crosstable.
To support this position he paints out
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how the dates of these games fit in chro-
nologically and that the scores he
found, which were in the archives of
the Goteborg Schacksallskap, were all
written on the same type of scoresheet
and in the same red pencil. The other
possibility is that these two games were
from some other event, but we find Mr.
Berggren’s explanation plausible but
add the following by Tony Gillam.

He writes:

AR had 7 Whites and 4 Blacks in the
“known” games from the 1920/21 tour-
nament. Even if you give him Black in
the Appelberg “game,” there is still an
imbalance. That suggests either one
more player (AR scheduled to have
Black but the player dropped out be-
fore they met) or the Fridlizius and/or
Aurell games are not from the tourna-
ment. As AR had White in both, they
could be from simuls.

Berggren notes that the refugees
Rubinstein and Selezniev were much
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too strong for most of the field, which
consisted principally of Swedish ama-
teurs. The organizer and patron of the
event was probably the financier and
chess enthusiast R. Herzog, who was
also a good player. The rate of play
seems to have been roughly one game
a week with a break during the Christ-
mas and New Year’s Holidays.

Note the round numbers for this event
are for the most part educated guesses.

(1) Rubinstein — Fridlizius
Goteborg (1) October 10, 1920
King’s Gambit [C36]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 exf4 3.4f3 Hf6
4.5)c3 d5 5.exd5 Hxd5 6.5H)xd5
Wxds5 7.d4 Qeb6

This move isn’t mentioned in ECO
which gives only 7...2g4, 7...8e7,
7...8d6, and 7...£¢c6. For an example
of7...8.g4, see Rubinstein’s game with
Petersen (game 8) played later in this
event.

8.c4 A b4+ 9.Hf2 Wh5 10.Q xf4 0-
0 11.c5 Hc6

White also traps the bishop after 11...c6
12.%a4.

12.a3 Q. xc5 13.dxc5 Wxcs5+
14.9e3 ¥Wh5 15.Hcl Had8
16.%a4 Q. d517.Q.e2 Hfe8 18.%f4
Hed 19.%g5 Wxg5 20.H)xg5 He7
21.2hd1 QYe5 22.He4 c6 23.H)\c3
h6 24.5)xd5 1-0

(2) Rubinstein — Jeansén
Goteborg (27?) 1920/21
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D64]
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1.d4 d5 2.)f3 £)f6 3.c4 €6 4.5\ c3
He75.0g5 Hbd7 6.3 0-0 7.Hcl
c6 8. Wc2 He89.h4£510.Q4d3 h6
11.84f4 Hef6 12.cxd5 cxd5
13.) b5 He8 14.8c7 Qb4+
15.e2 We7 16.a3 a6 17.axb4
axb518.Hal Hxal 19.8xal &Ydf6
20.0f4 0d7 21.%c5 ¥d8 22.He5
He4 23.H0.xe4 fxed 24.Ha7 ¥Wc8
25. % xc8 A xc8 26.H g6 Hf7
27.H2a8 Q.d728.5He5 Hf8 29.2d8
0.6 30.5)xc6 bxc6 31.8.d6+ He7
32.Hc8 &f7 33.4.xe7 Hxe7
34.Hxc6 &d7 35.Hc5 £Hd6 36.h5
Xd8 37.f3 exf3+ 38.gxf3 &Hd7
39.d3 &H)b7 40.Hxb5 Hcb6
41.2c5+ 1-0

(3) Rubinstein — Aurell
Goteborg (3) October 26, 1920
King’s Gambit [C36]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 d5 3.exd5 exf4 4.5\f3
N6 5.Q.c4 We7+

A move that has escaped the attention
of ECO, which gives only 5...£xd5 and
5...2bd7.

6.Hf1 H.g4 7.d4 Ye4 8.5)c3 A xf3
9. Wxf3 ¥xf3+ 10.gxf3 A.d6
11.5)e4 H)xe4 12.fxe4 £6 13.4.d2
Hd714.4d3h515.c48516.h4 0-
0-0 17.hxg5 fxg5
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18.e5 A xe5 19.dxe5 &L xe5
20.4f5+ &bL8 21.8c3 HhfS8
22.8e6 Hyxc4 23.85xh5 He3+
24.9f2 Hyxd5 25.8.xd5 Hxd5
26.Hgl Hg827. 4.6 Hd2+28.%Hf3
Hd3+ 29.%g4 f3 30.8f1 HfS
31.Exg5 b6 32.Hf5 Hg8+ 33.%f4
1-0

(4) Lundgren — Rubinstein
Goteborg (4) November 1, 1920
Bird [A03]

1.f4 d5 2.5)f3 e6 3.e3 2.d6 4.b3
c5 5.4b2 f6 6.g3 HNc6 7..82
Hge7 8.d3 e5 9.,)bd2 0-0 10.0-0
Ag4d 11.h3 A.d7 12.g4 exf4 13.e4
d4 14.H c4 Qc7 15.%e2 b5
16.5Hcd2 Hgb6 17.c3 dxc3
18.4xc3 We7 19.Hfel Hfe8
20.¥%f2 Had8 21.Hadl HAc8
22.)b1 A b623.FHh1c424.d4 b4
25.8.b2c3 26. .c1 Hges 27. 4. xf4
A xf3 28.H xf3 Hxd4 29.Hxd4
Hxd4 30.%c2 4b7 0-1

(5) Rubinstein — Larsson
Goteborg (5) November 8, 1920
King’s Gambit [C36]

1l.e4 e5 2.f4 d5 3.exd5 exf4 4.5)f3
0Hf65.0.c4 Hxds5 6.0-0 He7 7.d4
g5 8. %e2 fe6 9.8 xd5 A xd5
10.5)xg5 Hg8 11.5)e4 Hgb 12.c4
Axed 13. Wxed Hc6 14.d5 NS
15.8xf4 Hd7 16.Hc3 Hf6
17.%f3 a6 18.Hael Hf8 19.He4
g8 20.4e5 Hg7 21.He2 1-0

(6) Rubinstein — Ranfors
Goteborg (6) December 12, 1920
King’s Gambit [C39]

l.e4e5 2.f4 exf43..0f3 g5 4.h4 g4
5.5e5 N6 6.Qc4 d5 7.4.xd5
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Hxds5 8.exd5 Wxds5 9.We2 Heb
10.5c3 Wd6 11.d4 4g7 12.5)b5
We7 13.4xf4 c6 14.)c3 HA7
15.0-0-0 h5 16.d5 4f5 17.5hel
0-0 18.dxc6 Hxe5 19.4 xe5 bxcb
20.Wf2 Qe6 21.Q4xg7 &Hxg7
22.Hes5 f5 23.Hdel Ef6 24.%e3
Df7 25.5e2 Wd6 26..f4 Ad7
27.2d11-0

We do not believe Rubinstein’s oppo-
nent in the following game is the well-
known German master Kurt Richter
(who would have been only 19 when it
was played). More likely it is a Swed-
ish amateur with the same family name.

(7) Richter — Rubinstein
Goteborg (7) January 3, 1921
Queen’s Pawn [D00]

1.d4 d5 2.4.85 c5 3.e3 ¥b6 4.b3
56 5.c3 &©)f6 6.4d3 Hg4 7.f3
HAh58.0e2 4869.0-0e6 10. ¥ c2
cxd4 11.exd4 Hc8 12. . xg6 hxg6
13.%d3 A4d6 14.h3 He7 15.5)d2
Of5 16.c4 ¥a6 17.4f4 Hxd4
18.4.xd6 Hyxe2+ 19.¥xe2 ¥ xd6
20.Hadl Hh5 21.He4 a6
22.%d2 0-0 23.cxd5 exd5
24. ¥ xd5 Wxa2 25. ¥ xb7 HEbS8
26.%c7 Bfc8 %i-

(8) Rubinstein — Petersén
Goteborg (8?7) 1920/21
King’s Gambit [C36]

1l.e4 e5 2.f4 exf4 3.)f3 HHf6
4.5 c3 d5 5.exd5 Hyxd5 6.H)xd5
¥xds 7.d4 Qg4 8.4xf4 Hc6
9.8 xc7! &d7 10.Q4g3 He8+
11.Hf2 Hc8 12.¢3

Everything up to this point is given in
ECO, which quotes Spielmann-
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Eliskases from their match in 1937.
That game continued with 12...h5, but
White was better, as he is after the text.
Once again, Rubinstein seems to have
anticipated theory.

12...86 13.¥9b3 Q.xf3 14.gxf3 Wg5
15.8d1 Qh6 16.9b5 He6 17.f4
Ef6 18.2hel BExf4+ 19.&g1 g4
20.8.xc6 bxc6 21.He7 1-0

(9) Rubinstein — Selezniev
Goteborg (9?) January 17, 1921
French [CO1]

Notes by Nimzowitsch from Tidskrift
for Schack, 1921.

l.e4e62.d4d53.5)c3 Qb4 4.exd5
exd5 5.2 f3 He7 6.4.d3 Hbcb
7.0-0 A.g48.a3 Q.xf3

Why? Black could return the bishop to
d6 without loss of tempo — the move
a3 does not help White’s development.
Also good was 8...8xc3 9.bxc3 Ha5.

9. % xf3 Hxd4 10.% g4 H.xc3
11.bxc3 Heb 12.£4 g6 13.f5 gxf5
14.Q x5 D xf5 15. Y xf5 Ye7

The situation is now clear. White has
compensation for the pawn, mostly

because of his long-lasting initiative on
the f-file.

16.9.€3 0-0-0 17. ¥ xf7 ¥ xf7

Here Selezniev should have played the
immediate 17...Ed7.

18.8Bxf7 Hd7 19.Hafl HhdS8
20.827f6 He7 21.5h6 b6

Better was 21...d4, for example,
22.cxd4 Hxd4 23.2g5 He2+ 24.9f2
(24.%h1? Bf7!) 24...8f8+ 25.BEf6
Bxf6+ 26.4xf6 Beb, with approx-
imately equal chances.

22.4f2 HfS8 23.Hel Hef7
24 .Hhxe6 Hxf2 25.He8+ &b7
26.8xf8 Hxf8 27.He7 EhS
28.9f2

Now White has the advantage.

28...5c6 29.g4 A6 30.8f7 a5
31.g5 a4 32.h4 b5 33.%g3 c5
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34.82f6+ &c7 35.2h6 b4 36.cxb4
cxb4 37.axb4 Ha8 38.Hxh7+ &b6
39.Hf7 a3 40.5f1 a2 41.Hal &bs
42.86 Hxb4 43.h5 1-0

(10) Ahlberg — Rubinstein
Goteborg (10?) 1920/21
Ruy Lopez [C83]
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Notes by Nimzowitsch from Tidskrift
for Schack 1921, (pp. 142-43) and
Rubinstein from the Goteborg newspa-
per Hvar 8 Dag, February 20, 1921.

These annotations by Akiva are the
only substantive content that Tony
Gillam was able to find in searching
through a half dozen Swedish chess
columns in late 1920 and early 1921.

Glatman, in his book Akiva Rubinstein's
Chess Academy, mistakenly presents
this game as being played at Géteborg
1920, confusing that event with the
Winter Tournament.

1.e4 e5 2.)4f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.0a4 HDH6 5.0-0 Hxe4 6.d4 b5
7.84b3 d5 8.dxe5 Q.eb6 9.c3 Qe7
10.3bd2 0-0 11.Q.c2 f5 12.,)d4

(N) Here White should play 12.exf6,
oratleast 12.5b3, because in the varia-
tion with ...Qe7, Black’s knight on e4
does not have big opportunities (it usu-
ally retreats to c5). Without ...&.c5, the
knight on e4 is as Romeo without
Juliet!

(R) Black answers 12.2b3 with 12...a5
planning ...a4.

12...5Yxd4 13.cxd4 c5 14.dxc5
Hyxd?2!

(N) Preventing £d2-2b3-Hd4.

(R) Necessary as 14...8xc5 allows
15.8b3 followed by 16.£0d4.

15. % xd2?! Qxc5 16.b4 Qb6
17.4.b3
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(R) Black is ready to meet 17.2d2 by
17..d4 18.Hd1 ¥h4 19.4b3 Axb3
20.axb3 f4 as 21. Axd4 is answered by
21..f31 22.4xb6 (22...Had8 was threat-
ened winning a piece) 22...¥/g4 winning.

17...4d7 18.Q4.b2 d4!

(N) In this situation the d-pawn is
strong, and the weak c4-square is an
additional plus in Black’s favor.

19.3 xe6+ ¥Wxe6 20.f4 Hac8
21.%d3

(R) This was necessary in view of
Black’s threatened 21...Hc2.
21...Hc4 22.a3 Hfc8

(R) Black has the advantage due to his
control of the c-file.

23.Hf2 ¥ds 24.Hel

WEW_W
/4 Wt
£ /é/{/
R ﬁ %

Y
%

1 //%/
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24...Hc2!

(N) The decisive penetration into
White’s position.

25.Hd1
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(R) Black meets 25.Hee2 with
25...Bxe2 26.Bxe2 Hc3! and 25.e6
with 25... B xf2 26.&xf2 Bc2+ 27.%xc2
d3+ 28.%g3 dxc2 29.e7 ¥d3+ 30.%h4
A.d8! winning.

25..%a2126.Hxc2 HExc227.&xf5d3+
28.%h1 ¥d5 29.%¥h3 Hxb2 0-1

(11) Herzog — Rubinstein
Goteborg (117?) 1920/21
Queen’s Gambit Declined D55

1.d4 d5 2.Xf3 H)Hf63.c4 €6 4.4.85
Ae7 5.9)c3 0-0 6.e3 ¢5 7.24d3
&Hc6 8.0-0 cxd4 9.exd4 Hb4
10.cxd5 Hyxd3 11. ¥ xd3 Hxds
12.5)xd5 Q.xg5 13.)x85 Wxg5
14.9He3 Hd8 15.%e4 Wbs 16.b3
Wb4 17.5Hfd1 A4d7 18.Hacl Q.c6
19.%e5 Wa3 20.Ec2 Hd7 21.%c5
a6 22.h3 Had8 23.Hcd2 A.d5
24.Hcl b6 25.%c3 Q.a8 26.Hh2
Wb7 27.Hcdl We4 28.%gl1 h5
29.%d3 Wf4 30.5)f1 Hd5

White meets 30...e5 with 31.%e3!
breaking the pin.

31.%e3 Hg5 32.d5

(!) Nimzowitsch writing in Tidskrift for
Schack, August 1921, pp. 137-38.

32... ¥f6 33.5)g3 Hgxd5

This is the move that lets Black o ffeasy.
More testing was 33...Axd5 with the
idea 33...Axd5 34.He4? Hxg2+
35.8xg2 Axed+ 36.%xe4 Hxd2. White
can hold the draw with precise play
with 34.f4 HEgb 35.9e4 We7 36.Hc3
¥Wd6 37.0xd5 exd5 38.ExdS Wxd5
39.Bxd5 Exd5 40.%e8+ $h741.&xf7
Hd2 42.3f1 BEdxg2 43.5.

34.Hxd5 Hxd5 35.Hxd5 Q.xd5
36.3xh5 ¥al+ 37.&h2 1:-Y

The game with Harald Appelberg is
missing.

The Hague, October 25-November 5, 1921

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 T
1 Alekhine x % 1 Y% 1 1 1 1 1 1 8
2  Tartakower % x 1 % % 1 % 1 1 1 7
3 Rubinstein 0 0 x 1 % 1 1 1 1 1 6%
4  Kostié¢ “w % 0 x % Y% o1 1 % 1 5%
5 Maréczy 0o % % Y% x 1 % 1 Y% 1 S
6 Marco 0o 0 o0 % 0 x 1 % 1 1 4
7  Mieses o % 0 0 % 0 x 0 1 1 3
8 Davidson o 0 0 o0 o0 ¥ 1 x 1 0 2%
9 Euwe o 0 o0 % % 0 0 0 «x 1 2%
10 Yates O 0 0 0 o0 o0 o0 1 O x 1%

Losses to Tartakover (in the first round)
and Alekhine (in the last) mar what oth-
erwise could have been a super result
for Rubinstein. His game with
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Alekhine, their first meeting since St.
Petersburg 1914, shows that the bal-
ance of power had shifted.



1921

(12) Tartakover — Rubinstein
The Hague (1) 1921
Evans Gambit [C51]

Notes by Tartakover, abridged from My
Best Games of Chess, 1905-1930.

1.e4 e5 2.5)f3 Hc6 3.Q.c4 H.c5
4.b4 b65.4b2

More exact is first 5.a4 a6, and only
now 6.4b2.

5...d6

A more active reply is 5...0f6?, e.g.,

6.24 Hxe4, or 6.b5 Has 7.HHxe5 0-0,
with complications.

6.a4 a6 7.b5 axb5

Inferior is 7...5a5?! 8.2e2 £f6 9.Hc3
fAg4 10.0d5! DHxd5 11.exd5, with ad-
vantage to White.

8.axb5 Hxal 9.Q.xal Hd4

Here again 9...5a5 would de-cen-
tralize the knight too much: 10.2e2
Hf6 11.£¢3 0-0 12.0-0 ¢6 13.d4, with
the better game for White. On the other
hand, a more practical idea is 9...2b8!?,
so0 as to return later on to the fight via
d7, e.g., 10.d4 exd4! 11.Axd4! Axd4
12.%xd4 ¥f6! 13.e5 dxeS 14.5HxeS
feb, and White’s advantage is mini-
mal.

10.5)xd4 exd4 11.c3

Rather than play such colorless moves
as 11.d3 or 11.0-0, White hastens to
eliminate a quite trouble-some outpost.

11...5f6
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Accelerating his development, whereas
11...dxc3 12.&xc3 would only help
White’s .

12.0-0 0-0 13.d3 d5! 14.exd5
Hxds5 15. 13!

Thus the initiative still remains in
White’s hands. Shortsighted, on the
other hand, is 15.cxd4?, because of
15...54 16.%f3 ¥g5 17.5c3 Lh3, and
Black controls the game.

15...5f6!

If 15...5xc3 16.Hxc3 dxc3 17.84xc3
¥d6 18.%e4, when White’s positional
advantage is manifest.

16.cxd4 Qxd4 17.H)c3 Hg4
18.5Hd5! f.xal 19.Hxal Hes5
20.%g3 He8 21.h3 c6 22.bxc6
bxc6 23.5)e3 g6

More prudent was 23...8d7 (e.g.,
24.8a7 ¥b6, and in reply to the opti-
mistic 25.5f5, not 25...84xf5 26. ¥xes!,
but the prosaic 25...g6), for now the
white rook will install itself in the en-
emy camp.

Another defense is 23...2.e6, but after
24. A xe6 (24.%xe5?! Axc4) 24... Bxeb
25.5f5 Hgb 26.h4!, White maintains
the initiative. Perhaps best is 23...0xc4,
followed by 24...A.eb.

24.Ha8 h5?
The comparatively best move was

24..%d7, but 24...%f6, followed by
...24d7, also deserved a look.

25.8a6 h4 26.%xe5! Hxe5
27.Hxc8 Wxc8 28.Q xc8 Has
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29.%f1 Ha230.4b7 Hd2 31.Q8.a6
g7 32.Fel BHb2 33.5Hd1 Ebl
34.Fe2f535.d4 Hf636.4d3 Eb4
37.&e3 g5 38.Q.e2 Hb3+ 39.&d2
Hb4 40.&c3 Ha4 41..)b2 Hal
42.0f3 g4

Setting two traps at the same time (viz.,
if 43.hxg4 h3!, and if 43.4xc6 Bcl+,
winning a piece), but in doing so he
breaks up his pawn structure.

43.0d1! &g5 44.%c2 gxh3
45.gxh3 &fd 46.HHd3+ Pes
47.)c5+ Hf4 48.Hd2 Ha2+
49.8c3 Hal 50.Q.a4 Hxa4

An ingenious expedient, but not quite
good enough. However, White wins
easily after 50...Ba3+ 51.&c4 Exh3
52.8.xc6.

51.5)xa4 Hf3 52.Hd2! Hxf2
53.5)c5 &g3 54.Fe2! 1-07?

/ / /
/////////
@ / //

In his obstinate search for a saving
clause Black here exceeded the time
limit (according to Den Haag 1921 by
Becker the time control was 4 hours for
60 moves). A faulty translation of
Tartakover by Golombek has led to
confusion of whether the following
moves are the game continuation or
analysis; it is definitely analysis which
continues:
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54...8xh3 (54..f4 55.0d3! f3+ 56.Le3
is winning) 55.%f3 ®h2 56.He6 &gl
57.5f4 &f1 58.Fe3 gl 59.He2 Hhl
60.9f1! $h2 61.Ff2 h1 62.5Hg6 h3
63.0f4 &h2 64.Hh5 &hl 65.Hg3+
®h2 66.Hxf5 hl 67.He3 Ph2
68.5g4+ Bh1 69.9f1 c5 70.dxc5 h2
71.f2 mate!.

(13) Rubinstein — Davidson
The Hague (2) 1921
Caro-Kann [B13]

Notes by Becker.

1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.exd5 cxd5 4.c3
Hc65.4f4 £H)f66.0.d3 ¥Wb67.4b3
¥xb3?! 8.axb3 €6 9.h3 Qe7
10.d2 0-0 11.b4 b6 12.5)gf3
Hd7? 13.9a6! Q.c8 14.0-0 Q. xab
15.Hxa6 Hfc8 16.Hfal &Hf8
17.2b3 2.d8 18.5)e5 Hh519. 4 h2
Hixe5 20. Q.xe5 Q.c7 21.g3!

Black has some counterplay after
21.8xc7 Bxc7 22.Exb6 Hf4.

21...Q.xe5 22.dxe5 f6 23.exf6
Hyxf6 24.Hxa7 Hxa7 25.Hxa7 e5
26.5Hb7 Hc6 27.f4! d4 28.fxe5

Not so clear is 28.cxd4 exf4 29.gxf4
Hc2 30.8Exb6 Bxb2 31.&c5 Hd5, etc.

28...dxc3 29.bxc3 Hxc3 30.5d4
Hxg3+

This loses immediately. More re-
sistance was offered by 30...£e8 (not
30...0e4 31.9De6+).

31.%h2 Hh5 32.Hb8+ &Hf7
33.e6+ 1-0

White can meet 33...&f6 with 34.e7!
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(14) Mieses — Rubinstein
The Hague (3) 1921
Sicilian [B23]

Notes by R. Teichmann from Den Haag
1921].

1.e4 c5 2.5)c3 e6 3.g3 d5 4.exd5
exd5 5.d4 cxd4 6. ¥ xd4 HHf6
7.0085 Qe7 8.0-0-0 &)c6 9. Wa4
He610.082 0-0 11.H)ge2

White cannot win a pawn by 11.8xf6
xf6, as after 12.84xd5? Axc3 13.84.xe6
Axb2+, or 12.xd5 &xd5 13.8xd5
¥b6, Black regains the pawn with ad-
vantage (Mieses).

11..%b6 12.He3 H.c5 13.9xc5
Wxc5 14.%f4 Hac8 15.82d2 b5
16.5hd1 Hfd8 17..)d4 b4

This loses a pawn. Better was 17...5a5,
and if 18.Hxe6 fxe6 19.4h3, then
19...%e7, followed by ...Hc4.

18.)b3 Wc4 19.Hxd5! Q4 xds5
20.Wxc4 H.xc4 21.9 xc6 EHxd2
22.Hxd2 g6 23.4f3 h5 24.Hd4
A xb3 25.axb3 a5 26.Hc4 HeS8
27.Hc5 Hel+28.8d2 Hf1 29.%e3
Hal 30.h3 &g7 31.Q.c6 Ha2

Black regains the pawn, but White still
keeps his advantage because of the
passed pawn (or pawns!) on the
queenside.

32.c4 Hxb2 33.98a4 Hxf2!
34.Hxa5 Eh2 35.h4 Hg2 36.%f3
Hc2 37.8Bb5 HHg4 38.Fe4

Thethreat was 38...f5, followed by mate.

38...Hd2
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Black has no time for 38...Hg2 39.c5
Hxg3 because of 40.c6 Hc3 41.Bxb4,
followed by Ec4.
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39.8b7

Much simpler was 39.Exb4.
[Teichmann’s suggestion is wrong. Af-
ter 39.8xb4?? f5+ 40.&f4 (40.5f3 BEf2
mate) 40...Fh6! 41.2.c6 (the only de-
fense against mate) 41...2f2+ 42. Af3
&Hh2, Black wins a piece. Therefore,
39.Eb7 is White’s best continuation.]

39...f6+ 40.He3 Hg2 41.Hf3
Hd242.c5 Hc243.c6 Hc3+ 44.9f4
Hcs5 45.Fe3 Hce3+ 46.d4 He8
47.8xb4 Exg3 48.Hb7 g5 49.He7
£Hd6 50.Fc5 Hf6 51.Hxd6??

A blunder. White should win after
51.8e2.

51...2d3+ 52.&c5??

Another mistake which is decisive.
White still has a draw with 52.&c7
&xe7 53.¥b7 &d6 54.c7 EHc3
55.c8(%) Bxc8 56.%xc8 g4! 57.%b7
Hc5 58.4.¢6 5 59.8c7 f4 60.b4+
Sxb4 61.2d6 f3 62.PeS.

52...%xe7 53.c7 Hc3+ 54.%b6
&d6 0-1
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Rubinstein won the forty-guilder prize
for the most beautiful game of the tour-
nament for the following effort against
Marco.

(15) Rubinstein — Marco
The Hague (4) 1921
King’s Gambit [C30]

Notes by Bogoljubow (B) and Kmoch
(K).

l.e4e52.f4 B.¢53.0f3d64.Qc4
Hf6 5.9)c3 0-0 6.d3 Hbd7

(B) An old system, used often by A.
Anderssen, with the idea to quickly
advance with the pawns on the
queenside.

7.£5

(B) Simple and better was 7.5a4, ex-
changing the bishop and after that cas-
tling short.

(K) This move is usually very strong
when Black has castled early.

7...c6 8.a3 b5 9.Qa2 a5 10.%e2
Wb6 11.5g5!

(K) Herethe knight is a constant threat.
Nor can it be driven away, as 11...h6
would be met by 12.h4.

11...a4

(B) With the idea of 12...b4 13. axb4
Wxb4, threatening ...a3.
(K) Loss of time. 11...4b7 and ...d5
would have been better.

12.5d1 d5 13.c3 Qa6 14. %13
dxe4?!
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(K) Black should not open the diago-
nal for the a2-bishop. 14...Had8 was
playable, for 15.exd5 cxd5 16.4xd5
Axd5 17.¥xd5 was refuted by
17...8b7. Obviously, White would
have continued with 15.g4, but then

15...4b7, followed by ...&4d6 and
..dxe4, was playable.
15.dxe4 Had8 16.g4 ¥c7

(B) Better was 16...¥a7.

/'/ ﬁ,/
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17.3xf7! Exf7 18.85 &H\d5

(B) Forced, because of the threat 19.g6.
19.exd5 b6 20.d6!

(B) If the queen were on a7, Black
could now close the diagonal by
20...9c4.

20...%'xd6

(B) If 20...Exd6, then 21.g6 hxg6
22.fxgb Bxgb 23.24xf7+, with a clear
advantage for White.

21.g6!

(K) If 21.%h5, there might follow

21..%xd1+ 22.%xd1 Bxd1+ 23.&xd1
Nd5 24.8f1 Lc8, and Black has a fair
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game in spite of the loss of the exchange.
By the sacrifice of a pawn, White drives
the opposing king into the open.

[Glatman, in his book Akiva
Rubinstein’s Chess Academy, gives an-
other order of moves 21.8xf7+ &Hxf7
22.g6+, etc. which, in our opinion, is
inaccurate. We follow the text as it is
given in all other sources.]

21..hxg6 22.Qxf7+ GHxf7
23.fxg6+ Hxg6 24.Q.e3 Q. xe3

(B) As indicated by Mieses, better was
24...b4"?, which takes the fl-square
under control, e.g., 25.axb4 Axe3
26.%xe3 &dS, etc. In this case Black
has powerful counterplay.

25.)Yxe3 Wd2+ 26.Hf1 b4+
27.9g1 Qe2

(B) The only defense against the double
threat of 28.2d1, and 28.%f5+ &h6
29.5g4 mate.

28.%f5+ Hh6 29.Wh3+ Hg6 30.
Wf5+ Hh6 31.%xe5 Hd7

(B) Better resistance was offered by
31...5)d5 or 31...5c4, with not so clear
a win for White.

32.h4!
(K) The chief threat is 33.2h2.
32...%xb2

(B) There is no defense here. If
32...5\d5s, then 33.8h3, etc.

33.Hel Ad3 34.HHg4+ Hg6
35.%g5+ 1-0
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(K) If 35...&f7, mate follows in a few
moves by 36.8h2 or 36.9He5+.

Max Euwe

(16) Euwe — Rubinstein

The Hague (5) 1921

Sicilian [B29]

Notes by Becker (B) and Kmoch (K).

1.e4 c5 2.)f3 &) f6 3.e5 Hd5 4.d4
cxd4 5. % xd4 e6 6.c4?!

(B) If c2-c4 is to be played, then it
should occur on the fourth move.

(K) White’s game is inferior after this.
Now he must reckon with a forced re-
treat of the queen. This was best cov-
ered by 6.2.c4, so that after 6...2c6
7.%e4 and the further threat of 7...f5,
either at once or after 8.exf6 £xf6, he
could retreat ¥e2 without shutting in
the king’s bishop.
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6...5)c6 7.%d1
(K) 7.%e4 was preferable.
7...xde7!

(K) Threatening both 8...5xe5! 9.9xe5
a5+ and 8..Hg6. White is already in
difficulties, for his concern overthe pawn
at €5 hampers his sound development.

8.0d2 Hgb6 9. We2 Wc7 10.H.¢c3
b6 11.h4

(K) There is nothing else. [f 11.g3 Ab7
12.8g2, then 12...cxe5 was in order.
[Soviet GM Razuvaev’s recommenda-
tion of 11.29bd2 does not help very
much, because after 11...2b7, White’s
difficulties with his development re-
main the same.]

11...d6!112.exd6 H.xd6

(B) This is not a pawn sacrifice, because
after 13.Qxg7 Hg8 14.8c3 (14.4h6
Af41) 14..£f 4, Black wins the g2-pawn
with advantage.

13.23bd2
(B) Here 13.g3 deserves attention.

13..5f4 14.%e3 Q.c5 15.%e4 5
16.%c2 0-0 17.83 £H)g6 18.h5
Hges5 19.5)xe5 H xes5 20.b4
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20...8 xf2+!

(K) This sacrifice would have followed
20.8.g2 as well. Black gets two united
passed pawns and the attack as com-
pensation for the piece. In view of the
poorlydeveloped position of White this
is decisive.

21.Yxf2 Hgs+ 22.Pe2 ¥xg3
23.Qd4

(B) Here 23.%d3 deserved attention.
For example, 23...¥xd3+ (23...%f2+
24.%5d1 He3+ 25.Fcl brings nothing)
24.9xd3 D2+ 25. 2 Hxhl 26.4.g2
g3 (or 26..Hb8 27.4.e5) 27.84xa8
&Hxh5 28.8g1, with a difficult position
to assess. White has a bishop extra, but
Black has four united passed pawns.

23...4.b724.Hh3 ¥d6 25.%c3 e5
26.Q.g1 f4 27.c5 ¥h6 28.%el e4
29.Eh4 ¥g5 30.9%9h3 &He3!
31.Q.xe3 fxe3 32. Q.c4+

(B) If 32.&c4, then Black wins by
32..Bxf1+ 33.&xf1 Hf8+, followed by
mate. If 32.5xe4 (or 32.23b3), then
again 32..Bxf1+ 33.&f1 Qa6+, etc.

32...5h8 33.f1 Wf6! 0-1

(17) Rubinstein — K ostic¢
The Hague (6) 1921
King’s Gambit [C36]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 exf4 3.5)f3 d5 4.exd5
Hf6 5.)c3 Hxd5 6.)xd5 ¥xd5
7.d4 Qe7 8.2.d3 g5 9. We2 Qf5
10.0.x£5 Wxf5 11.g4! ¥e6 12.%xe6
fxe613.h4 gxh4 14.g50-015.Hxh4
Ad616.9d2Hc617.c4b618.85h6
Hae8 19.0-0-0 e5? 20.c5! e4
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21.cxd6 exf3 22.d7 HdS8 23.Hxc6
Hxd7 24.Hf1 Hxd4 25.5xf3 Ef7
26.52f6 Hfd7 27.8.¢c31-0

(18) Yates — Rubinstein
The Hague (7) 1921
Sicilian [B29]

1.e4 ¢c5 2.)f3 &6 3.e5 &Hd5
4.5\c3 e6 5.3 H)yxc3 6.bxc3 Hcb
7.282d6 8.exd6 §.xd6 9.0-0 0-0
10.d4 Qe7 11.%d3 Qd7 12.Hb1
Has 13.He5 Ne8 14.Qe4 hé6
15.5d1 ¥c716.4f4 §d617.We2
cxd4 18.cxd4 Hc8 19.8.d3 &) cb6
20.%e4f5 21. We3 Hxes 22. Q. xe5
A xe5 23.dxe5 b5 24. 9 xb5 §.xb5
25.Hxb5 Wxc2 26.Wb3 f4
27. % xe6+ Hh8 28.Hf1 f3
29.5bb1 Hce8 30.¥4d5?

The decisive mistake. According to
Alekhine, White should have played
30.%d7 Bxe5 (if 30...2d8 31.&g4)
31.8b7 Bg5 32.8xa7.

30...%f5! 31.&Hh1 EHxe5 32.%d6
Ef6 33.%d8+ Hh7 34.g4 Wxgd
35.Hg1 We4 36.2b8 Hg5 37.&g8+
&g6 38.Ebb1 Hg2 39.%b8 Hxgl+
40.Hxgl+ ®h7 41.h3 Hgé
42.¥%h2 Hxgl+ 43.%xgl ¥g6
44.%f1 h5 45.%h2 h4 46.%h1 a6
47.a3 Hh6 48. Wcl1+ Hh5 49.%f1
we6 50.2a4 Wd7 51.a5 Wfs
52.&h2 ¥xa5 53.%d1 ¥e5+
54.%h1 We2 55.%b1 Wes
56.%h7+ &g5 57.8%b1 Wf5
58.%c1+ &h5 59.%f1 ¥gs5 0-1

(19) Rubinstein — Maroczy
The Hague (8) 1921
Queen’s Pawn [DO05]

4]

1.d4e62.50f3 )Hf63.e3d54.8d3
¢55.b3 2.d6 6.0-00-07.4.b2 %e7
8.a3 b6 9..\bd2 H)bd7 10.He5
A b7 11. %13 HfdS 12.&h3 H/f8
13.f3 £Y6d7 14.f4 £6 15.5f2 a6
16.Haf1l b5 17.4xd7 ¥xd7
18.dxc5 f.xc519.b4 §.d620.)b3
He8 21.4d4 Q.c6 22.g4 Wc8
23.Hg2 e5! 24.fxe5 Q. xe5 25.4f5
08.d7 26.g5 Q. xf5 27.8xf5 Q.xd4
28.5)xd4 fxg5 29.Hfxg5 £Hg6!
30.Wg3 Wc3 31.He2 He4 32.h4
Hh8 33.h5 HOf4 34.Hf2 Hxd4
35.exd4 H)h3+ 36.@g2 Wxg3+
37.Exg3 Hxf2 38.Hxf2 Hc8 39.c3
&g8 40.h6 g6 41.Hg5 HdS
42.9g3 ®f7 43.He5 Hd6 44.9g4
Hd7 45.%f4 Hd6 46.%g5 Hd7
47.He2 Hd6 48.a4 bxa4 49.Ha2
Ef6 50.Hxa4 Hf5+ 51.%g4 Eh5
52.b5 axb5 53. Ha7+ &f6
54.Hxh7 Hg5+ 55.&f4 Hf5+
56.Fe3 g5 57.Eh8 Hh5 58.
¥d3 Hf2 59.h7 &h6 60.5Hd8
&Hxh7 61.Hxd5 HEb2 62.He5 b4
63.cxb4 Exb4 64.d5 &g7 65.Hc3
Ha4 66.d6 &Hf7 67.He7+ Hf8
68.2h7 Ye8 V2-Y:

(20) Alekhine — Rubinstein
The Hague (9) 1921
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D31]

Notes by Alekhine (A) and Tartakover
(T).

1.d4 d5 2.5)f3 €6 3.c4 a6

(A) A move of Janowsky’s, quite fre-
quently played by Rubinstein in recent
tournaments, but without appreciable
success. Necessary in the greater num-
ber of the variations of the Queen’s
Gambit Declined Accepted, 3...a6 is
here merely a loss of time,and in addi-
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Alexander Alekhine,
Rubinstein’s nemesis

tion creates weaknesses on the
queenside when White continues by
4.cxd5, or even 4.c5, as in the present
game.

4.c5

(A) Quite sufficient to secure a slight
superiority of position is 4.cxd5, as was
shown by the games Johner-Rubinstein
and Kosti¢-Rubinstein in Teplitz-
Schénau 1922 [games 62 and 69]. In
the present game, the first which I
played against Rubinstein — after a
seven-year interval, I voluntarily
adopted a new line of play in order to
avoid the variations resulting from
4.cxd5 (because I rightly thought them
very familiar to Rubinstein), resolved
that I would do or die!

4...5\c6
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(A) Wishing to play 5...e5, which White
must oppose by every means at his dis-
posal. [The right continuation, as
shown by recent theory, is 4...e5!, with
equal chances.]

5.8f4 HHge7

(T) Here the immediate 5...b6!? is wor-
thy of consideration.

6.5)c3 Hg6 7.Q.e3!

(A) A move rather out of the common!
White, while preventing 7...e5, avoids
the exchange of his queen bishop.

7...b6

(A) Black, giving up hope of breaking
through in the center, at least eliminates
the cramping adverse c5-pawn, and
reckons to secure an advantage in de-
velopment, by reason of the unusual
position of White’s e3-bishop.

8.cxb6 cxb6 9.h4!

(A) The only means of weakening the
black squares of the enemy’s position,
and thus obtaining a future for his
queen bishop.

9...2d6

If 9...h5, then 10.8g5 f6 11.%¢2, fol-
lowed by £d2, e3, a3 and 2d3, with
the better game for White.

10.h5 H)ge7 11.h6!

(A) The point! If Black captures the
pawn, he weakens his own h-pawn
without the slightest compensation. In
the other case White’s black-squared
bishop will occupy the diagonal h4-d8,
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where it exercises very embarrassing
pressure.

11...86 12.0.g5 0-0 13. A £6!

(A) An extraordinary position for the
Queen’s Gambit Declined ! During the
first thirteen moves White has played
his c-pawn thrice, his h-pawn thrice and
his queen bishop four times, after which
he has obtained a position in sight of a
win, if not actually a winning one. It is
especially with respect to the original
opening of this game that people often
speak of a “hypermodern technique,”
a ‘“neo-romantic school,” etc. The ques-
tion is in reality much simpler. Black
has given himself over to several ec-
centricities in the opening (3...a6,
5..8ge7, 6...0g6) which, without the
reaction of his opponent (for example,
if 7.e3 instead of 7.8 €3, or 9.g3 instead
of 9.h4) would in the end give him a
good game. It is, therefore, as a neces-
sity, and not with a preconceived idea,
that I decided upon the advance of the
h-pawn, preventing Black from secur-
ing an advantage in the center.

13...b5 14.e3 §.d7 15.0.d3 EHc8?!

(A) It was better for Black to play at
once 15...5a5, followed by 16... 2b4,
and thus compel White, by this sem-
blance of a counterattack, to take some
defensive measures.
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16.a4!

(A) Whereas it is now White who seizes
the initiative on the left flank, forcing
Black to block this side, which allows
him to post his Q-knight in a dominat-
ing position without loss of time.

16...b4 17.5)e2 ¥b6 18.5c1! Hc7
19.5Yb3 Has

(A) Too late!
20.5)c5!

(A) By this maneuver White transforms
his positional advantage into a gain of
material, Black being unable to capture
the knight, e.g., 20...&xc5 21.dxc5
Wxc5 22.8d4 Wc6 23.He5 Yb7
24.5g4, etc., winning the exchange.

20...5\c4

(A) If 20...2.c8, then 21.2e5, with
similar variations as in the previous
note.

(T) It turned out that this attempt for
counterattack is wrong. More cautious
was 20...£.c8, after which White keeps
his advantage by 21.Ecl.

21.Q.xc4 dxc4 22.5)e5

(A) Not the best. 22.2e4 would force
the win of the exchange and also main-
tain the attack, in view of the double
threat 23.0xd6 followed by 24.4e5,
and 23.Q.g7 followed by 24.Nf6 mate.

22...0.xe5 23.0 xe7! (D)

23...4.d6!
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(A) With his clear judgment of posi-
tion, Rubinstein atonce recognizes that
the sacrifice of the exchange still of-
fers him the best chance. Indeed, after
23...He8 24.dxe5 Hxe7 25.5e4!, Black
would have lost more speedily than in
the actual game, e.g., 25..f5 26.%d6!
fAcb 27.0f6+ &f7 28.%d8! Ae8
29.0xh7, or 25...e8 26.0f6+ &Hh8
27.%d8 BEb7 28.8d1 ¥c6 29.0-0, both
of which win for White.

24.0 xf8 Q xf8 25.5)yxd7 Hxd7
26.a5 ¥c6 27.Wf3 Hd5 28.Hcl
YWc7 29.%e2 c3 30.bxc3 bxc3
31.%xa6 Hxa5 32.%¥d3 Qa3

(A)If32...Ea3, White would have con-
tinued 33.&e2, followed by 34.Eal.
(T) Also after 32...Ha2 (preventing
&e2 and Bc2), White will activate his
king rook by 33.Eh4!,and if 33... b4
34.d5!

33.Hc2 A b234.e2! ¥c6 35.£3 5
36.Eb1 ¥d6

(A) 36...%d5, then 37.%f2, threatening
38.8Bxc3 QAxc3 39.%xc3 Ha8 40.%c7
wins.

37.%c4 Hf7 38.Wc8 Wab+
39.%xa6 Hxab 40.e4 g5 41.%d3
g6 42.d5! fxed+ 43.fxe4 exds
44.exd5 Ha4 45.2d1 &xh6 46.d6
Hhs 47.d7 Ha8 48.Fe4 HdS
49.%f5 ¥h4 50.Bh1+ Hg3
51.2h3 mate

We follow the text given by Alekhine
in his book My Best Games of Chess
1908-1923. Other sources stop the
game one move earlier: 50.8Eh1+ and
1-0. We believe that Alekhine’s score
might be right, because the tournament
book and Tartakover’s notes end with:
“50.82h1+ and mate next move, 1-0,”
which does not exclude that the mate
actually happened.

Triberg, December 5-20, 1921

1 2 3 4 T
1  Rubinstein X %011 101% 1110 8
2 Bogoljubow 2100 X 140 %011 6
3 Spielmann 0102  0'%:%1 X W“hahl o 6
4  Selezniev 0001  '5100 %:'4'%:0 X 4

It is a bit of a mystery how several
games from this strong four-player
round robin have been lost (in
Rubinstein’s case, two games), while
those from much weaker events of the
time have been preserved. The histori-
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cal Elo average of the four players is
2570 (Rubinstein 2640, Bogoljubow
2610, Spielmann 2560, and Selezniev
2470). Rubinstein’s score of 8-4 in-
cluded match victories over all three
opponents.
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(20a) Rubinstein — Selezniev
Triberg (1) December 5, 1921
Alekhine [B04]

1.e4 H)f6

Alekhine’s Defense is not an opening
that Rubinstein often faced, meeting it
on only three occasions. Curiously
Akiva answered 1.e4 with 1.. 6 twice
in his career, both times against Yates
in 1926. Maybe he should have played
it more often as he won both games!

2.e5 &Yd5 3.c4

The modern 3.d4 d6 4.&f3 was
Rubinstein’s choice when he later faced
Spielmann (Moscow 1925) and Landau
(Rotterdam 1931).

3...50b6 4.d4 d6 5.exd6 cxd6
6.5)f3 g6 7.0.e3 Ag7 8.9d2

This exact sequence, developing the
queen early while leaving the knight
back at home on bl, is not often seen.
8.9c3; 8.4e2;and 8.4d3 are all played
much more often.

8...h62!

Black guards against a move (2h6)
which really isn’t a serious threat.
Kosteniuk-Yermolinsky, Foxwoods
2003, saw 8...2g4 9.4h6 0-0 10.2xg7
Hxg7 11.d5 Axf3 12.&c3+ Hg8
13.%xf3 e6 and Black was doing fine.

9.£¢c3 £c6 10.d5 »b8?

This move hands over a space and de-
velopment advantage that Rubinstein
never relinquishes. Selezniev had to
play 10...9e5 11.9Dxe5 Lxe5 sacrific-
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ing a pawn for some activity. For ex-
ample after 12.Axh6 Af5 13.4f4 Af6
the natural looking 14.8e2 Ec8 15.b3
is met by 15...&5Hxd5.

11.Qe2 £H8d7 12.0-0 &£Hf6
13.Hfel Q.g4 14.b3 h5 15.)d4!

Simple chess! Rubinstein was a past
master at exploiting space advantages.
Here he offers to trade off Black’s only
aggressively placed piece while prepar-
ing to advance his f-pawn.

15...9.c8 16.h3 H\bd7 17.f4 Hf8
18.4d3 &8h7 19.He2 0-0
20.Hael Hh8 21.f5!

Black is not only being strangled but
his King is under fire as well. Selezniev
keeps the lines closed for awhile but
only at the cost of irreparably weaken-
ing his kingside.

21...85 22.5)f3 g4 23.hxg4 Hxgs
24.085 He5 25.H)xe5 fxe5
26.f4 f6 27.Q.xe5 fxe5 28.Hf2
Wa5 29.He3 A.d7 30.2h3 Bf6

There is no defending the h-pawn as
30...8.e8 is strongly met by 31.f6.

31.Hxh5 Hg8 32.%h2 Hg4
33.0e4! Wxd2 34.0)xf6
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This zwischenzug ends all resistance.

34...exf6 35.8Hxd2 Hd4 36.Hd1
g7 37.Q.c2 Hf4 38.283 Hg5
39.Eh4 Q xf5 40.Q.xf5 Exf5 41.c5
dxc5 42.d6 Heb6 43.d7 HdS
44.82dh1 1-0 [De Telegraaf, Decem-
ber 12, 1921]

(21) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
Triberg (2) December 6, 1921
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D37]

Notes by Bogoljubow from Shakh-
matny Listok, December 20, 1922.

1.d4 d5 2.0f3 &) f6 3.c4 €6 4.5\ c3
HNe7 5.4f4 0-0 6.e3 c5 7.dxc5
. xc5 8.cxd5 Hyxd5 9.5 xd5 exd5
10.8d3 4 b4+ 11.Hf1 Qe7 12.h4!
£c6 13.4.c2 ¥b6! 14.0)85?

A premature attack. Better is 14. &b3,
and if 14...8e6 then 15.9g5, with an
equal game.

14...h6 15.%d3 Wa6?

Rubinstein hopes to exploit the weak-
ness of the b2-pawn, but 18. fa4! re-
futes this plan. Very strong was 15...g6!,
when 16.9xf7? would be a mistake be-
cause of 16...Bxf7 17. ¥xgb+ Hg7
18.%e8+ Af8, and Black wins because
of the threat 19... b5+ 20.&gl &h3!.

16.%xa6 bxa6 17.204f3 Af6
18.Q.a4! Qb7 19.Fe2d4 20.Hacl
Hac8 21.H.xc6! Q. xc6 22.exd4
A xf3+ 23.Hxf3 A xd4 24.Hxc8?

Instead 24.b3!, threatening 25. Exc8
and 26.Hc1, gains a decisive tempo.

24...Hxc8 25.Hc1 He8 26.b3 Heb6
27.Hc4 Qb6 28.Q.e3 Hh729.g4h5!
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This excellent sacrifice of a pawn,
which weakens White’s pawn structure,
is necessary before the transition into
the rook ending.

30.gxh5 He5 31.Hc6 QA xe3
32.fxe3 Ha5! 33.a4 f6 34.Hc7
Hxh5 35.Hxa7 Hxh4 36.Hb7 Eh2
37.BEb6 a5 38. He4 Hf2 39.Hb5
Bb2 40.%d4 g5 41. Hc3 He2
42.85d3 Bb2 43.%c4 He2 44.Hxa5
Hxe3 45.Hf5 &g6 46.5f1 £5!

The only salvation!

47.a5 f4 48.a6 £3 49.a7 He8 50.b4
Ha8 51.b5 Hxa7 52.Hxf3 g4
53.Hf8 Hal 54.b6 Ebl 55.%c5
&g556.Eb8 g3 57.b7 g2 58.Hg8+
Kf4 V-1

(22) Rubinstein — Spielmann
Triberg (3) December 7, 1921
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D55]

Notes by Mieses, from Deutsche
Schachzeitung, January 1922.

1.d4 €6 2.c4 d5 3.3 £HHf6 4.5)c3
Qe7 5.085 0-0 6.Hcl He4
7.9.xe7 Wxe7 8.e3 c6 9.04.d3
Hxc3 10.Hxc3 Hd7 11.¥c2 dxc4d
12.Hxc4
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12.8xh7+ ®h8 13.h4! came into con-
sideration. If now 13...b5, then 14.b3.
But after Black’s bestresponse 13...f5,
14.8.g6 Bf6 15.h5 €5 is unclear.

12...h6 13.5)e5 &H)yxe5 14.dxe5 b6
15.0-0¢5 16.5c3 Qb7 17.b4 Hac8
18.Ec1 Ec7 19.bxc5 Efc8 20.Wa4
bxc5 21.h4! ¥Wd7 22. W xd7 Exd7
23.f3 c4 24.9.f1

If 24.Qxc4, then 24...Bdc7 25.B3c2
fd5, and Black captures the a2-pawn
with advantage. Or 24.BExc4 Bxc4
25.Q4xc4 Bc7 26.8c2 AdS, with the
same result.

24...Q.a6 25.E3c2 Hc5 26.f4 Has
27.%f2 Ha3 28.h5! 3 b7?

An interesting tactical idea which, un-
fortunately, has a “hole.”

29.8xc4 Qe4 30.Hb2 Hc7
31.Eb8+ Hh7

Black has played for this promising-
looking position (threatening
32...Bxa2), but he obviously over-
looked the very strong counter-threat
which White has at his disposal.

32.2d1! Ad5

If32...Exc4,then 33.81d8, with inevi-
table mate.

33.8.xd5 exd5 34.Exd5 Hxa2+
35.&Hf3 g6 36.H5d8 gxhs
37.2h8+ &g6 38.Hbg8+ 1-0

Forif 38...®f5 39.2xh6 threatens mate
by 40.e4, 40.8g5 or 40.Ef6.

Selezniev — Rubintstein
Triberg (4), December 7 or 8, 1921
0-1 (Missing)

Efim Bogoljubow

Rubinstein played Bogoljubow more
than any other opponent after World
War I. The two came out about even
after close to 40 games and their con-
trasting styles lead to many interesting
and decisive games with very few
draws.

(23) Rubinstein — Bogoljubow
Triberg (5) December 10, 1921
Semi-Slav [D46]
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1.d4 d5 2.5Yf3 €6 3.c4 c6 4.3 &H)f6
5.9¢c3 »bd7 6.4.d3 9.d67.0-0 0-
0 8.e4 dxe4d 9.H)xe4d Hxe4
10.Q.xe4 c5 11. Q. e3?!

In the eleventh round Rubinstein im-
proves White’s play with 11.Qc2.

11...%c7 12.Hel1 h6 13.Hc1 Hd8
14. %e2 HOf6 15.dxc5 Q. xc5
16.24b1 b6 17.Q.xc5 Wxc5 18.H)e5
Ab7 19.h3 Hd4 20.Hcdl Had8
21.Hxd4 Hxd4 22.Hd1 Hxd1+
23. % xd1 g6 24.%d8+?! Hg7
25.Wxf6+?

Going intothe bishop ending is wrong.
25.%b8 maintains equality.

25...9xf6 26.5)d7+ g5 27.H)xc5
bxc5 28.f3 h5 29.9f2 h4 30.%e3
5 31.0.d3 a5 32.a3 HFf6 33.Qe2
g5 34.4f1 &He5 35.9e2 Q.c6
36.4.d1 Qe8 37.b3 486 38.%d3
fe8 39.Hc3 Ac6 40.Qe2 Hf4
41.b4 &g3 42.b5 QA b7 43.f4 g4
44.hxg4 fxg4 0-1

Spielmann — Rubinstein
Triberg (6) December 11, 1921
1-0 (Missing)

(24) Rubinstein — Selezniev
Triberg (7) December 13, 1921
Pirc [BO7]

Notes by Em. Lasker from De Telegraaf
(L) and Deutsche Schachzeitung, Janu-
ary 1922 (DS).

1.e4d6 2.d4 6 3.5 c3 g6 4.3
Hg75.h310-06.Qe3 c6

(L) A waste of time!
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7.%4d2 He8 8.4.d3 b5 9.0-0 4 b7
10.Had1 &)fd7

(DS) If this move is necessary, then
Black’s opening variation is not so good
and earlier improvement is needed.
Here, 10...22bd7 does not work because
of 11.e5.

11.2fel £)b6

(L) Better is 11...£(8.

12.4h6 A h813.e5! H)8d7 14.Wf4
(DS) White can win quicker by 14.e6
fxe6 15.5g5, and Black is helpless
against the threat 16.8xg6 hxg6 17.¥d3.

14...f8 15.9De4 Hd5 16.Wh4
Ag717.a3!

(DS) Preventing 17...22b4.

17...%c7 18.c4 bxc4 19.H xc4
Had8

(DS) If 19...Eed8, then 20.exd6 exd6
21.4xd5 cxd5 22.0f6+ Axf6 (or
22..%5h8 23.He7 ¥xe7 24.8xg7+
Hxg7 25.0Dh5+) 23.%xf6 Heb 24.0g5
fAc825.8cl ¥d7 26.Bxebfxeb 27.0f7
Wxf7 28.%xd8+, and White wins.

(L) Better defensive chances were
given by 19...Eeb8 20.Ec1 ¥d8.

20.0.x87 Hxg7 21. A xd5 cxd5 (D)
22.5f6!

(DS) A beautiful combination that de-
cides the game.

22...dxe5
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(DS) Black cannot play 22...exf6 be-
cause of 23.exf6+ Hg8 24.¥h6 Heb
25.5g5, etc.

23.5)xe8+ Hxe8 24.5)xe5 f6
25.5)d3 e5 26.Hcl b8 27.dxe5
fxes 28.5Hxe5 1-0

(L) For if 28...BExe5, 29.%d4 wins.

(25) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
Triberg (8) December 14, 1921
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.Qa4 Hf6 5.0-0 d6 6.d4 b5
7.84b3 H)xd4 8.5\xd4 exd4 9.f4

This move is not mentioned in ECO.

9...c5 10.e5 c4 11.exf6 W xf6
12.%f3 Hb8 13.4.xc4 bxc4
14.%c6+ Qd7 15. % xc4 Qe7
16.5d2 4 b5 17.%c7 0-0 18.Hel
Hbe8 19.)e4 ¥Wg6 20.f5 ¥ xf5
21.5)g3 Wd5! 22.EHxe7 fc6
23.H)e4 Hxe7 24.%xe7 HeS8
25. % xd6 Wxe4 26.%g3 Wxc2
27.9h6 ¥g6 28.¥xg6 hxgé
29.Hc1 Q.xg2 30.0.f4 He2 31.Hd1
EHxb2 32.Hd2 Hxd2 33.8.xd2
Ah3 34.9f2 f6 35.He2 Qeb
36.Hd3 AQAxa2 37.h4 &Hf7
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38.Hxd4 FHeb6 39.He4 A b1+
40.9f4 .c241.9b4 R a442. 418
&f7 43.4b4 Q.c6 44.Q.c3 Qa4
45.Q b4 H.d146.Q.c3 Peb 47.Fe4
Ahs5 48.Hd4 Hf5 49.Hd5 g4
50.Qel Hf3 51.Heb6 g5 52.hxg5
fxg5 53.9f5 g4 54.%g5 g3 0-1

(26) Rubinstein — Spielmann
Triberg (9) December 16, 1921
Benoni [A43]

1.d4 H)f6 2..0f3 ¢53.d5d6 4.5\¢c3
Af55.5Nd2e66.e4 Rg67.Qe2ab6
8.a4 exd5 9.exd5 Q.e7 10.0-0 h5!?
11.55c4 &Hbd7 12.Hel &HfS
13.8f4 H)b6 14.He3 h4 15.a5
Hc8 16.h3 H)h5 17.4h2 Qg5
18.84d3 Hxd3 19.%xd3 Hhé6
20.Ha4 He7 21.0g4 Hgb6 22.f4
Af6 23.f5 O xc3 24.bxc3 Hg5
25.0)e3 g6 26.fxg6 £)xgb 27.EHgs
g3 28.Q.xg3 hxg3
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29.4f51? He5 30.¢xg3 Hxgs
31.hxg4 Wf6?

This loses. According to Deutsche
Schachzeitung, Black’s best defense is
31...Bg6, after which White should
continue the attack with 32.%h3.

32.H)xd6 Exd5 33.H)xf7! Hg8?
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Black could have put up more resis-
tance with 33...&xf7 34.8f1 ¥xf1+
35.%xf1 Ef8, etc.

34.Hf1 Wg7 35.85 EIfS 36.86 1-0

White threatens 37.%h3 and 38.5h6+.
If 36...Eh5, then 37.%g4, followed by
38.%h3.

(27) Selezniev — Rubinstein
Triberg (10) December 17, 1921
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

Notes by Bogoljubow (B) and Authors
(A).

1.d4d5 2.c4 €6 3.9)c3 £f6 4.9 85
AHbd7 5.e3 Qe7 6.&Xf3 0-0 7.Hc1
b6 8.cxd5 exd5 9.Q.b5 4 b7 10.0-0
a6

(A) Recent theory recommends 10...c6
11.2a4 He8, followed by ...2e4.

11.Q.a4 c5?

(B) This might have resulted in disas-
ter. As Rubinstein points out: 12.8xd7!
Wxd7 13.dxc5 bxc5 14.5Ha4! gives
White the advantage.

(A) Better is 11...Hc8.

12.dxc5?! Hyxc5 13.4b3 Hces
14.Q.f4

(B) Here 14.5xe4 dxe4 15.2e5 de-
serves attention.

14...Hc8 15.5He2 H.¢5 16.¥d3
We7 17.Q e5 EHfdS 18.Q4d4 WeS
19.5X¢c3

(B) Consistent is 19.5f4.
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19...W%e6 20.Hcdl H)xc3 21.4.xc3
Hesd 22.0d4 We8 23.5He5 H.d6
24.)f3 &) c5 25.Wc3 H.c6!

(B) Fine play. If now 26.4xg7, then
26..4b5! 27.2h6 A8 28 A xf8 Wxf8
29.8fel Hd3, etc.

26.Hfel He4 27.%d3 HDbs
28.%9b1 Wc6?

(B) A mistake. Black should play
28...4b4 29.4xb6 Axel 30.Hxel
B d6, with the better game,as 31.84xd5?
fails to 31...0xf2! 32.Axf7+? Wxf7
33.Hxd6 Hh3+, and 34... 811 #.
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29.Q.xg7

(B) Winning a pawn, for example,
29...8xg7 30.4xd5 Axh2+ 31.Hxh2
Bxd5 32.¥xe4 Hxdl 33.%g4+, and
34 ¥xdl.

29...Q.c4?!

(B) Why not 29...4b4"?

30.Qxc4 Wxc4d 31.Q2d4 Qb4
32.Hf1 ¥e2 33.Wd3

(B) Very cautious. White can play
33.a3, and if 33...Hc2 34.axb4 Hxf2
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35.%xc2 ¥xc2 36.82d2, with advan-
tage.

33...%xd3 34.Hxd3 b5 35.a3 Af8
36.Hh4 EHc2 37.5f5 h5 38.f3
Hd6 39.5Hxd6 Hxd6 40.Hfd1
Ag741.Qxg7 Hxg7 42.83d2

(B) Better was 42.5 1d2 Exd2 43.Exd2
Beb 44.9f2 BeS 45.f5,and White wins
easily.

(A) Instead of 43...Ee6, Black could
play 43...Bc6 44.%f2 &f6!, reaching
about the same position as in the game.

42...Hdc6 43.9f2 &g6?!

(B) White’s victory is more difficult
after 43...9f6.

44.Ye2 h4 45.Hxc2 Hxc2+
46.2d2 Hcl 47.Hxd5 h3 48.gxh3
BEh1 49.%f2 Hxh2+ 50.&g3 Hxb2
51.Hd6+ g7 52.Exa6 b4 53.axb4
Hxb4 54.e4 HEb1 55.Ha5 Hgl+
56.%f21-0

(28) Rubinstein — Bogoljubow
Triberg (11) December 19, 1921
Semi-Slav [D46]

1.d4d5 2.5)f3 €6 3.c4 c6 4.€3 &) f6
5.2¢c3 Hbd7 6.4.d3 2.d6 7.0-0 0-
0 8.e4 dxed4 9.HHxed Hxe4
10.Q.xe4 ¢5 11.8.c2! b6?

This move is the cause of all Black’s
subsequent troubles. 11... Ee8, fol-
lowed by ...f8, seems better if quite
passive.

12.%d3 g6 13.4h6 He8 14.Had1l
Af8
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15.dxc5! Q.xh6

If 15...bxc5, then 16.4xf8 &xf8
17.8a4 Be7 18.De5 ¥e8 19.Hc6
wins.

16.c6

ECO stops here, assessing the position
as clearly better for White, though call-
ing it winning would not be stretching
things.

16...%16?

A blunder that ends the game immedi-
ately.

17.cxd7 1-0

A game of considerable theoretical in-
terest.

(29) Spielmann — Rubinstein
Triberg (12) December 20, 1921
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

l.e4e52.f4 §c53..f3d64.c315
5.fxe5 dxe5 6.d4 exd4 7.Q.c4 d3
8.04.85 H)f6 9.e5 h6 10.4h4 g5
11.exf6 gxh4 12.He5 Wxf6
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13.%h5+ Hf8 14.5)g6+ Hg7 15.5)xh8 Wes5+ 16.Hd1 We2+ 17.Wxe2
dxe2+ 18.Fxe2 &xh8 19.24d2 Hc6 20.Hf3 h3 21.gxh3 f4 22.2hd1
A xh323.917 Qg4 24.82d5 2.d625.Qh5 He7 26.Hxd6 Q.xf3+27.Hxf3

cxd6 28.82d1 ¥%-%

1922

Today Bernhard Kagan is remembered
as a publisher and patron, but he was
also a master strength player, Profes-
sor Arpad Elo giving him a historical
rating of 2320. Always full of new and
enterprising ideas, Kagan conducted an
experiment in February of 1922. He
invited grandmasters Rubinstein,
Spielmann, and Réti to play a series of
two-game matches against him. Tour-
nament conditions were followed: one
game per day and a time control of fif-
teen moves per hour. Kagan took good
care of the players, covering their
travel, food, and lodging as well as sup-
plying generous honoraria. As a spe-
cial incentive he offered prizes for wins
or draws against him.

We do not think there are too many
patrons today who could take on such
formidable players, but Kagan acquit-
ted himself quite ably. Against
Rubinstein he traded a pair of wins.

(30) Kagan — Rubinstein
Berlin (1) February 2, 1922
Ruy Lopez [C68]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.0 xc6 dxc6 5.d4 exd4 6.&xd4
Wxd4 7.Hxd4 H.d6 8.0-0 He7
9.5)c3 ¢5 10.5Hde2 Hg6 11. Q€3
Ad712.Had10-0-013.0d5 Qb5
14.Hfel H.xe2 15.Hxe2 He5
16.Q.xc5 b6 17.8a3 c6 18.H)e3
Hxd1+19.5xe3 Hd8 20.He3 Hd4
21.f3 Ha4 22.c3 f.xc3 23.bxc3
Exa3 24.Hc2 &c7 25.0f5 Hf4
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26.)xg7 Hxc3 27.H2d2 b5
28.He8+ EHb6 29..Hd6 b4
30..))xf7 a5 31.g3 Hd3 32.Hc2
g6 33.£4 Hd7 34.2)85 a4 35.e5
a3 36.e6 Ha7 37.f5 b3 38.Hc3 b2
39.2b3+ ¥c7 40.He4 Hes 41.f6
c5 42.)c3 Hgb6 43.f7 Hd6
44.8b6+ He7 45.)d5+ 1-0

(31) Rubinstein — Kagan
Berlin (2) February 4, 1922
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

l.e4 e5 2.f4 Q.c5 3.0f3 Hc6
4.5¢c3d65.9.c4 Qg4 6.d3

Here 6.h3 would be more circumspect.
6..5d4 7.h4

This unappetizing move is played to
keep Black’s queen from coming to h4.

7...c6 8.fxe5 Q xf3 9.gxf3 dxe5
10.f4! Q.e7 11.fxe5 Qh4+ 12.Hf1
Ag3 13.85h5 ¥e7 14.H)e2 Hxe2
15.%xe2 QA xe5 16.c3 g6 17.8Eh3
0-0-0 18.5f3£f619.Q.e3 h5 20.a4
Hh6!21. A xa7 Hgs 22.H.g1 Hdf8
23.d4 Qb8 24.a5 h4 25.b4 ¥d7?
26.9g2 h3+ 27.%h1 h2 28.4f2
Hyxf2+ 29.Bxf2 EHh3 30.a6
b531.a7! Q. xa7 32.Hxa7 ¥xa7
33.0e6+ &c7 34.4xh3 Wal+
35.9 f1 Wxc3 36.d5 &xb4 37.Wc2
c5 38.%a2! Wxed+ 39.082 Wa4
40.d6+ b6 41.Wd5 Wd4
42. b7+ a5 43.%a7+ Hb4
44.%a2 c4 45.8b2+ 1-0
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London, July 31-August 18, 1922

1 2 3 4 S5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 T
1  Capablanca x % 1 % 1 1 % % 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 13
2 Alekhine “W o x %1l A ol 1 1 1 % 1 1 1 1%
3  Vidmar 0 % x 0 1 % 1 % 1 % 1 1 1 1 1 1 11
4  Rubinstein W 0 1 x % % 1 1 % 0 1 % 1 1 1 1 104
5  Bogoljubow o % 0 % x % 1 1 0 1 % 0 1 1 1 1 9
6 Réti 0 % % Y Y x Y% % 1 1 % 1 0 1 0 1 8%
7  Tartakower “ % 0 0 0 % x % 1 0 1 1 1 % 1 1 8%
8 Maréczy “ % %% 0 0 Y W ox 1 % Y 1 % 0 1 1 8
9 Yates o 0 0o »x» 1 0 0 0 x 1 1 1 1 1 “oo1 8
10  Atkins 0o 0 %» 1 0 0 1 % 0 x 0 1 % % 0 1 6
11  Euwe 0o 0 0 o0 »%n % 0 ' 0 1 b3 0 1 0 1 1 5%
12 ZnoskoBorovsky 0 0 0 '» 1 0 0 0 o0 O 1 X 1 Y 1 0 5
13 Wahltuch o % 0 0 0 1 0 % 0 % 0 0 «x 1 1 % 5
14  Morrison o 0 0 0 0 0 »%» 1 0 % 1 o 0 X 0 1 4
15 Watson 0o 0 0 0 0 1 0 O % 1 0o 0 o0 1 x 1 4%
16 __ Marotti 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 o 1 % 0 0 «x 1%

The first great tournament in the En-
glish capital in many years saw
Rubinstein battling for the first prize
until he lost a hard fought battle to
Alekhine in round 12.

(32) Rubinstein — Réti
London (1) 1922
King’s Indian [E68]

Abridged notes of Mardczy from The
Book of the London International
Chess Congress 1922.

1.d4 &Hf6 2..0f3 d6 3.c4 H)bd7
4.5)c3e55.83866.Q9g2 Ag77.0-0
0-0 8.e4 b6 9.h3 4 b7 10.d5 Hh5
11.5el1 We812.4£3 Hhf613.Q.e3
Hh8 14.04d3 Hc5 15.082 Hh5
16.Q13 £)f6 17.b4 Hyxd3 18. % xd3
£Hg8 19.¢5 15 20.c6 Q.c8 21.Hh2
YWe7 22.Q8.g2 f4 23.Qd2 Wf6
24.)b5?! Qa6 25.a4 Hf7 26.a5
Eaf827.axb6 §.xb528. ¥ xb5 axb6
29.Ha3 fxg3+ 30.fxg3 (D)

30...%xf1 31.Q.xf1 Bxf1 32.8e3
Ah6 33.g4?

Here the right line of play for White is
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33.4g1 Bd1 34.Ba2 Bff1 35.4f2, fol-
lowed by &g2.

33...Q.xe3 34.Hxe3 g5!

Very well played. Black now threatens
to bring his knight to h4.

35.%a6

The beginning of a deep combination
inreply to the opponent’s mating threat.

35...e7 36.He2 HHg6 37. b7
H8f7 38.Ha2 &g7 39.Ha7!

If now 39...0h4, threatening mate in
four moves, then White replies
40.%xc7 Bxc7 41.Bxc7+, with a won
ending.
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39...H1f2+ %%

(33) Morrison — Rubinstein
London (2) 1922
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D40]

1.d4d5 2.5)f3 Hf6 3.c4 e6 4.3 c5
5.8)¢c3 £)c6 6.Q.d3 a6 7.0-0 dxc4
8.9 xc4 b5 9.84d3 cxd4 10.exd4
Hb4 11.Qe2 Hbds5 12.5)e5 A b7
13.4.85 Qe7 14.Hcl 0-0 15.Q.f3
Ec8 16.Hel h6 17.Q.xf6 QA xf6
18.5)xd5 Q.xd5 19.Exc8 ¥Wxc8
20. QA xd5 exd5 21.%d2 W&f5 22.g4?

¥e6 23.h3 Hc8 24.%g2 Hc7
25.d3 Wc8 26.H\c5 QA xd4
27.9)xa6 Hc4 28.5\b4d Q xf2
29. % xf2 Hxb4 30.He7 £6 31.%e2
&f8 32.b3 Hd433.Ee3 b4 34.&b5
D17 35.He2 $gb6 36.%e8+ ¥xe8
37.Hxe8 &g5 38.He2 Hh4 39.He7
g5 40.82h7 Hd2+ 41.&f3 Hd3+
42.9g2 Hg3+ 43.9f2 Hxh3
44 .Hxh6+ &xg4s 45.Hxf6 Eh2+
46.e3 Hxa2 47.Hb6 &h3
48.Hxb4 g4 49.Hd4 g3 50.Hxd5 g2
51.%f3 ®h2 52.Hh5+ &gl
53.%e3 Hb2 54.Hb5 &f10-1

Réti and Rubinstein’s scoresheets from round four Stockholm 1919
(game # 415 in Uncrowned King).
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(34) Wahltuch — Rubinstein
London (3) 1922

Queen’s Pawn [A46]

Notes from The Field.

1.d4 &Hf6 2.0)f3 €6 3.985 c5
4.0 xf6 ¥Wxf6 5.e3 £)c6 6.c3 Qe7
7.24d3 d5 8.)bd2 0-0 9. %e2 e5
10.dxe5 &H)yxe5 11.HHxe5 ¥ xes
12.0-0-0? b5!

A fine move, threatening to obtain a
strong attack by the further advance of
the pawns on the queenside, while, if
the pawn be captured, Black gains time
for development as well as a fine at-
tacking position by playing ...Eb8.
Rubinstein calls attention to the fact that
a similar sacrifice was made by
Blackburne in a game against the late
S. Winawer.

13.5f3 Wc7 14.4xb5 HbS
15.92d3%a516.94b1 4f617.2d2
Ha618.Wd1
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18... 8. xc3!

19.8 xh7+
20.%c2 Hxb2 21.HExd5 Wxa2
22.5h5 ¥al+ 23.%b1 Exb1+ 0-1

&Hhs8

(35) Rubinstein — Maroczy
London (4) 1922
Nimzo-Indian [E20]
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Notes by Mardczy

1.d4 &)f6 2.)f3 e6 3.c4 Qb4+
4.9)c3 ¢5 5.83 He4 6.Q.d2 Hxd2
7.%xd2 a5 8.2g2 0-0 9.0-0
cxd4 10.9H)xd4 Hc6 11.Hfcl 5!
12.5)xc6 bxcb

Simpler would be 12...dxc6 13.a3
Axc3 14.8xc3 e5 15.b4 We7 16.82d3
AfS 17.e4 Qeb 18.c5 Bfd8 19.8d6
Hxd6 20.cxd6 ¥f8 21.%d3 HdS
22.8d1 a6, etc.

13.a3 Q4 xc3 14.Hxc3 a5 15.b3 f5
16.e4 Hb8

This move is superfluous; more telling
would be 16...fxe4 17.4xe4 Bf7, etc.

17.a4 fxe4 18.Q.xe4 Ef7 19.Hel
Ab7 20.&g2 Hbf8 21.f3 g6
22.Hd1 Qa8

Black is in doubt how to continue. The
queen cannot move from c5 on account
of c4-c5.

23.h4 Qb7 24.Hdcl d6 25.Hd1
Hds?

The decisive mistake. 25...2d7 should
have been played, for instance, 26.f4
e5! 27.fxe5 (27.f5 is now not possible)
27...Bdf7 28.8f3 ¥xe5 29.%d4 ¥xe4!
30.¥%xe4 c5 31.8d5 Hxf3, and Black
has at least a draw.

26.f4 ¥b4
Now 26...e5 was not possible, for 27.f5!

gxf5 28.&g5+, etc. As played, the game
is lost.
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27.He3 ¥Wb6 28.4f3 c5 29.4 xb7
Wxb7+30.&Hh2 We7 31.EHdel Ef6
32.%xa5 HAf8 33.%d2 hé
34.H1e2 $h7 35.%d5 1-0

(36) Watson — Rubinstein
London (5) 1922
Queen’s Pawn [A46]

1.d4 Hf6 2.50f3 e6 3.)bd2 c5
4.e3 £c6 5.8e2 b6 6.0-0 A4b7
7.b3 8e78.4b20-09.He5?! Wc7
10.4f3d5 11.Hc1? H xe5 12.dxe5
Hd7 13.c4 Hxe5 14.cxd5 exds
15.%c2 Hxf3+ 16.gxf3f517.&%h1
Af6 18.Hg1 Hae8 19.Hg3 f4
20.2h3 g6 21.Hg1 § xb2 22.%xb2
W7 23.%c2 fxe3 24.fxe3 EHxe3
25.Hhg3 Hf6 26.EHf1 He2 27.%d3
Hfe6 28.He4 Hxa2 29.H)c3 EHb2
30..d1 Hbe2 31.f4 c4 32.Wf5
gxf50-1

Henry Emest Atkins (1872-1955) was
arguably the strongest British player of
the first half of the 20th century. Pro-
fessor Elo assigns him a historical rat-
ing of 2540. Sir George Thomas, him-
self one of Britain’s leading players in
this period, writes in H.E. Atkins:
Doyen of British Chess Champions (pp.
7-8) :

H.E. Atkins ranks, indisputably, as the
greatest figure in English chess since
Amos Burn; and only a lack of oppor-
tunity prevented him, in my opinion,
from definitely establishing his position
in the world championship class. Un-
Jfortunately, it was only on the rarest
occasions that he was able to compete
in big international tournaments; so he
lacked the frequent practice against
opponents of his own caliber without
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which no player, however talented, can

make the fullest use of his powers. Even

as he has proved himself a great, as

distinguished from a very great player.

His games are characterized by a
happy combination of the qualities of
imagination and solidity, together with
a deep insight into the possibilities of
a position.

(37) Atkins — Rubinstein
London (6) 1922
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D60]

1.d4 &6 2..)f3 €6 3.c4 d5 4.Q2.85
Hbd75.e3 e76.5c30-07.4d3
dxc4 8.Q.xc4 a6 9.a4 ¢5 10.0-0
wWas 11.We2 cxd4 12.exd4 Hb6
13.4d3 Hd8 14.Hfd1 4d7
15.He5 fHe8 16.%e3 O fds
17.%g3 Axg5 18.Wxg5 Hixc3
19.bxc3 Hds

19...f6 was interesting. White has good
compensation for the piece after
20.%h4 fxe5 21.%xh7+ but probably
no more.

20.%h4 Hf6 21.c4 h6 22.%g3
Hac8 23.Q8c2 Ac6 24.%e3 b6
25.Ha3 Qa8 26.%f4 b5 27.2h3
bxc4?

Black needed to fortify his f7-square
with 27...Ec7 which would enable him
to meet 28.axb5 axb5 29.HExh6 gxh6
30.%xf6 with 30...Exd4.

28.Hxh6! Ec5 29.5h3

29.8h5! giving the Knight on e5 ex-
tra protection was a winner.

29...Hcd5?
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29...8.e4! with the idea 30.Q.xe4 Bxe5
(notpossible with the rook on hS) was
Black’s last chance.

30.9f1 ¥b6 31.Hg3 Hxd4
32.Hxd4 ¥Wxd4 33. % xf6 Wal+
34.%e2 Af3+ 35.gxf3 1-0

(38) Rubinstein — Marotti
London (7) 1922
Sicilian [B38]

1.e4 c5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.d4 cxd4
4.5yxd4 g6 5.c4 487 6.Qe3 d6
7.0c3 Hf6 8.f3 4.d7 9.%d2
Hyxd4 10.Q.xd4 0-0 11. H e2 He8
12.0-0f5 13.exf5 gxf5 14.Hfel e5
15.Q4f2 8.c6 16.Had1 Hf6 17.c5
EHg6 18.Hc4+ Hh8 19.4f7 Eh6
20.f4 ¥We7 21.0.d5 e4 22.9.xc6
bxc6 23.cxd6 Exd6 24.%e2 Hgb
25.%c4 Hc7 26.82d2 Hg8 27.83
He8 28.50d1 Wh4 29.5\e3 ¥xf4
30.%f7 Qh6 31.5d8 &e5
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32.5yxf5 Hf6 33.9Hxh6! HfS
34. W xf8+ Hxf8 35.84d4 1-0

(39) Znosko-Borovsky — Rubinstein
London (8) 1922
Sicilian [B83]
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1.e4 c5 2.)f3 e6 3.d4 cxd4
4.5 xd4 Hf6 5.5 c3 d6 6.Q.e2 a6
7.0-0 Hbd7 8.f4 b5 9.4f3 Ab7
10.e5 Q. xf3 11.5)xf3 b4 12.Ha4
dxe5 13.fxe5 H\d5 14.Hhl1 He7
15.8.d2 0-0 16.c4 bxc3 17.5H)xc3
Hxc318.8.xc3 H)b6 19.Hcl ¥xd1
20.Bfxd1 &HHd5 21.0d4 Hfc8
22. g1 h5 23.83 g5 24.2)d2 f\b4
25.a3 Hxc1 26.Hxc1 Bd8 27.5)b3
Hd3 28.Hc7 Af8 29.Hc6 a5
30.4b6 Hb8 31.Hc3 Exbé6
32.8xd3 a4 33.9)d2 Hxb2 34.He4
fQe7 35.Hd4 Hb5 36.Hxa4 Hxe5
37.9f2 5 38..)d2 Eb5 39.,1)f3
BEb2+ 40.el Af6 41.h4 g4
42.50g1 Hf7 43.5)e2 e5 44.Ha7+
Ae7 45.5¢c3 Peb6 46.Ha6+ H.d6
47.a4 Hd7 48.)d5 H.c5 49..)f6+
2c7 50.xh5 4.2+ 51.Hf1 Qe3
52.Hg6 &b7 53.5)87 £4 54.gxf4
exf4 55.0f5! Q.c5 56.Hxg4 f3
57.He4 Hf2+58.%el Hg259.5)d4
Hg3 60.%f2 Hh3 61.Hf4 -%

(40) Rubinstein — Vidmar
London (9) 1922
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D55]

1.d4 d5 2.5f3 £Yf6 3.c4 €6 4.L)c3
Ne75.0850-0 6.3 Hes 7.Q.xe7
Wxe7 8.cxd5 Hyxc3 9.bxc3 exds
10.%b3 fHe6 11.Wxb7 Hd7
12.%b4 Wf6 13.H9e2 Hab8
14.%a3 Hb6 15.0-0 Q.f5 16.c4
dxc4 17.8.xc4 Qe4 18.5d2 b7
19.2ab1 Wh4 20.Hxb6 &Hyxb6
21.9a6 4.d5 (D)

22.e4! Wf4

White wins a piece after 22...Qxe4
23.g3 Wg4 24.f3.
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23.%e3 Wxe3 24.fxe3 A xa225.d5
Ee8 26.Hal § xd5 27.exd5 £H)xd5
28.4.b5 Hxe3 29.Hxa7 g6 30.L.c6
Db4 31.HExc7 Hel+ 32.Hf2 Hd3+
33.&g3 Hcl 34.5d7 Hes5 35.5Hd8+
&g7 36.4f3 Hc3 37.He4 Ha3
38.8d5 Hyxf3 39.gxf3 5 40.2d7+
Df8 41.50g5 h6 42.D)e6+ He8
43.82h7 He3 44.5)d4 Hd3 45.5)e2
g5 46.Hxh6 1-0

(41) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
London (10) 1922
Sicilian [B84]

1.e4 c5 2.5)f3 e6 3./)\c3 a6 4.d4
cxd4 5.5xd4 b5 6.2.d3 Qb7 7.0-
0d68.Hh1 HNf69.a3 Hbd7 10.f4
He7 11.¥e2 Wc7 12.84d2 0-0
13.82f3 Hc5 14.Hg3 d5 15.e5
Hfe4 16.Q.xe4 Hxed 17.HDxe4
dxe4 18.H.c3 Hfe8 19.f5 AfS8
20.5f1 Had8 21.We3a5!22.h3 b4
23.axb4 axb4 24.fxe6 fxeb6
25.Hxf8+ Hxf8 26.4Q xb4+ Hg8
27.8d6¥f728.Hh2 Ha829.8a3
Has 30.%g5 Hd5 31.c3 &h8
32.2.d6 h6 33.%g4 Has 34.2\b3
Ha2 35.4a3 4.d5 36.5Hd2 Hc8
37.c4 A.c6 38.%d1 e3 39.Hxe3
W2 40.H2g3 Hd8 41.%g4 Wf7
42.5e4 Q) xe4 43. % ~xe4 Hal 44.¢c5
Wc7 45.b4 Hg8 46.c6 a7
47. %e3 ¥Wxe3 48.Hxe3 HcS8
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49.Hc3 Hb1 50.Hc5 Hb3 51.b5
Hxa3 52.b6 Hb3 53.b7 Hc7
54.Ha5 Hxc6 55.Ha8+ &f7
56.b8(¥) Exb8 57. Hxb8 Hc5
58.%g3 Exe5 59.%f3 Has 60.2b3
Ha4 61.Hc3 &f6 62.5b3 h5 63.g3
g6 64.5Hb8 Ha2 65.Hf8+ &g7
66.He8 Ha6 67.Eb8 Ha268.h4 Ha7
69.f4 Hf6 70.2f8+ g7 %:-%

The game actually continued thirty
more moves before the contestants
agreed to a draw, but the tournament
book stops at this point.

(42) Rubinstein — Euwe
London (11) 1922
Queen’s Pawn [A48]
Notes by Maroczy.

1.d4 56 2.5)f3 g6 3.h3

This move is necessary if White wants
to play Af4.

3...8g87 4.9f4 b6 5.)bd2 Qb7
6.€3d67.c30-08.4.c4 H\bd79.0-
0 He4 10.5\xe4 H xe4 11. % e2 e5
12.84h2 We7 13.Hadl &hS8
14.84b5 Had8 15.Hd2 Ab7
16.4.xd7 Q xf3!

This is much better than 16...Exd7
17.dxeS Axf3 18.%xf3, after which
Black’s queenside is very weak.

17.%xf3 e4! 18.%e2 ¥xd7 19.d5

The idea is to stop Black’s d-pawn and
to continue by the advance of the
queenside pawns supported by the queen.

19...%a4 20.b3 ¥d7 21.Wc4 5
22.b4 Af6 23.Hc2 Hg8 24.Wc6
Wxc6!
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If 24...%g7 25.c4 g5 26.c5, White’s
attack comes first.

25.dxc6 Hge8 26.c4 He5 27.8Hd1
A xh2+ 28.%xh2 &g7 29.Hc3
$f6 30.Ha3 as!

Black hasthe better game now; White’s
pawns prove weak.

31.bxa5 Ha8 32.2d5

If 32.a6, then 32...Ba7, followed by
33...Hea8.

32...Heb8?

Instead 32...Hab, threatening both
33...bxa5 and 33...Eea8, would pro-
bably have given a won ending.

33.5b3!
This pretty move wins at least a pawn.

33...bxa5 34.Hxb8 Hxb8 35.5b5
Hxb5

This loses. Better was 35...2a8, after
which White plays 36.82b7 Ec8 37.
Ha7, etc.

36.cxbs Leb6 37.a4! d5 38.h4 h6
39.%g1 g5 40.hxg5 hxg5
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41.g41f4 42.exf4 1-0

(43) Rubinstein — Alekhine
London (12) 1922
Slav [D19]

Notes by Alekhine (A) and Maroczy
M).

1.f3 d5 2.d4 Hf6 3.c4 c6 4.5)c3
dxc4 5.a4 Qf5 6.e3 e6 7.8 xc4
H.b4 8.0-0 0-0 9.5\e2

(A) This maneuver, which aims at the
exchange of Black’s f5-bishop, requires
too much time and is the chief cause of
all White’s subsequent difficulties.

9...2bd7 10.g3 .86 11..0h4 c5!
12.3xg6 hxg6 13.dxc5 Hxc5
14. We2 Hfe4d! 15.5H)xe4 Hxe4
16. g4

(M) Compelling the knight to return to
f6, to attack the b7-pawn, but Black has
a sufficient answer.

(A) The combination 16.84xe6 fxe6
17.%c4 ¥d5S! 18.%xb4 Hxf2! turns to
Black’s advantage. The text move is
preferable to 16.%f3, against which
Black could have replied 16...2d6, a
move at present impossible because of

17.8xeb

16...5f6 17.%f3 ¥c7 18.b3 We5
19.Ha2 Hyed

(M) After this move the Black game is
strategically better.

20.a5
(A) Simpler was 20.&b2. The continu-

ation of the game shows that the text
move offers Black a chance of victory
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by allowing him to support his knight
at c3 by 29...b4.

20...8Bfd8 21.4b2 H.c3 22.Q4xc3
Hxc3 23.Hc2 b5! 24.axb6 axb6
25.Hfcl

(M) Better would have been 25.%f4.

25...5)a2 26.Hel b5 27.4.f1 H\c3
28.%f4!

(A) The exchange of queens still af-
fords White the best chance of escap-
ing, seeing that it leads to the opening
ofthe e-file for hisrooks, the other files
being in his opponent’s possession. The
ensuing endgame is not a little in
Black’s favor.

28... % xf4 29.exf4 b4 30.g3 Ha3

(A) This thoughtless move deprives
Black of most of his chances. It would
have been far wiser to bring his king
quickly to the center by ... &g8-f8-e7,
...Bd4, and ...2d6, after which Black
could have contemplated the exchange
of one rook and the investment of the
b4-pawn by the three remaining pieces.
After the text move he lacks precisely
one tempo to execute this maneuver.
(M) More plausible was 30...Ha5, to
keep White’s rook away from eS5.

31.0.c4 D8 32.g2 Le7
(M) Stronger even now was 32... Ha5.

33.Hes5!

(A) Now Black has no time to play
33...Hd4, for White is threatening to en-
ter into the hostile game via c5 and c8.

33...Hc834.82d2Ed835.Hc2 Hc8
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[Alekhine in My Best Games of Chess
1908-1923 and Glatman in the recent
book Akiva Rubinstein’s Chess Acad-
emy omit the repetition on moves 34
and 35. We consider the tournament
book a primary source and follow its
score. This is an important detail, be-
cause now Rubinstein does not repeat
the position, but chooses another con-
tinuation. This is a clear signal that he
does not want to draw and is playing
for a win.

In view of the tournament standings,
Rubinstein’s decision was not surpris-
ing. Going into the twelfth round of this
fifteen-round event, Capablanca was
leading with 9% followed by Alekhine
at 9 and Rubinstein on 8':. A draw here
would have put Rubinstein a point and
a half out of first, as Capa was winning
his game.]

36.h4 £Hd5 37.Ece2!

(A) A good move which meets the
threat of 37...2b6 on account of
38.4xe06!, and thus gains an important
tempo.

37..5c3 38.2d2 Hc6 39.h5!

(A) This ingenious pawn sacrifice,
which would have had no object if
White’s rook were still on c2, requires
the greatest circumspection on Black’s
part, without impairing White’s game.
The present game, more than any other,
marks the evolution of Rubinstein’s
style: the deep strategist has become
transformed into a clever tactician,
whose every move conceals a hidden
bolt, or prepares a fresh combination.
This opinion is confirmed, moreover,
by the number of Brilliancy Prizes
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which he has carried off in recent tour-
naments, alongside such specialists in
that art as Mieses and Spielmann.

39...f6 40.He3 gxh5 41.f5 e5
42.Hed3

(A) Threatening mate in three. Now we
perceive the strong attacking position
secured by White with his sacrifice.

42..Ha7 43.2d8

(A) This continuation, although deeply
conceived, is finally shown to be inad-
equate because of a hidden defensive
maneuver, which, however, is the sole
means of saving Black’s game.
Whereas by 43.f3, preventing 43...2e4,
White could have forced the draw at
once: 43...5bl 44.8d1 Hc3 45.82d1
&b, etc.

43...0e4 44.H2d5 Hd6!

(A) Black cannot answer by the plau-
sible move 44...0d6, because of
45.8g8 Hixf5 46.2dd8 Hd6 47.8b8!,
and White wins.

45.Hg8 Ha2!
(A) The saving move!

46.Exg7+ f8 47.Hg8+ Hxg8 48.
Hd2+ &g7 49.Hxa2 Hd2!

(A) The point of the whole play — Black
forces the exchange of the second rook
and leads into an ending which is
clearly won for him by reason of the
weakness of b3-pawn and the limited
range of action of White’s king.

50.EHxd2 Hixd2 51.4.d5 e4 52.f4?
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(M) The decisive mistake. 52.g4! h4
53.®h3 £f3 54.g5! fxg5 55.8xe4 Hd2
56.8c2 Bf6 57.8g4 Hf1 58.4.d1! se-
cures the draw.

52...e3 53.%g1 &f8 54. g2 Fe7
55.0g8 &d6 56.4f7 Hc5
57.4xh5 fHxb3 58.Hf3 Hd4
59.4f7 &d3! 60.4xb3 &Hd2
61.8c4b362.Qxb3 e20-1

Savielly Tartakover

(44) Rubinstein — Tartakover
London (13) 1922

Queen’s Pawn [D02]

Notes by Maroczy.

1.d4 £Hf6 2..0f3 d5 3.Q.f4 €6 4.€3
Ad65..3bd2 Q.xf4

It is doubtful whether this exchange is
good. 5...%e7, followed by ...Abd7 and
...e5, could be played.
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6.exf4 ¢5 7.dxc5 ¥c7 8.g3 ¥xc5
9.8d3 Hc6 10.c3 0-0 11.0-0 hé6
12.5)b3 ¥b6 13.Hel 2.d7 14. &e2
Eae8 15.5)e5 Hyxes5 16.fxe5 Hh7
17.h4 f5 18.5)d4 He7 19.f4 HhS8

Worth considering was 19...g6.

20.h5 Hg8 21.%f2 H\f8 22.Hh1
He8 23.Hagl Hd7 24.g4 & c5
25.0 b1 fxg4 26.%Hg3

White will occupy g4 with the queen
and therefore he must make a place for
the rook on the second rank.

26...2f8 27.8h2 Hef7 28.Hf1 a6
29.¥xg4 Q.b5 30.82f3 Hf5!

The best chance for Black.
31.5)xf5 exf5 32. Q. xf5 Hxf5?

With 32...8e4+!, Black could have at-
tained an entirely even game, for in-
stance, 33.84xe4 dxe4 34.8ff2 We3+
35.%g2 ¥d3!, or 33.%g2 Ae2 34.%gb
Axe2+ 35.Fxf3 Hg5+! 36.fxg5 Hxgb
37.hxg6 HExf5+, etc., with an even
game, or 33.%h4 Hxf5 34.%xf5 ¥gl
35.%h3 ¥c5, and the game is drawn.
After the text move Black is lost.

33.9xf5 Hed+ 34.9g2 Ne2
35.%g6 Q. xf3+ 36.Hxf3 Wbs
37.%g2 ¥d3+ 38.%g4 g5 39.Wf3
¥b1 40.fxg5 hxg5 41.h6 g1+
42.Hg2 ¥c5 43. W17 ¥c8+ 44.€6

W8 45. % xg8+ Hxg8 46.Hf5 1-0

(45) Rubinstein — Capablanca
London (14) 1922
Queen’s Pawn [D02]

1.d4 £f6 2.55f3 d5 3.4 €6 4.3
A.d6 5.3bd2 Q. xf4 6.exf4 c5
7.dxc5 ¥c7 8.3 Wxc5 9.Q2.d3
&6 10.c3 0-0 11.0-0 b5 12.5)e5
Ab713.%e2 1i-Ys

(46) Yates — Rubinstein
London (15) 1922
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.Qa4 5H)f6 5.0-0 d6 6.d4 b5
7.9b3 &HYyxd4 8.5yxd4 exd4 9.c3
Ab7 10.cxd4 § xe4 11.Hel He7
12.Q8.85 _Q,g6 13. Q. xf6 gxf6
14.%f3 0-0 15.5)c3 f5 16./xd5
Ng517.%c3 Hc818.Wc6 f419.3
Af5 20.Hacl &h8 21.He2 Hgs
22. % xa6 c6 23.Exc6 Q.6 24.Exc8
A xd4+ 25.Hh1 Wxc8 26. W xc8
Exc827.Hel Q.e6 28.H)xf4 § xb3
29.axb3 Hc2 30.Hbl1 H xb2
31.9g1 g7 32.%f1 Hf6 33.Hel
Qf5 34.He4 Qa3 35.h4 Qc5
36.84+ 6 37.55h5+ Hg6 38.1f4
h6 39.Hf6+ Hh7 40.Hxf7+ Hg8
41.8Bb7 Hf2+ 42. el Hxf3
43.Hxb5 Od4 44.Hb8+ Hf7
45.80b7+ &Hg6 46.He7 Qe5
47.He6+Hh748.85hxg5 49.hxg5
g8 50.86 Hf8 51.b4 Hb3 52.87+
Ya-Ya

Hasting, September 10-21, 1922

Sir G.A. Thomas had some interesting
observations to make in the introduc-
tion to The Book of the Hastings Inter-
national Masters’ Chess Tournament:

Alekhine added one more to his many
triumphs. His victory was, I think, in
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accordance with popular expectation
and was certainly entirely justified on
the run of the play, though he actually
finished only half-a-point ahead of
Rubinstein. In spite of his enterprising
and adventurous methods, he gave his
opponents few opportunities and the
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1 2 3 4 5 6 T
1 Alekhine x % 11 11 1% 0% 7%
2 Rubinstein %0 x %1 11 1% %1 7
3 Thomas 00 %0 x WnY% %Y 11 4%
4 Bogoljubow 00 00 %2 x 1% 11 4%
5 Tarrasch 02 02 Y% 0, x 1% 4
6 Yates 1% %0 00 00 0% x 2%

balance of luck did not in any way fa-
vor him. He produced some remarkably
fine games, distinguished equally by
depth and originality, and worthy of
inclusion in any collection.

Rubinstein came in second, but his per-
formance was more unequal than
Alekhine’s. In his better games he
played beautiful chess, showing all the
masterly judgment and perfect tech-
nique for which he is so famous. Nev-
ertheless, on two or three occasions he

fell below his normal standard and but
for one or two strokes of good fortune-

notably against Bogoljubow — he would
hardly have been in the position of hav-
ing a chance, up to the very last round,

of tieing for first place.

(47) Rubinstein — Alekhine
Hastings (1) 1922
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D64]

Notes by Rubinstein (R) from Kagans
Neueste Schachnachrichten, April
1923, and by Alekhine (A) from the
tournament book.

1.d4 £Yf6 2.c4 €6 3.)c3d5 4.0485
Ae75.e3 Hbd7 6.5f3 0-0 7.Hc1
c6 8.%c2

(R) This continuation was introduced
for the first time by Rubinstein against
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Capablanca at St. Petersburg 1914. The
defense of the second player is very
difficult. Black’s next two moves are
an attempt to try a new system, which
does not prove successful.

8..h6

(A) This move, in combination with
9...a6, is an innovation of Bogo-
ljubow’s first played by him against
Euwe in London 1922. Rubinstein finds
the right reply and remains with a slight
advantage.

9.9h4
[Today 8.4f4 is preferred.]
9...26 10.a4

(R) In this way White stops his
opponent’s plan of development by
10...dxc4 followed by ...b5 and ...Ab7.
Black’s position remains confined af-
ter 10.a4.

(A) Burn claims that this leaves a weak
spot on b4 and points out that Black
shortly establishes a knight on this
square.

10...c5

(A) Black has nothing better.
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11.9d3 cxd4 12.exd4 dxc4
13.Q.xc4 Hb6 14.Q.a2

(A) Rubinstein plays the first phase of
the game in irreproachable style. The
permanent threat of mate at h7 creates
many difficulties for the defense.

14...55bd5 15.0b1 H)b4 16.%e2
Hd717.0-0

(A) Rightly refusing Black’s offer, if
17.4xf6 Axf6 18.%e4 g6 19.%xb7
6!, etc., with advantage.

17...0.¢c6 18.Efd1 Hfd5 19.0.g3
Hc8 20.2e5 A.g5 21.f4 L h4?

(R) This move is bad and should lead
to the loss of the game. Relatively bet-
ter was 21...Qxf4 22.Hxd5 Hxd5
23.5%xcbh Bxcb 24.Bxc6 bxcb 25. A xf4
Dxf4 26.%e4 Db 27.¥xcb ¥c8!
(shown by Alekhine) 28.¥xc8 Exc8
29.8xg6 fxgb 30.b4, giving Black
drawing chances (30...Hc4 31.Bb1!).

22.5)xc6?

(R) Till this move White has played
well and achieved a slightly better po-
sition, but here, tired, he missed the
winning continuation. Correct was
22.5xd5 Hxd5 23.0xc6 Bxcb 24.Exc6
bxc6 25.%xab, and White should win.
(A) This leads to nothing. The right
continuation was 22.9Hxd5 &£Hxd5
23.9%c6 bxcb 24.%xab Axg3 25.hxg3
Hb8!, etc. To win in spite of being a
pawn up would not have been easy, if
at all possible!

22...Hxc6 23.5)xd5 Hxcl 24.Hxcl
Hxds 25.%e4 g6 26.0.xh4 Wxh4
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27.f52?

(R) The decisive mistake, which loses
the game. [The editor of Kagans
Neueste Schachnachrichten notes that
Rubinstein was in big time trouble.]

(A) A great error of judgment, the game
would be about equal with a slight ad-
vantage for Black due to the command-
ing position of the knight on, for ex-
ample, 27.g3 ¥d8 28.8c5 Wb, etc.

27...%g5! 28.Hc5 gxf5 29.¥%f3
¥Wd2 30.%d3 Wxb2 31.h3 HhS
32.%h2 Hg8 33.0c2 EHxg2+!
34.&%h1 ¥c1+0-1

(A)If35.%d1, Black winsby 35... &f4!

(48) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
Hastings (2) 1922
Four Knights Game[C49)]

l.e4 e5 2.0f3 £ c6 3.5c3 Hf6
4.9b5 Qb4 5.0-0 0-0 6.d3 d6
7.8.85 Q.xc3 8.bxc3 ¥e7 9.Hel
£)d810.d4 A.g411.h3 A h512.g4
Ag6 13.04d3 Heb6 14.8.c1 Hd7
15.2b1 b6 16.%g2 c5 17.d5 Hf4+
18. Q. xf4 exf4 19.%yd2 ¥f6 20.g5
YWe7 21.Wxf4 f6 22.%g4 Hf7
23.h4 Hes5 24.5)xe5 fxe5 25.63
Ef4 26.Web+ Wxe6 27.dxe6 A h5
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28.He3 &Hf8 29.a4 Qe8 30.a5 b5
31.Q.xb5 Hb8 32.c4 Ye7

After 32...a6 33.Heb3 axb5 34.cxbs,
White’s two united passed pawns win
quickly.

33.Eeb3 Qh5 34.Hf1 Hxh4
35.&g3 Hf4 36.Efb1 Eb7 37.Eh1
g6 38. Hd3 Eb8 39.Ehd1 Ebf8
40.5b3??

According to Alekhine, White should
play 40.Eb1, followed by 41.Edb3.
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40...BHxf3+! 41.Hxf3 HExf3+
42.9xf3 Ah5+ 43.983 Axdl
44.0 c6 Hxe6 45.Q.d5+ He7 46.c3
Ahs5 47.8c6 QAf7 48.9b5 Heb6
49.9h4 &d850.83 c751.&f3
b7 52.&e3 &c7 53.9f3 Ad7
54.983 Q.c6 55.%f3 h6 56.gxh6
gxh6 57.%e3 h5 58.9f3 h4
59.%g4 Qxed 60.Yxh4 Ad3
61.9g4d562.5f3 Q.xc463.Q.xc4
dxc4 64.He4 Hd6 65.8f5 a6
66.Fes He6 67.He3 Hf568.Hf3
e4+ 69.Fe3 Fes5 70.He2 Hf4
71.9f2 e3+ 72.Fel &es 73.%d1
¥d5 74. el Hc6 75.He2 Hb5
76.Hxe3 Hxa5 77.Hd2 a4
78.&c2 a3 0-1
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“In the following fighting draw the for-
tunes of war vary, for Black, having
satisfactorily solved the problem of the
opening (deferred protection of the
gambit pawn by 8...g5), ventures later
on a doubtful enterprise (15...¥xg4),
and then finds salvation as if by a
miracle (21...¥xd1+). An original con-
test.” — Tartakover in 500 Master
Games of Chess.

Few “minor” masters have collected as
many scalps as the British champion
Frederick Dewhurst Yates (1884-1932)
who numbered among his victims
Alekhine, Nimzowitsch, Bogoljubow,
Vidmar, Rubinstein and Tartakover.

(49) Rubinstein — Yates
Hastings (3) 1922
King’s Gambit [C36]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 exf4 3.Yf3 &HHf6
4.55c3 d5 5.exd5 Hyxds5 6.H)xds
¥xds 7.d4

At this stage of his career Rubinstein
was greatly interested in the positional
possibilities of the King'’s Gambit (a
theme later taken up by Stoltz), and
adopted this opening quite frequently,
e.g. against Kosti¢ at The Hague 1921
or against Hromadka at Mdhrisch
Ostrau 1923. If he did nothing else, he
provedthat Black has to play very well
to hold his own against a weapon re-
garded by most modern masters as dis-
tinctly rusty — Wolfgang Heidenfeld
(Canadian Chess Chat, March 1964,
p.49).

7...0e7 8.84d3 g5 9.%e2 Af5
10.Q xf5
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Rubinstein should probably have
played 10.c4 as after the trade of bish-
ops Yates gets a good position.

10... ¥xf5 11.g4! ¥Wd7 12.4d2

Getting castled quickly is urgent busi-
ness for both sides. Recovering the
pawn by 12.5xg5 is asking for trouble
after 12...£c6 followed by ...0-0-0.

12... £)c6 13.0-0-00-0-0 14.h4 £62
Yates had much stronger in 14...h5!

15.c4 ¥xg4 16.hxgs fxg5 17.d5
Hb4 18. % xe7 Hd3+ 19.Fc2
Wxf3

The other option was 19...2f2 which
leads to a position almost as hard to evalu-
ate as the game continuation after 20.2d4
Hxdl 21.Bxdl Bd7 22.¥%c5 &b8
23.Hg1 ¥h5 24.5e6 h6 25.8el He8.

20.%e6+ HbS 21.Hh3 Wxd1+
22.Hxd1 Hf2+ 23.Hel HHxh3
24.%xh3 h5 25.9.c3 g4 26.%h4
Ehg8 27.%xh5 g3 28.4.d4 EHde8+
29.%d2 Hef8 30.d6 cxd6 31.%h6
&Ha8 32.Wxd6 HdA8 33.Wc5
Exd4+ 34. ¥xd4 g2 35.%g1 Hg3
36.b4 a6 37. Ye2 3+ 1-Y;
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For if 38.%f2 BEh3 39.%dl1 Ehl
40.%d8+ &a7 41.&d4+, etc., with per-
petual check.

(50) Rubinstein — Tarrasch
Hastings (4) 1922

Dutch [A90]

Notes by Alekhine.

1.d4 e6 2.c4 f5 3.83 c52! 4.0)f3
cxd4 5.55xd4 HHf6 6.4.82 Hcb
7.0-0 Q.c5 8.e3 0-0 9.4 c3 a6
10.23 Wc7 11.b4 Qe7 12.4b2
Hes 13.¢c5 Hca

Q://i’;@yi
//

14.9)xf5!

Very pretty and rather deep, for Black
temporarily wins a pawn, but at the
expense of jeopardizing his king. If
now 14...exf5? 15.%b3, or 14... Hxb2
15.5xe7+, followed by 16.%e2,
Black’s knight is lost.

14...8.xc5 15.bxc5 ¥xc5 16.Hh6+
gxh6 17.9.c1 We5 18.%d3 Wc5
19.a4 d6 20.e4 ¥g7 21.5Hd1

Rubinstein’s plan is simple but irresist-
ible. He means to displace Black’s only
well-placed piece, the knight on c4,
after which Black’s game will speedily
become hopeless.
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21...8d7 22.5he3 b5 23.H)xc4
bxc4 24. %d2 He8 25.e5 HbS
26.%xh6+ &Hg8 27.Wg5+ Hf7
28.Q0f3 Eg8 29.%Whs5+ &g7
30.0e4 ¥xe5 31. W xh7+ &Hf8
32. % xd7 Wxe4 33.Qh6+ 1-0

“Rubinstein’s style in finishing this
game is truly artistic.” — Alekhine.
“The battle for the open a-file in this
game, especially on Black’s twenty-
seventh and thirtieth moves, is waged
in the grand manner.” — Tartakover.

(51) Thomas — Rubinstein
Hastings (5) 1922
Ruy Lopez [C77]

Notes by Rubinstein from Kagans
Neueste Schachnachrichten, April
1923.

l.ede52.0f3 Hc63.4b5a64.Q.a4
516 5.%e2b56.4b3 H.¢c57.c3

Here 7.a4 is better. Black has no-thing
morethan 7...Eb8, giving his opponent
the open a-file.

7...0-08.0-0d69.d3 He7 10. 485

This pin is only a waste of time for
White. Better was 10.Q.e3, followed by
Abd2 and d3-d4.

10...2g6 11..0h4 H)xh4 12. Q xh4
h6 13.&h1 g5 14.48.g3 &g7
15.d2 We7 16.8c2 Ad7
17.Hfel Hae8 18.a4 Eh8 19.axb5
axb5 20..Yf1 h5 21.f3 h4 22. 4 f2
D xf2 23. ¥xf2 g4 24.fxg4

Because of the threat of 24...g3, White
decides that he must capture on g4, but
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this increases Black’s attack. It seems
that 24.&g1 offered the best defensive
chances.

24...3xg4 25.%f3 h3 26.g3 ¥g5
27. He3 Ha8! 28.5)xg4 Q. xg4
29.¥f2 Hxal 30.Hxal
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30...Ha8! 31.5b1 b4 32.Q4 b3 6
33.c4

White does not fall into the trap:
33.4d5 bxc3! 34.84xa8 2 35.%xc2
¥e3, with unavoidable mate. Instead
he stops Black’s attack on the
queenside, but now comes the decisive
break on the kingside.

33...f5 34.9g1 fxe4 35.5f1
If 35.dxe4 Ef8.
35...€3 36. 817+ Hh8 37.%d5 c6!

With this move Black wins the deci-
sive tempo for the final attack.

38.Wxc6 Hc8 39.We4 e2 40.Hel
d5 41.cxd5 Hcl 0-1

(52) Alekhine — Rubinstein
Hastings (6) 1922
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D32]
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1.d4 d5 2.5)f3 c5 3.c4 €6 4.cxd5
exd55.5¢c3 £c6 6.dxc5d4 7.Ha4
A.xc5 8.5 xc5 Was5+ 9.¥d2 ¥xc5
10.e3 dxe3 11.Wxe3+ Wxe3+
12. 4. xe3 Hge7 13.4.b5 0-0 14.0-
0 feb6 15.)d4 Hxd4 16.Q.xd4
£ 6 17.8.xc6 bxc6 Va-Y;

(53) Rubinstein — Bogoljubow
Hastings (7) 1922
Slav [D10]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.e3 HHf6 4.5)c3
Af5 5.cxd5 Hxd5 6.Hc4 e6
7.2ge2 Hd7 8.0-0 ¥h4 9.e4
A xed 10.g3 Wg4 11.H)xe4 Yxed
12.f4 He3 13.0xe3 Wxe3+
14.9g2 YWed+ 15.Hf3 Hb6
16.5)c3 Wf5 17.24.d3 a5 18.a3
Hd7 19.b4 ¥b6 20.b5 fHe7
21.bxc6 bxc6 22.Hb1l ¥Wxd4
23.%c2 Hb8 24.Hxb8+ H)xb8
25.9xh7 g6 26.4.xg6 fxgb
27. ¥ xg6+ Hf8 28.f5 AQc5
29.fxe6+ Fe7 30.Hf7+ &HdS8
31.0e4 ¥b2+ 32.Hf3 Yxa3+
33.%g4 Qe7
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34.%g7 Hxh2 35.%g8+ &c7
36.%f8 b7 37.Wxe7+ Yxe7
38.Exe7+ b6 39.Ee8 Fc7 40.e7
d7 41.8xb8 ¥ xe7 42.Hb7+
Pe6 43.Hxa7 Hd5 44.%f4 c5
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45.Ha5 &d4 46.Hyxc5 Hf2+
47.8g41-0

(54) Yates — Rubinstein
Hastings (8) 1922

Ruy Lopez [C91]
Notes by Alekhine.

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 & c6 3.4.b5 a6
4.09a4 Hf6 5.0-0 Qe7 6.Eel b5
7.2b3d68.c30-09.d4 A.g410.d5
Has5 11.8c2 c6 12.h3?! Q xf3
13. % xf3 cxd5 14.exd5 Hc4
15.5)d2 Hc8 16..5)f1?

Black easily meets this attempt at at-
tack. White would have done better to
play for simplification by 16.£xc4, fol-
lowed by 17.a4 if Black replied
16...Hxc4, with some sort of a game.

16...86 17.5083 He8 18.5)f5

A pretty move, but quite ineffective, as
it finally leads to an exchange advan-
tageous to Black. Had White moved
otherwise, Black would immediately
have played 18...f5. The knight cannot
be taken because of 19.%xf5 &Hf6
20.2h6 ®h8 21.4.¢5.

18...08.25 19.%g4 Q. xc1 20.Eaxcl
Ng7 21.5xg7 Hxg7 22.Hb1?

The decisive mistake. At any cost, the
knight should have been dislodged by
22.b3 £Hib6 23.%c3.

22...f5 23.We2 Wg5 24.a4 e4
25.axb5 axb5 26.Hal Hf7 27.&h1
Hcs5 28.Hed1 Hxb2 29.Hdbl H)c4
30.Ha6 Hxd5 31.5d1 Hes5 32.4b3
d5 33.8xc4 bxc4d 34.Hd6 f4
35.%4d2 e3 36.%e2
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36...f3! 37.gxf3 ¥h5 0-1

(55) Tarrasch — Rubinstein
Hastings (9) 1922
Four Knights Game[C49]

1.e4 e5 2.5)f3 Hc6 3.)c3 Hf6
4.9b5 Qb4 5.0-0 0-0 6.9 xc6
dxc6 7.)xe5 He8 8.0d3 Q. xc3
9.dxc3 Hyxe4 10.¥5f3 Hd6 11. A.f4
W6 12.Hfel Qe6 13.%g3 Ad5
14.¥g5 ¥xg5 15.Q4.xg5 a5 16.a3
£6 17.4f4 Hf7 18.f3 b6 19.H xe8
Exe8 20.Hel Hd8 21.9f2 g5

22.923 Qe6 23.h4 h6 24.hxgs5
hxg5 25.a4 ¢5 26.%f1 415 27.He2
Ad7 28.b3 c4 29.)b2 fHeb6
30.4xd6 Exd6 31.bxc4 c5
32.&el A.d733.Hf2 Q.c634.Hf1
Hd7 35.&f2 Hd8 36.%f1 Eh8
37.%g1 Hh4 38.Hd2 He7
39.He2+ &d7 40.Hd2+ &c7
41.He2 Eh7 42.He6 Hf7 43.He3
Ad7 44.9f2 Hh7 45.%g1 &d8
46.Hel He7 47.Hxe7 &Hxe7
48.9f2 Peb 49.83 A.c6 50.Fe2
Xf7 51.Fe3 f5 52.e2 Qd7
53.Fe3 &g6 54.He2 Hh5 55.He3
Ne8 56.9f2 f4 57.gxf4 gxf4
58.9g2 ®h4 59.%h2 AQd7
60.%g2 O.c6 61.Hf2 Vi-Ys

G. H. Diggle’s Chess Characters:
Reminiscences of a Badmaster (p. 49)
paints the picture for this epic last round
encounter.

..Amoreexciting “last-rounder was Sir
George Thomas v Rubinstein
(Hastings, 1922) where six masters

Akiva Rubinstein and Siegbert Tarrasch

69



The Life & Games of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years

were playing a double-round tourna-
ment for four prizes. With this last game
still in the balance the score stood:
Alekhine 7Y, Rubinstein 6% (one game
unfinished), Bogoljubow 4% , Sir
George 4 (one game unfinished),
Tarrasch 4, Yates 2%. It will be seen
that the destiny of all four prizes de-
pended on this game; if Sir George won
he took 3rdprize outright; if he lost then
his opponent came equal st with
Alekhine, and Tarrasch reached the
prize list equal 4th with Sir George. In
the event, after a great struggle of
twelve hours, the two masters agreed
to a draw, leaving the final result: Ist
prize, Alekhine (£100); 2nd, Rubinstein
(£75),; 3rd and 4th, Sir George and
Bogoljubow (£37%0 each),; while
Tarrasch and Yates received consola-
tion prizes.

Thomas writes in the tournament book
for Hastings 1922 (p. 122):

Another humorous incident arose from
the inordinate length of my game with
Rubinstein in the final round. Curiously
enough, the destination of every prize
depended on the result of the game. But
when the appointed hour for the final
ceremony arrived we were still atit. The
Mayoress , who was to distribute the
prizes, went for a walk — and returned
to finding us battling merrily(?) on.
Rumour has it that she took a second
walk — and then (as the saying goes)
some! Anyhow, it was only after, I think
fourteen hours play that we reached a
decision and enabled the belated finale
to be staged.

The time control for the event was 17
moves in an hour so if both players used

70

all their time the game could have easily
lasted 14 hours. Fortunately it was not
played in one session. The BCM in its
recounting of Hastings 1922 (October
1922, pp. 389-90) notes the game, which
was adjourned twice, started on Septem-
ber 21st and finished on the 22nd.

This was not Rubinstein’s longest game
in terms of number of moves made.
That honor goes to Akiva’s win over
Salwe at Bad Pistyan 1912 which lasted
one move longer.

This was a truly memorable game.
Rubinstein achieved a strategically
winning position in the middle game
and had several chances to put Thomas
away but he stumbled and for over 50
movesthe game was approximately equal
until Rubinstein overpressed with 96.e5?
which should have cost him the game.

(56) Rubinstein — Thomas
Hastings (10) 1922
King’s Indian [E61]

1.d4 H)f6 2.c4 g6 3.5\ c3 A.g7 4.83
d65.0.82 0-0 6.e4 €5 7. ge2 &) c6
8.0-0 He8 9.d5 H)b8 10.f3 H\bd7
11.8e3 h6 12.b4 b6 13.Ha4 a5
14.a3 axb4 15.axb4 Qb7 16.Hec3
YWe7 17.2)b5 Hec8 18.4h3 He8
19.%d2 Hh7 20.Hac3 Hcb8
21.a7 HAf6 22.Ha3 &Hg8
23.Hfal Qf8 24.b5 Hg7 25.5)c6
D.xc6 26.bxc6 Wd8 27.Hb5 He8
28.Wa2 Hxa3 29.%xa3 h5

Rubinstein has an overwhelming posi-

tional advantage and not surprisingly
his choice of ways to win.

30.%%a7
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30.2d7! Hef6 31.84g5 Ah6 32.4xf6
Hxf6 33. a7 QAe3+ 34.Pg2 Ad4
358 a4 Hxd7 36.cxd7 Lc5 37.%xc7
Wxc7 38.2dxc7 Hd8 39.5He8 ¥h6
40.2a7 b5 41.8a6 is the computer/hu-
man path to a winning ending.

30... Ah631.4.xh6 &xh632.4d7
Hgf6 33.Hf2 g5 34.9g2 g7
35.4f5 Hf8
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36.h4

The tournament book for Hastings
1922 quotes Rubinstein atthis point of
the game and he gives 36.%b7! fol-
lowed by Ea7 winning which would
have been a thematic and pretty way to
conclude the game.

36...gxh4 37.gxh4 £H)g8 38.%g3
£He7 39.5c3 Hg6 40.9.xg6 fxgb
41.%a3 g5 42.%cl1 gxh4+
43.Hh3 Wf6 44.We3 Hng7
45.5)b5 Hc8 46.Hg1 Hf7 47.Hg?2
DHf8 48.EHgl Hf7 49.Hf1 Hg8
50.%f2 Wf7 51.%xh4 HfS8
52.%g5 Hh7 53.%h4 &g8
54.Hg1 &h7 55.Hg3 (D)

55...Hc8 56.%h3 Hf8 57.Hh4 Hc8
58.Hg2 Hb8 59.2f2 Hf8 60.2f1
Ph8 61.5Hc3 We8 62.5)b5 Wf7
63.%h6+ Hg8 64.Hgl We7+
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65.9g3 Hf6 66.Wg5 Wf7 67.%e3
Eg6+ 68. %12 Hxgl 69.%xgl Hes
70.&f2 Hh7 71.LHg3 Wgb+
72.%h3 Wf6 73.&g3 Wgb6+
74.35h3 Wf6 75.0¢c3 HNg7 76.e2
g6 77.5c1 &g8 78..Hd3 Hh7
79.5e1 ¥f6 80.5)g2 g6 81..0h4
W6 82.%c1 &g8 83.Wb2 Hh7
84.%g2 Hh6 85.%g3 Ph7
86.Wgl1 Hh6 87.%b1 Hh7
88.%c1 &g8 89.%g3 Hh7 90.f4
exf4+ 91.Wxf4 We7 92.5)f3 &Hg6
93.&f2 ¥Wf6 94.%Wg3+ Hh6
95.&h3 ¥f4
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96.e5?

Rubinstein needs to win to tie for first
but despite his best efforts the past 65
moves he has made no progress against
the rock-solid defense of Sir George
Thomas. Here it is Akiva that finally
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loses his nerve. Fatigue very likely
clouded the great master’s judgment.

96... Hf5!

Thomas correctly allows a protected
passed pawn realizing he can eventu-
ally undermine it.

97.e6 {g6 98.%h1 ¥e3+2!

There was nothing wrong with
98...%xc4 meeting 99.%¥gl+ with
99...%g4.

99.%g2 We2+ 100.Hh3 Wf2?2!

Once again Black could have captured
on c4 to good effect: 100....%xc4
101.%g2+ Wg4+ 102.¥xg4 hxg4+
103.®xg4 He3+ and the pawn on d5
(followed by the one on e6) drop.

101.%g2+ ¥xg2+ 102.FHxg2
He3+ 103.Yf2 Hyxc4 104.)d4
Ha3 105.Fe2?

White had 105.£f5! taking advantage
of his pawn on e6. After 105...2b5
106.%e3 White should draw.

105... 916 106.Hd3 h4 107.H)f5
h3 108.5yxd6 h2 109.5e4+ &e7
110.d6+ cxd6 111.c7 h1(¥)
112.c8(&) ¥f3+ 113.%Hd2

o n
4 2 / g
0

/
e W 0 m
,/ AR o
a/%/;/ N

s

113... %14+

Considering that he has been under
pressure for most of this marathon it is
not surprising that Thomas decides to
force the draw but he could have played
for a win with 113...%xe4 as after
114.¥d7+ 6 115.%f7+ He5 116.€7
(forcing the draw — Alekhine)
116...2c4+ (Fritz 12 and Rybka 3.0)
he forces a queen ending two pawns

up.

114.85d3 2-%

Teplitz-Schénau, October 2-16, 1922

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 T
1 Réti x 1 1 % 1 1 1 1 0 % 1 1 0 o0 9
2 Spielmann 0 x % 1 % 1 % 1 % 1 Yo %1 1 9
3 Tartakower 0 % x % 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 Y% 8%
4  Griinfeld Y“w 0 Y% x % 1 Y% % %N 1 Vs 1 1 1 8
5  Rubinstein o % 0 % x 0 1 % 1 1 1 % 1 1 8
6  Kosti¢ o 0 0 0 1 x 1 1 1 % Y% % Y% % 64
7 Teichmann 0 % 1 % 0 0 x Y% Y% Y% % 1 Yo % 6
8  Treybal o o0 1 % % 0 % x 1 0 1 0 1 0 5%
9  Wolf 1 % 0 % 0 0 % 0 x Y% Y% Y% Y% 1 5%
10 Maréczy “» 0 0 0 0 % % 1 % x % 0 1 1 5%
11 Tarrasch 0o % o0 % 0 % % 0 % Y% «x 1 Y % 5
12 Siéimisch o % 0 0 ¥ % 0 1 % 1 0 X 0 1 5
13 Mieses 1. 0 0 0 0 % % 0 % 0 % 1 X 1 5
14  Johner 1 0 % 0 0 % % 1 0 0 o 0 0 X 4
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Teplitz-Schonau 1922: seated L-R, Rubinstein, Maroczy, Tarrasch, Tietz,
Mieses, H. Wolf, Teichmann and Schorr; standing L-R, Kostic, Johner, Treybal,
Griinfeld, Réti, Sdmisch, Spielmann, Tartakower and Chmellarz.

The famous resort spa of Teplitz-
Schonau (present day Teplice in the
Czech Republic) hosted a strong tour-
nament in the fall of 1922. The big three
(Alekhine, Capablanca and Lasker)
were missing but the closely matched
field contained many players in the top
20 in the world at the time.

This could have beenone of Rubinstein’s
great tournaments had he not lost key
games to TartakoverandK osti¢down the
stretch. Akiva did have the consolation
of winning four (!) of the tournament’s
seven brilliancy prizes.

Viktor Tietz (1859-1937) was the pa-
tron of the great Carlsbad tournaments
of 1907, 1911, 1923 and 1929 and a
well-known chess Maecenas. Inspec-
tor J. Schorr was the publisher of the
tournament book of Teplitz-Schonau
1922 and head of the organizational
team while Magister Chmellarz was an
important local dignitary.

(57) Rubinstein — Maroczy
Teplitz-Schoénau (1) 1922
Dutch [A84]
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1.d4e62.c4153.e3 Hf6 4.04.d3 b6
5.5)c3 Ab76.5f3 4 b47.0-0 Q. xc3
8.bxc3 0-0 9.a4 H)c6 10.)d2 d6
11.H)b3 He7 12.a5 c5 13.f4 Hes
14.%c2 ¥c7 15.4d2 Hxd2
16.Qxd2 Hh8 17.Hfel e5 18.axb6
axb6 19.Hxa8 O xa8 20.e4 exd4?!
21.exf5 £)g8 22.cxd4 cxd4 23.&b2
Wc6 24.Q4b4d Hf6 25.He6 HAS
26.Q11%a427.Q xd6 ¥d128.Qe7
d3 29.0 xd8 d2 30.Q xf6 &Hg8
31.He8+ &f7 32.He7 Hf8 33. b4
1-0

(58) Réti — Rubinstein
Teplitz-Schonau (2) 1922
Scandinavian [B01]

Abridged notes by Golombek (GO)
from Réti’s Best Games of Chess and
Griinfeld (G) from Schach-kongress
Teplitz-Schonau.

1.e4 d5 2.exd5 Wxd5 3.2c3 &as
4.3 Hc62!

(A) - Réti, Rubinstein and Spielmann
co-authored the famous Ldrobok, pub-
lished by the brothers Collijn in
Stockholm in 1921. The opening bible
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of the day it covered all important varia-
tions including 17 pages on the Scandi-
navian Defense (1.e4 d5). The main fo-
cus is on a line that has long been forgot-
ten - 1.e4 d5 2.exd5 ¥xd5 3.£c3 &a5
4.d4 e5, possibly because it was a favor-
ite of both of the brothers. The last line
covered with 2..%xd5 is 3.5c3 Wa5
4.5f3 where 4...9c6 is given an excla-
mation mark but 5.d4 is considered the
main response and 5.8.c4 is also consid-
ered to be fine for Black. The game con-
tinuation, 5.8b5 is dismissed with the
one move reply 5...8d7.

Rubinstein only played the Scandina-
vian a few times in his career so who
was setting up who here?

5.4b5! 4d7 6.0-0 e6 7.d4 Qb4
8. %d3 Q.xc3 9.bxc3 a6 10.H.c4
Hge7 11.Eb1! Hb8 12.5g5!

(G) Prepares ¥g3 and eventually He4-c5.
12...%f5 13.%g3 Wxc2

(G) Forced, because Black cannot de-
fend the c7-pawn (13...&d8 14. 4f4).

14.9d3 Wxc3

(G) The capture of the other pawn by
14...%xa2 loses quickly after 15.5e4, and
if15...0-0 1656+, or 15..5g6 16.%xc7.

15.3x£71 &5

(G) The only opportunity for counterplay.
Naturally, the knight cannot be captured
(15.. 2772 16.4g6+), and in case of
15...Ef8, White wins by 16.£d6+ &d8
17.6xb7+ Sc8 18.QA.xab, etc.

16.Q.xf5 ¥ xg3 17.fxg3 0-0
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(G) Black cannot take the knight, since
17..&xf7 18.4xh7+ leads to a win for
White, e.g., 18...&e8 19.4g6+ &d8
20.8g5+ Hc8 21.Ef7 &Hxd4 22.Hxg7 c5
23.4f6 B8 24.Qe7, winning easily, or
18..®e7 19.2g6 Hxd4 20.8f7+ &d6
21.8a3+ ¢5 22.4xc5+ Hxc5 23.Hxd7,
and Black will lose at least two pawns.

18.Qa3

(GO) White has conducted the attack
splendidly so far, but the text is far from
the best move and is an unfortunate
blemish on an otherwise remarkably
good game. He should play 18.d5!,
when the two main alternatives both
lead to a clear loss for Black: 18...exf5
19.dxc6 Lxc6 20.0e5 Ae4 21.Eb3, or
18...56d4 19.dxe6 Abs (if 19...Hxf5
20.exd7 Exf7 21.8xb7!) 20.Bb4 fxf1
21.Hxd4 fe2 22.8h4 h6 23.4b2.

18...exf5 19.Q.xf8

4/% !
y
I // //

/

.
// /
/,// %

7/7//3

19...xf7?

(GO) Under the delusion that bishops of
opposite color will ensure the draw, Black
makes White’s error good. He should play
19...&xf8, and if 20.5e5 Hxe5 21.dxe5
®e7 22.8fcl c6. The pawn majority on
the queenside and the weakness of the
e5-pawn ensure Black equality.
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20.8a3 Qe6

[Not 20...£xd4?, when White wins by
21.8fd1 He2+ 22.8Hf2 Ab5 23. Bxb5.]

21.d5! Q. xd5 22.BHxf5+ Heb6
23.5f2

(G) Now Black has no defense against
the threat of 24.Bel+ &d7 25.8d2.

23...5Ha5

(G) Black has nothing better. Other
moves lose quickly, e.g., 23... fe4
24.Bel &d5 25.4b2 Hd4 26.Exe4
Sxe4 27.8f4, or 23...Qc4 24.Hel+
&d5 25.8f5+ &d4 26.Bf4+ &d3 27.
Hd1+ ®e2 28.8d7,andBlack is either
mated or forced to give up the bishop,
or 23...5e5 24.Hel He8 25.Efe2 fol-
lowed by 4b2, winning the knight.

24.Hel+ &d7 25.5f5 &Hc6

(GO) If 25...c6 26.He7+, and mate
next move.

26.Hcl1+ Hc4 27.Hxcd+ Q.xc4 28.
Ecs+ &b6 29.BHxc4 EHd8 30.EHc2
Hd531.&f2c532.04b2g6 33.&Fe3
&c6 34.2d2 Hh5 35.h3 c4 36.2d4
b5 37.g4 Hes5+ 38.He4 HdS5
39.Heb6+ &5 [39...8b7 40.4.d4.]

40.Hxa6 Hd3+ 41.e4 Hb4
42.0e5 Bd243.Qf4! Hdl

(GO)After...HExg2 Black will be mated
by 44.&d4! and 45.4.d6.

44.9d6+ &c3 45.Hb6 Hd4+
46.Fes5 Hd247.Exbs Hxa2 48.5b7
h5 49.gxh5 gxh5 50.%e4 He2+

(GO) Black loses the rook after
50...Bxg2 51.8.e5+.
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51.%f3 He6 52.4f4 h4 53.2h7 Hc6
54.Hxh4 &b2 55.Qe5+ c3 56.He4
Ha2 57.0.xc3 Hxc3+ 58.Ee3 EHc8
59.g4 Hb2 60.85 Hc2 61.h4 Hd2
62.He2+ &d3 63.He7 &Hd4 64.86
&d565.87 d666.Hel EHg867.Hgl
Pe6 68.h5 Hf6 69.h6 Hf7 70.Hg4
Ha8 71.h7 Ha3+ 72.&f2 Ha2+
73.%g3 Hf6 74.g8(%) 1-0

(59) Rubinstein — Teichmann
Teplitz-Schonau (3) 1922
Nimzo-Indian [E22]

1.d4 Hf6 2.c4 €6 3.55¢c3 A b4
4.%b3 c55.dxc5 Q. xc5 6.)f30-0
7.3 d5 8.cxd5 exd5 9.8 e2 Qb6
10.0-0 Q.e6 11.Hd1 We7 12.%a4
£ c6 13.b3

ECO assesses this position as slightly
better for White. We think it clearly
favors the first player.

13..B2fd8 14.8 a3 ¥e8 15.%h4 A c7
16. Hac1a617.2d3h618.5Ha4.4d6
19. Q.xd6 BExd620.0\c5 We7 21.HHd4
Hes5 22.%f4 Hyxd3 23.EHxd3 Ec8
24.Hdc3 Hdd8 25.%e5 Hg4 26.%f4
Hf627.h3 Hc7

/ /
:t/ /.QJB’/ A
/ @ /%%/

28. ¥ xc7! Wxc7 29.0)cxeb6 Wxc3
30. Exc3 fxe6 31.5)xe6 Hd7 32.f3
Hf7 33. Hd4 g6 34.9f2 Ye7
35.Hc8 £e8 36. e2 Hf737.%d3
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Hd6 38.Hc5 He8 39. a4 Pe7
40.h4 h5 41.He2 HNc7 42.0f4
¥d6 43.Hcl Hg7 44.84 hxgs
45.fxg4 a5 46.5h1 g5 47.hxg5
Exg5 48.2Hh6+ ®e5 49.0)86+ Hf6
50.0f8+ &f7 51. Eh7+ Hg7
52.Hxg7+ &x87 53.04d7 Hab
54.8d4 H)b4 55.5c5 b6 56.L)d7
Hc2+57.8d3 H)b4+ 58.Fc3 Hgb
59.0))xb6 g5 60.Hd4 Hc2+
61.Hxd5 Hxe3+ 62.Hc5 Hxgs
63.9\c4 1-0

(60) K. Treybal — Rubinstein
Teplitz-Schénau (4) 1922
Ruy Lopez [C88]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.4 b5 a6
4.8a4 HOHf6 5.5)c3 Qe7 6.0-0 b5
7.84b3 0-0 8.a4 b4 9.5)d5 Hxed
10.d4 exd4 11.H)xe7+ Hxe7
12.Wxd4 d5 13. ¥ xb4 c5 14. el
Ab7 15.c3 Hgé 16.0e3 Wb6
17.%d1 Had8 18.8.c2 ¥c7 19.a5
Of4

According to Griinfeld, 19...f5! fol-
lowed by ...f4 or ...¥c6, is stronger.

20.Ha3 &He6 21.We2 HfeS8
22.Hfcl H)f4 23.%1f1 Heb 24.b4
We7 25.bxc5 H6xc5 26.EHaal Ec8
27.dd4 HA6 28.5)f5 Hxf5
29. QA xf5 Hc6 30.Habl Wc7
31.Hb6 EHxb6 32.axb6 ¥c6

White wins a piece after 32...%xb6??
33.Ebl.

33.8.c2 h6 34.h3 &Hd7 35.4d4
Hxb6 36.%d3 g6 37.%%d2 Hh7
38.%f4 He7 39.82b1 /)d7 40.Q.a4
Wxa4 41.Wd6 Heb 42.Wf4 He7
43.Hxb7 Wc6 44.Ha7 £6 45.%h2
&g7 46.g3 HE7 47.We3 OIS

76

48.Hxf7+ &Hxf7 49. % xh6 Heb
50.8e3 ¥Wxc3 51.%h7+ &Hg7
52.0h6 f5 53.h4 Wf6 54.Wh8
He6 55.%h7+ Xe856. b7 Wd4
57.0e3 Wed 58.Wc8+ Pe7
59.%b7+ Fe8 60.Wc8+ Hf7
61. b7+ Hg8 62.Wb8+ Hf7
63. 9b7+ Hf6 64. Yxab d4
65.84f4 Hf7 66.%a7+ Hf6 67.
Wa6 ¥ds 68.0.85+ Hf7 69.%a7+
g8 70.¥b8+ Hf7 71.&a7+ 1r-Ys

(61) Rubinstein — Griinfeld
Teplitz-Schénau (5) 1922
Nimzo-Indian [E28]

1.d4 &6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 Qb4 4.e3
0-05.a3 §.xc3+ 6.bxc3d6 7.0 f32!
Hbd7 8.H8e2 ¢c5 9.0-0 Wc7
10.5)d2 e5 11.a4 He8 12.f4 exd4
13.exd4 HHf8 14.f5

This loses a pawn. In ECO Botvinnik
recommends 14.8d3, with equality.
According to Griinfeld, Black stands
better after 14.2d3 Ag4 15.%c2 Qe2.

14...%e7! 15.4f3 We3+ 16.&Hh1
Wxc3 17.82b1 Q.xf5 18.Exb7 §.c2
19.4b2 §xd1 20.8.xc3 Q xf3
21.gxf3 He3 22.8.a1 cxd4?

Better is 22...5e6.

23.84xd4 Hd3 24.54b3 &Hhs
25.0.g1 £e6 26.a5 a6 27.Hb6 Hc3
28..\d4 Hhf4 29. Hxeb HHxeb
30.2d1 Ha3 31.8db1 g5 32.Exd6
Hxa5 33.Hcl Ha3 34.c5 a5 35.c6
EHc8 36.9b6 a4 37.c7 Hxf3
38.2d8+ Hxd8 39.cxd8(&)+
Exd8 40.Qxd8 h6 41.Hc6 &g7
42. g2 Hf4 43.0.c7 He4 44.Hab
f6 45.Hf3 Hc4 46.4.d8 Hf4+
47.Fe3 h5 48.Q.c7 Hc4 49.2.83
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Hf7 50.9.el1 Hc2 51.48.g3 h4
52.0.b8 Hc4 53.8d3 Hg454.Q.c7
g7 55.He3 Hcs 56.Qd8 Hf4
57.8.b6 Hf758.Q.d4 EHf159.He2
Ef4 60.Hxa4 Hgb 61.He3 Hh5
62.5Ha6 g6 63.Ha2 Hf1 64.Hal
Hf4 65.Ha2 Hf1 66.8f2 Hel+
67.%f3 Heb6 68.Hb2 Hel 69.8Eb6
Bf1+ 70.&e2 Hf4 71.Q.c3 He4d+
72.&f3 Bf4+73.8g2 Hf5 74.8d6
Hf4 75.Q.d4 Hg4+ 76.Hf3 Bf4+
77.%e2 Bf5 78. Hab Hf4 79.Fe3
Hf1 80.Ha1 Hf4 81. HEb1 Hf5
82.5Hb6 Hf4 83.Q.c3 Hf1 84. Ha6
Hf4 85.5c6 Hf1 86.2Hb6 Ef4 87.
Hb2 Hc4 88.Q4d4 Hcl 89.Hf2
Hel+ 90.&d3 ¥%1-%

(62) P. Johner — Rubinstein
Teplitz-Schoénau (6) 1922
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D31]

Fourth Brilliancy Prize

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)f3 a6 4.cxd5
exd5 5.)¢c3 Hf6 6.Q485 Ne7 7.e3
0-0 8.84d3 c6 9.4 xf6 QA xf6
10.¥%c2 h6 11.0-0-0 A.g4 12.h3
A xf3 13.gxf3 a5 14.&b1 Hd7
15.5)e2 ¥b6 16.4.f5 Hfd8 17.
Axd7 BExd7 18.5Yf4 Hd6 19.Ehg1l
&Hh8 20.Hg4 Hg8 21.2dgl ¥c7
22.5)d3 b6 23.f4 c5! 24.dxc5?
bxc5 25.¥xc5 EHc6 26. a3 Hc8!!

This is much stronger than the obvious
26...Bb8 — Rubinstein.

27.8d1 (D)

27...8.xb2! 28.&Hxb2 EHc3!29. a4
Hc2+ 0-1
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(63) Rubinstein — Mieses
Teplitz-Schonau (7) 1922
Dutch [A95]

Second Brilliancy Prize

Notes by Rubinstein from Kagans
Neueste Schachnachrichten, April
1923.

1.d4f52.83e¢63.08.82 H)f6 4.0)f3
d5 5.0-0 c6 6.c4 Hbd7 7.%c2
HNe4 8.5dc3 HQe7 9.b3 g5
10.dxe4 dxe4 11.9He5 Hxes
12.dxe5 g4 13.8e3 h5

Black’s action is more a demonstration
than an attack, because after the opening
of the h-file he has at the most one check
on h2, after which White’s king goes to
f1. This kind of attack could be success-
ful were Black’s heavy pieces tripled on
the h-file. But this is not feasible with
correct counterplay by White.

14.82fd1 Wc7 15.Wc3 AQAd7
16.Hd2 c¢5 17.Had1 0-0-0 18.a3
A.c619.8d6! b6

If immediately 19...84xd6, then Black
will lose the c-pawn.
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Gathered around the board are the top five finishers at Teplitz-Schonau 1922;
L-R Spielmann, Tartakover, Griinfeld, Réti and Rubinstein.

20.b4 cxb4 2l.axb4 Q.xdé6
22.exd6 ¥d7 23.b5 4.b7 24.%a3
b8 25.Hal ¥xd6

Black has nothing better, because if
25...8.c8 or 25...8a8, then 26.2xb6.

26. % xa7+

Here 26.¥xd6+ was no good because
of 26...Bxd6 27.4f4 Ehd8 28.Ed1
&c7, and Black will free his game by
...a7-a6.

26...Fc7 27.c5 bxc5 28.Hcl Hc8
29.b6+ FHcb6 30.0.xc5

The right continuation. The tempting
30.8xc5+ is a blunder, for Black also
wins White’s queen after 30...%xc5
31.Qxc5 Ba8.

30...%d2 31. a4+ 1-0
[But not 31.2e3+?? ¥xcl+ 32. Axcl

Ha8. After the correct 31.%a4+ &d5,
White wins by 32.%d7+.]
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(64) Rubinstein — Sdmisch
Teplitz-Schoénau (8) 1922
Queen’s Pawn [D02]

1.d4 £H)f6 2.)f3 €6 3.83 ¢5 4.0.82
£)c6 5.0-0d5 6.b3 Q.e7 7.4b2 0-
0 8.dxc5 QA.xc59.2bd2 ¥e7 10.c4
d4 11.a3 a5 12.b4 axb4 13.axb4
Exal 14.%xal Q. xb4 15.Q.xd4
Hxd4 16. ¥ xd4 e5 17.%e3 He8
18.D)e4 HHxe4 19. Y xe4 £6 20.H)el
Ne621.Hd3 Hc8 22.Wxb7 Hxc4
23. % b8+ Wf8 24.¥%b6 Hd6
25.Hal Hc8 26.Ha6 Eb8 27.4.b7
fHc4 28.Ha4 H.xd3 29.exd3 Q.c5
30.2.d5+ Hh8 %-%

The easiest to ensure the draw is
31.%xb8 ¥xb8 32.8a8, etc.

(65) Spielmann — Rubinstein
Teplitz-Schénau (9) 1922
Scotch [C47]

1.e4 e5 2.9)f3 Hc6 3.d4 exd4
4.0))xd4 D6 5.5)c3 Qb4 6.H)xc6
bxc6 7.2.d3 d5 8.exd5 We7+
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9. %e2 Hxd5 10.Wxe7+ Hxe7
11.a3 §a512.§d2 Hxc313.Q.xc3
A xc3+14.bxc3 Q.e615.5Eb1 Hab8
16.Hd2 a5 17.c4 ¥d6 18.%Hc3
Eixb1 19.Exb1 ¥ c5 20.£4 g6 21.83
He8 22.Hel ¥d6 23.c5+! &xc5
24.Hes5+ &d6

Dangerous is 24...&b6?! 25.4.c4!, and
White has good compensation for the
pawn — Griinfeld.

25.Hxa5 Q.d5 26.9d4 Hel 27.c4
Neb6 28.c5+ Hd7 29.Ha8 Hd1l
30.%c3 Hcl+ 31.%d4 HEh1 32.a4
Exh233.a5 Hd234.%c3 Ha235.a6
h5 36.2h8 Ha3+ 37.&d2 Pe7
38.2b8 Has 39.%e3 A.d5 40.%d2
&Hf6 41.Hg8 HNe6 42.5h8 Je7
43.82b8 Af5 44.0.c4 Qeb 45.9d3
Ad5 46.82c8 &d7 47.2h8 Qeb6
48.82b8 He7 49.2h8 Qg4 50.0 c4
He651.0d3 Ad7 52.5b8 Qe8
53.Q.c4 9d7 54.0.d3 415 55.Q.c4
He6 56.04d3 Hf6 57.KHg8 Hd5
58.2h8 g5 59.2h6+ &g7 60.fxg5
Hxc5 61.Hxh5 Has5 62.2h7+ &g8
63.86 c5 64.5h5 2-%:

(66) Rubinstein — Tarrasch
Teplitz-Schoénau (10) 1922
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D34]
Notes by Kmoch.

Seventh Brilliancy Prize

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.)c3 ¢5 4.cxd5
exd5 5.f3 £ c6 6.83 )nf6 7.Q.g2
fAe78.0-0 0-0 9.a3

At that time, the variation introduced
by Réti, 9.dxc5 £xc5 10.2a4 was con-
sidered the strongest line. Since then,
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however, it has been shown that Black
could obtain forceful counterplay. Shall
we conclude that Rubinstein, the great-
est exponent of the system initiated by
6.g3, avoided this variation with cor-
rect judgment, because he at that time
clearly understood what others were
only to discern years later?

9...8e6

[Kasparov, in ECO, takes heed of
9...c4?]

10.dxc5 Q.xc511.b4 He712.8b2
He4?

This turns out badly. Preferable was
12...Ec8, but in any event White gets
the better game.

13.b5! Ha5 14.5\xe4!

This is to be observed in many of
Rubinstein’s games: he never clings to
an advantage in a routine manner. For
example, here he translates the weak-
ness of Black’s isolated pawn into an-
other form.

14...dxe4 15.)d4 Wd5

This is not good, but Black was in ter-
rible straits, e.g., 15...4d5? 16. £f5!,
or 15...2c4 16.Hxeb! ¥xd1l (if
16...5Hxb2? 17.%xd8 wins, or 16...fxeb
17.4d4!) 17.Haxdl Hxb2 18.2d7,
with a superior endgame. [16.9xe0! is
a forgotten refutation. ECO shows only
16.4.¢c3 %d5, with a slight edge for
White.]

16.%c2f5
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17.%c3!

Decisive.

17...c4

There is nothing else. The attempt
17...4f6? would lose the queen after
18.¥xa5 Axd4 19.8ad1 Ab6 20.¥c3!.

18.)xf5! Q6 19. ¥ xf6

White might have ended the game more
speedily by 19.2e7+ &h8 20.5xd5
Axc3 21.0xc3 Hxb2 22.Qxe4, win-
ning another pawn.

19...8xf6 20.5 e7+ HFf7 21.H)xd5
Axd522.Hfd1 Peb6 23.Q.c3 EfdS
24.Hd4 5 25.g4! Hd6 26.Had1l
Hxbs

Here the tournament book notes the
following sparkling variation: 26...4b3
27.gxf5+ Hxf5 28.HExd6! Axdl
29.4h3+ &f4 30.e3+ Sf3 31. Hf6+
Le2 32.411 mate.

27.gxf5+ Hf7 28.Hxd5 Hxd5
29.8xd5 H\xc3 30.Hc5! Hxe2+
31.9f1 OHf4 32.Qxe4 HAS
33.Hc7+ Hf6 34.Fel HeS8 35.f3
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£ds 36.Hxb7 £c3 37.8Bb4 »d5
38.Ha4 He7 39.3f2 b6 40.Has
Hc7 41.8983 Hd7 42.2a6+ &Hg7
43.9f4 H\)b6 44.h4 Hf7 45.%g5
h6+ 46.%f4 Hf8 47.a4 Hc7 48.a5
&Hc4 49.f6 Hd7 50.Hc6 HHxas
51.Hc8+ &Hf7 52.e5 Hb7
53.41f51-0

(67) Wolf-Rubinstein
Teplitz-Schonau (11) 1922
Four Knights Game[C49]
Notes by Kmoch.

Sixth Brilliancy Prize

1.e4 e5 2.5f3 H)c6 3.)c3 HHf6
4.9b5 Qb4 5.0-0 0-0 6.d3 d6
7.285 A xc3 8.bxc3 We7 9.Hel
Hd8 10.d4 Ag411.h3 Qh512.g4
086 13.Hh4 h6 14.H)xg6?

White gets the worst of it now. The right
move is 14.9f5! Axf5 15.4xf6 Wxf6
16.exf5 and White has a good game.

14...fxg6 15.Q.c4+ Hh7 16.Q.h4
g5 17.2483 Hf7 18. Yf3 Hae8
19.%e3 b6 20.4b5 HdS8 21.a4
Hh8 22.a5 HNg6 23.f3 Hf424.4.f1
Ph8 25.Q.xf4 gxf4 26.%f2 g5
27.d5 h5 28.Qg2 &g7 29.We2
Eh8 30.%f2 Ha8!

Preparing an attack on the other wing
as well.

31.Hebl &Hd7 32.%b5 hxgd
33.hxg4 &Hc5 34.HEh1 Eh4!
35.2xh4 gxh4 36.4h3 bxa5
37.%xa5 Wd8 38.Hb1 HbS
39.5Hb4 a6 40.%e2 Hb6 41.%al
&gb6 42.8d2 g5 43.Ebl Yb8
44.Hh1 a5!
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A pretty pawn sacrifice which cannot
be accepted: 45.%xa5 Eb2 46.%a3
Hb3+ 47.89d3 Wb5+48.c4 Wb6!

45.0g2 a4 46.%el Wh8 47.%c1
Ha6 48.0f1 Ha8 49.Qc4 a3
50.Qa2 Yh7 51.HEh3 &d7
52.%b1 ¥h8 53.2h1 &)c5 54.¥c1

e
///
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X
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//

//
////

54...Eb8!

The plan is now ready. With two merry pawn
sacrifices, Black obtains a decisive attack.

55.%xa3

Otherwise 55...2b2 ensues.

55...Ha856.%4b2h357.Q.c4 ¥h4
58.0.e2 ¥Wf2! 59.Hxh3 We3+
60.%el Ha4 0-1

(68) Rubinstein — Tartakover
Teplitz-Schoénau (12) 1922
Blumenfeld [E10]

Abridged from notes by Tartakover in
My Best Games of Chess 1905-1930.

1.d4 £)f6 2.5)f3e6 3.c4 c54.d5b5
5.e4

In his capacity as an established theo-
rist Rubinstein wants to refute the gam-
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bit by an ingenious counter-sacrifice,
which has, at any rate, the advantage
of being new. Recognized as the most
energetic line is the pin with 5.4.g5.

5...5)xe4 6.dxe6 fxe6 7.Qd3 &HHf6
8.5)g5 Ye7!

If8...g62 9.%f3 d5 10.cxd5 c4 11.dxe6
wins.

9.cxb5 d5 10.0-0 g6 11.Hel Qg7
12. %e2

Instead of the text move, which looks
for immediate dividends (in the shape
of the pawn on e6), a long and endur-
ing attack could have been planned by
12.&c3!? 0-0 13.f4.

12...c4 13.8.c20-0

Black transforms the loss of the e-pawn
into a sacrifice, and this permits him to
seize the initiative.

14.5)xe6 He8 15.\f4?

A turning point in the fight. More re-
sistance was offered by 15.2d4.

15...%f7 16.¥%f1 a6! 17.EHxe8+
Hxe8 18.5)c3 A b7! 19.%el d4
20.5)e4 axb5 21.9)g5

Or 21.5¢c5 Lc6! 22.8e4 6! 23.
fAxcb Hxcb 24.2d2 He8, and Black
still has the last word.

21...%%d7 22.55fe6 Ha6 23.4f4d3
24.9d1 h6 25.5Yxg87 &Hixg7
26.5)f3 He8 27.%a5 g5 28.Qe3
D5 29.¥b6 He6 30.%a7 Ye7
31.Hc1?
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With his usual quietude of mind,
Rubinstein prepares some sort of
counterplay against the c4-square, but
nevertheless such a renunciation of the
struggle around the e3-square is equiva-
lent to a semi-resignation! Astern defense
could have been put up by 31.£)d4, which
would have necessitated the utmost pre-
cision on Black’s part before he could
force the win: 31...Exe3! 32.fxe3 ¥xe3+
33.3f1 Wxd4! 34.%xb7 He3+ 35.Fel
Dc2+ 36.84xc2! Wgl+ 37.9d2 W2+
38.Fc3 xc2+ 39.9d4 ¥xb2+ 40. He3
We2+ 41.9d4 ¥f2+ 42.Fe5 Yf4+
43.8d5 &5+ 44.8d4 &f4+ 45. Yed
Yxed+ 46.Hxd4 Hb4! 47.a4 bxad
48.E8xa4 d2 49.Ba8+ &g7! 50.Eal c3
51.&f3 2, and Black wins.

31...2)xe3 0-1

As a matter of fact White has no de-
fense, e.g., 32.fxe3 Exe3 33.Hf2 N5,
threatening 34...d2 and 35...5)d3+.

(69) Kostié — Rubinstein
Teplitz-Schénau (13) 1922
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D31]

Notes by Kosti¢ from the Chess Ama-
teur, September 1924.

1.d4 d5 2.5f3 €6 3.c4 a6 4.cxd5
exd5 5.5\c3 Qe7 6.4f4 H)f6 7.e3
0-0 8.84d3 H\bd7 9.0-0 He8
10.Hcl c6 11.%c2 Hf8 12.He5
Hh5 13.483 Ad6 14.0f3 Hyxg3
15.hxg3 A.g4 16.5Ha4 Hc8?!

Better was 16...%f6.

17.91f5! QA xf5 18.&xfs Hc7
19.£)c5 Ece7 20.Hc3 £6 21.Hfcl
Ef7 22.Wc2f5 23.82b3 Wc8 24.24
£g6 25.Hc3 a5
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In order to prevent White playing b4-b5.

26.5b3 h6 27.¥d2 a8 28.&c2
HS8e7

[According to Trifunovic, Black had a
better defense in 28...2c8.]

29.5yxb7!

By this sacrifice White demolishes
Black’s apparently safe game by giv-
ing up the knight for four pawns.

29...Bxb7 30. % xc6 Wb8 31.Exb7
Hxb7 32.¥xd5+ &h8 33.%xf5
HDe7 34. % xa5 Exb2 35.Wc3 Ha2
36.Hal »d537.¥cl1 ¥c738.%f1
Eb2 39.2b1 Ha2 40.2al Hb2
41.Hb1 Ha2 42.Hal Hb2 43.5b1
Ha2 44.Hcl! &\c3 45.%h2 Was
46.5Hg1 Hd2

This move cost Black forty-eight min-
utes thought and the reason for it was
to stop 42.%¥vd3, which would cramp
Black’s game entirely.

47.%c4 ¥Wb4??

A blunder which s explained by the fact
that Black became confused in study-
ing too long this difficult position
which, as the following variations will
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show, is lost for him in any case: If
Black plays 47...5e4, then follows
48.%f7! Hxf2 49.%g6, and White has a
won position. 47... &h5+ 48.20h3 He4
49.8c2!' Bxf2 50.Hxf2 Hxf2 51.%c8+
&h7 52.%c2+ wins the knight, and

49...%d1 50.%c8+ &h7 51.%f5+ is
followed by mate in two.

48. % xc3 Hxf2 49.¥%xb4 Q xb4
50.e4 1-0

Vienna, November 13-December 2, 1922

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 T
1 Rubimstem x %» 1 % % 1 % 1 1 1 1 % 1 1 1 114
2 Tartakower » x 1 % % 0 1 % 1 1 % 1 1 1 % 10
3  Wolf 0 0 x % % 1 % % 1 1 % 1 1 1 1 9%
4  Tarrasch % B % x % 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 % % 1 9
S  Maréczy %W % % W ox %W o0 %1 %1 %W o1 1 1 9
6  Alekhine o 1 0 1 % x 0 ¥ % %W 1 1 1 1 1 9
7 Grinfeld » 0 % 0 1 1 x 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 8
8 Rétd 0 % % 0 % % 1 x 0 1 % 0 1 1 1 ™%
9 Bogoljubow 0 0 0 0 o0 % 0 1 x 1 1 1 % ¥ 1 6%
10 Vukovic o 0 0 1 % % 1 0 0 x 0 1 o0 1 1 6
11 Splelmanmmn 0 % % 0 0 0 0 %» 0 1 x % 1 1 1 6
12 Samisch % 0 0 0 % 0 0 1 0 o0 % x 1 1 1 5%
13  Takfics 0o 0 0 % 0 0 1 0 % 1 0 0 x % % 4
14 Konig o 0 0 %» 0 0 0 0 % O0 0 O0 % x % 2
15 Kmoch 0 % 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 ¥ % x 1%

Vienna 1922 - Sitting: L-R, Wolf, Rubinstein, Griinfeld, Tarrasch, Bogoljubow,

Spielmann, Maroczy, Standing: L-R NN, NN, Marco, Kmoch, Konig,
Tartakower, Takdcs, Vukovic, Sdmisch, NN, NN. Alekhine and Réti are missing.
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Just when some might have written him
off, Akiva bounces back in style. Plus-
nine, a point and a half ahead of the field
and two and a half points ahead of
Alekhine, Vienna was one of the greatest
tournaments of Rubinstein’s life.

Alas, he does notseem to have received
any financial reward for his effort. The
American Chess Bulletin of 1923 ran a
rather sad tale under the heading “Im-
pounding a Chess Prize.”

Akiva Rubinstein, who as in 1912, is
again getting the habit of monopoliz-
ing the best there is to be had in the
way of cash emoluments at the tourna-
ments in which he takes part, had a
curious, not to say shocking, experience
after the conclusion of the recent inter-
national congress at Vienna. As his
share of the booty distributed among
the masters in the form of prizes, he had
the snug sum of 8,000,000 crowns in
Austrian currency — considerable lug-
gage, all will admit. Departing from
Vienna, the master, who established his
chess reputation as a Russian, but now
represents Poland, ran afoul of the
Srontier officials, who, it appears, took
a livelier interest in cash holdings than
in the rest of his belongings. At any rate,
the net worth of the painful interview
was that the 8,000,000 crowns were
impounded, which of course meant that
Rubinstein and his Austrian money
parted company and he continued his
Jjourney alone, or with whatever foreign
change he may have had in his pocket.
The reason advanced for this strange
procedure was that releasing these
home-made funds and permitting them
to run amuck in strange lands would
assuredly result in the further depre-
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ciation of the Austrian exchange. At this
writing and basing calculations on
present New York quotations, the value
of the amount is exactly $120. Evi-
dently, Rubinstein must have procured
a through ticket, for he finally reached
Hastings safely in time for the opening
of the chess festival there. He holds an
official receipt for the money that he
left behind, but the authorities clearly
are not good correspondents, for his
letters of protest, so far, are without

reply.

The quality of the games from Vienna
1922 inspired 16-year-old Larry Evans
to write a book (Vienna International
Tournament 1922 — self published in
December 1948) on this event and the
future grandmaster did an excellent job.

(70) Rubinstein — Takdcs
Vienna (1) 1922
Nimzo-Indian [E32]

1.d4 HHYf6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 b6 4.e4
Ab7 5.24d3 Qb4 6.%c2 d6??
7. %ad+ Hc6 8.d5 Q. xc3+ 9.bxc3
wWd7 10.dxc6 Q.xc6 11.%c2 e5
12.5H)e2 ¥g4 13.2)g3 h5 14.f3
Wg615.0-0 h4 16..0f5 Xd7 17.a4
Hag8 18.a5 Wh5 19.axb6 axb6
20.Ha7 g6 21.5)e3 He8 22.50d5
&d8 23.Q.e3 Hf8 24.5)xc7 1-0

(71) Griinfeld — Rubinstein
Vienna (2) 1922
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D64]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.9)c3 &Hf6
4.0g5 H)bd7 5.e3 fe7 6.Xf3 0-
07.Hcl1c68.¥%c2He89.4d3 h6
10.4h4 a6 11.cxd5 exd5 12. Qg3
Hh513.Qh7+ Hh8 14.He5 Hf8
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15.)3xd7 Q.xd7 16.Q.f5 ¥cS8
17.4xd7 Wxd7 18.0-0 Hixg3
19.hxg3 Hae8 20.Ha4 f5 21.H)c5
Axc5 22.Wxc5 Hf6 23.Efel h5
24.%c2 Hh6 25.%d1 He4 26.f3
He7 27.%d3 Hg6 28.Hf2 ¥d6
29.f4 He4 30.2Eh1 Eh6 31.%e2
1i-Ya

Arthur Bisguier’s article The Greatest
Queen Pawn Players of All Time, which
appears in the second edition of Chess
Lists by Andrew Soltis, has Rubinstein
and Capablanca sharing the top spot for
their mastery of 1.d4. The following
game certainly helps make a good case.

(72) Rubinstein — Bogoljubow
Vienna (3) 1922
Griinfeld [D94]

Notes by Chernev from the Golden
Dozen.

This game was awarded the First Bril-
liancy Prize. Was it for its attractive
combinations, or for the superb strat-
egy that made them possible?

Early in the game Rubinstein obtains a
bit of advantage when he restricts the
mobility of Bogoljubow’s king’s
bishop. This advantage increases when
his rooks gain control of the c-file, with
one of the rooks seizing the seventh
rank. Then Rubinstein’s heavy pieces
penetrate by way of the black squares,
which Rubinstein has skillfully man-
aged to weaken.

Etvoila! Suddenly all sorts of sparkling
little combinations spring into life, ap-
parently without any effort on the part
of Rubinstein.
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1.d4d5 2.c4 c6 3.3 2)f6 4.5)¢c3 86
5.0f3 Qg7 6.9e2 0-0 7.0-0
Abd7

This natural move is weak, as it lets
White develop with gain of time, and
secure control of the c-file. Better
moves were 7...5e4, or 7..4g4, or
7...dxc4.

8.cxd5! Hyxds5 9.HHxd5 cxd5
10.%b3

“Achieving the positional refutation of
7..bd7. It allows: (1) Lasting pres-
sure on the queenside. (2) A speedy
occupation of the c-file.” — Larry
Evans.

10...f6

Not the happiest continuation, as will
be seen, but 10...2b6 is met by 11.a4,
with the threat of displacing the knight
by 12.a5. Perhaps Black should play
10...2b8, followed by 11...5c6.

11.8.d2 He4 12.8fd1 Hxd2

Bogol jubow now has the two bishops, but
at what a cost! He has made four moves
with the knight to exchange it for a bishop
which made only one move. Time is too
precious to be thus wasted! Moreover he
has made it possible for White to double
rooks on the open c-file. Notice that when
bothrooks occupy the file, there is a good
chance that one of them will get a foot-
hold on the seventh rank, from where
there is aroad leading directly to the king.

13.8xd2 Wd6 14.Ec1 b6 15.82dc2
Ab7 16.%a4!
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“A good move. Among other things it
prevents Black’s QR from moving.” —
Larry Evans.

16...26 17.8Hc7

The rook zooms up to the seventh rank.
The seventhrank is seventh heaven for
arook. Occupation of the seventh rank
by arook can strike terror into the heart
of the enemy king, however closely
guarded he may be.

17...b5 18.%a5!

And now White’s heavy pieces are all
stationed on the weakened black
squares, from which they cannot be
easily driven away.

18...Hab8 19.H1c5 Hfd8

Good moves are getting scarce. On
19...Bfc8, for example, the reply
20.Bxb7 wins a piece on the spot.

20.5)e5 A f6

This awkward-looking move is the pre-
lude to an ingenious defense. Should
Black play 20...&xe5 instead, the pen-
alty would be 21.dxe5 We6 (or
21...%xe5) 22.Exb7!, winning the hap-
less bishop.

21.5)c6 €6

Bogoljubow seems to have found a way
out of his difficulties. If White captures
by 22.6)xd8, then 22...2xd8 pins the rook
and regains the exchange, while if
22.5xb8 Exb8, followed by 23...4d8
again, recovers the lost material.

22.g31
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This is not merely a cowardly safety
precaution, but is indicative of Ru-
binstein’s long-range planning in pre-
venting an unexpected mate on the last
rank, or a perpetual check in one of the
variations.

[This move is also highly praised by
Mihai Marin in his acclaimed book
Learn from the Legends. There, on page
31, he writes:

His philosophy is brilliantly simple.

Since Black cannot improve his posi-
tion in any way, why should White re-
frain from making a generally useful
move, avoiding any back rank surprises
and restricting at the same time Black's
dark squared bishop?

By capturing at once on b8, White
wouldhave obtained the same position
as in the game, with the only difference
that his pawn would still be on g2. As
we shall see, this would not have deci-
sively influenced the further course of
the game, but it is always good to gain
an additional useful tempo at no cost.

When reaching such a situation, one
cannot know in advance whether such
small details will really count or not.
Sometimes they would, sometimes not
really. What is almost certain is that
they can hardly do any harm. There-
fore, this “do not rush” attitude is part
of every strong player s arsenal.

It is interesting to note that after 22.g3
Rubinstein will make another series of
active moves, even more impressive
than the previous series. It looks just
as if he took a deep breath before the
final attack.]
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22...Hdc8 23.5H)xb8 Hxb8

24.Q xb5! 4.d8

Obviously, 24...axb5 25.%a7 assures
White of an easy win.

25.%xb5 a6 26.%d7 Bf8 27.Bxb7 is
even stronger — Marin.

25.Q e8!

This is where the bishop was headed
for, and on the way there he captured a
pawn en passant, so to speak.

[Conventional wisdom for more than
80 years has praised the flashy 25.Qe8
but Marin believes 25.4f1, maintain-
ing an extra pawn in the middlegame,
would have been at least as strong.

He writes:

The problem is that the text move allows
Black to generate mass exchanges, get-
ting rid of his passive bishop and obtain-
ing some saving chances in a rook end-
ing. All the same, as we already know,
Rubinstein had nothing against such a
course of action.]

25...%f8
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There is no solace in 25... Axc7 26.&xc7
Wxc7 27.8Bxc7 Bxe8 28.8xb7, where
White, a pawn ahead, and with his rook
in a dominating position, has no trouble
scoring the victory.

[Marin gives 25...%f8? and writes that
Black should have played into the
variation given by Chemev and that
after 28...Hc8: “White will still need
to work in order to convert his extra
pawn.” Marin also points out that while
22.g3 has no decisive influence here,
or after his recommendation 22.4f1, it
does make a considerable difference
after the continuation chosen by
Bogoljubow.]

26.Hxb7!

Brilliantly played, and part of the com-
bination foreseen by Rubinstein. There
is a simple, brutal win by 26.Ax{7+
Wxf7 27.8Bxf7 Axa5 28.Bxb7 Bxb7
29.Hxa5 BExb2 30.8xa6, and Black can
resign.

26...Q xa5 27.Hxb8 ¥d6 28.Hb7
Ab6 29.Hc6 b4

Now we can see that Rubinstein’s per-
ceptive 22nd move, preventing mate or
a possible perpetual check, permits him
time at move 30 to strike the decisive
blow.

30.Q.xf7+ 1-0

Black faces all sorts of possibilities,
none of them pleasant. One course of
play might run: 30...®f8 31.4xg6
Wel+ 32.8g2 (courtesy of his twenty-
second move) 32...2d8 33.5c8 ¥a5S
34.b4. Rubinstein gives us another fine
specimen of black-square domination.
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(73) Tarrasch — Rubinstein
Vienna (4) 1922
Four Knights Game[C49]

1.e4 e5 2.5)f3 Hc6 3.5¢c3 Hf6
4.9b5 Qb4 5.0-0 0-0 6.Q.xc6
dxc6 7.d3 Qg4 8.h3 4 h5 9.%e2
Hd7 10.Hd1 He8 11.He3 f6
12.54f5 98 13.Q8.e3 H\c5 14.)83
Af715.82fd1 Wc816. Q4.xc5 Q.xc5
17.d4 exd4 18.H)xd4 Q. f8 19.¥¥f3
c5 20.)b5 a6 21.5\c3 Web 22.
Of5 Qg6 23.a4 Had8 24.%f4
O xf5 25, ¥Wxf5 ¥xf5 26.exf5 Ed4
27.&f1 He5 28.84 g6 29.fxg6
hxg6 30.5)e2 Exd1+ ¥%-%

(74) Rubinstein — Vukovic
Vienna (5) 1922
French [C12]

The player of the black pieces is the
author of the classic The Art of Attack.

1.d4 e6 2.e4 d5 3.5\c3 Hf6 4.0.85
b4 5.He2 dxe4 6.a3 Qe7 7.83
Ad7 8.8g2 Qcb6 9.4xf6 Qxf6
10.H)xe4 0-0 11.0-0 Hh8 12.f4
Wds5 13.5f2 &f5 14.%d3 a6
15.H2d1 HdS 16.h3 Qe7 17.84
Wbs 18.c4! Wxb2 19.H)85 A xg5
20.fxg5 b5

Desperate measures were necessary as
White was threatening 21.2b1 ¥a2
22.5l.

21.Hxf7 bxc4 22. ¥xc4 Q. xg2
23.Hxg2 Hcb6 24.Hf2 Hes
25.%Wxe6 He8 26.Hdf1 ¥Wxa3
27. %15 Hg6 28.¥d7 We7
29. % xe7 Hxe7 30.0g3 Hd7
31.0f5 £)f8 32.Hel a5 33.h4 a4
34.He3 g6 35..0h6 &g7 36.d5 a3
37.Ha2 Hxd5 38.Haxa3 Hxa3
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39.Hxa3 £)e6 40.Hf3 Hf8 41.Fes
Ebs 42.Hf3+ &e7 43.8Bf7+ &d6
44 .Fixh7 BHb4+ 45.%e3 Hb3+
46.5d2 &es5 47.He7 BEh3 48.h5
Eh2+49.%&c3 Bh3+50.&c4 gxh5
51.86 hxg4 52.g7 &f6 53.8f7+
Pes5 54.5)xg4+ 1-0

(75) Konig — Rubinstein
Vienna (6) 1922
Four Knights Game[C49]

Imre Konig, who passed away in 1992,
was the author of the well-received
From Morphy to Botvinnik. He was a
21-year-old student making a tough
debut in the international arena when
he played in this event. Kénig did much
better the second time around against
Rubinstein at Rogaska Slatina 1929 (he
drew with Black).

l.e4 €5 2.Xf3 Hcb 3.c3 &f6
4.9b5 Qb4 5.0-0 0-0 6.9 xc6
dxc6 7.5)xe5 He8 8.5d3 Q.xc3
9.dxc3 Hxe4 10.%f3 Hd611.H.€3
Afs5 12.Hfel Wh4 13.%f4 Whs
14.0.d4 £6 15.f3 ¥g6 16.Wg3 b6
17.¥xg6 Q. xg6 18.Q4 12

Larry Evans writes: “18.b3 had to be
played.” Unfortunately for Kénig
Black has 18...c5 19.2f2 c4! winning
material.

18...9)¢c4 19.)b4?

Evans is right that White’s last chance
is 19.b3 with the idea 19...£a3 20.82acl
Hxc2 21.Bxc2 Axc2 22.8d2 with
drawing chances.

19...)xb2 20.) xc6 Q.xc221.Q.83
Na4d 22.5Hxe8+ Exe8 23.5)xa7
Ha8 24.2b1 &H)d3 25.)b5 Q.xb5
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26.Exb5 Hxa227.h3 Ha7 28.Hd5
£c5 29.4f2 He6 30.2d7 Hf8
31.&h2 Ha2 32.Qe3 Hc2 33.:2d3
Le7 34.983 £5 35.£4 ¢5 0-1

Rubinstein had a free day in round
seven.

The following miraculous save had a
significant impact on the tournament.
Tartakover had started Vienna with 6%,
from 7 and had he won this game he
might well have taken first place.

Akiva’s escape rivals better known ex-
amples like Szabo-Botvinnik, Budapest
1952 and Emanuel Lasker-Edward
Lasker, New York 1924.

(76) Rubinstein — Tartakover
Vienna (8) 1922
Griinfeld [D75]

1.d4 ©Yf6 2.5f3 g6 3.c4 Ng7
4.5\c3 0-0 5.g3 d5 6.cxd5 Hyxds
7.082 c5 8.0-0 cxd4 9.H)xd4
Hxc3 10.bxc3 e5 11.)b5 Was
12.%b3?!

White’s chances for an advantage evapo-
rate after this move. He needed to try
12.»d6 with the idea 12...2d8? 13.£xb7!
Axb7 14.4xb7 Bxdl 15.Bfxdl ¥xc3
16.4.e3 with a winning position.

12... A.e613.c4 Hcb6 14.H.a3 EfdS
15.e3? e4!

Tartakover activates his bishop while
shutting down Rubinstein’s .

16.Had1 f5 17.f3 Hes 18..)d6
exf3 19.Q xf3?
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White had to muddy the waters with
19.5xb7.

19... H)xf3+ 20.Hxf3 H.f8?

Black was winning after 20...b5!
21.5Hxb5 Hxdl+ 22.%xdl Axc4
23.0d6 Axa2. Now Rubinstein is able
to simplify the position and eventually
set up an unbreakable fortress.

21.85ff1 Wc7 22.%d3 Q4.xdé6
23.8.xd6 ¥Wxc4 24. % xc4 Q xc4
25.5f2 Hd7 26.2Hd4 b5 27.Hfd2
Hc8 28.a3 Qe6 29.h4 Hf7
30.%f2 h6 31.a4 bxa4 32.Exa4
Hc6 33.Had4 a5 34.%Hf3 g5
35.hxg5 hxg5
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White to play and draw
36.e4!

Tartakover is quoted by Pytel as say-
ing that Rubinstein thought for 45 min-
utes before finding this move which
leads to a draw.

36...Hc3+ 37.H2d3

Tartakover set a small trap here:
37.84d3?? Exd6!.

37... Hxd3+ 38.Exd3 a4 39.&e3!
fxe4 40. & xe4! a3 41.Q xa3 Hf5+
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42. Hxf5 Hxd3 43.Q.c1 Hds5+
44 .Bes Heb 45.84!

This is the culmination of Rubinstein’s
idea. Black will need to use either his
king or rook to guard the g5-pawn. An
almost identical ending was reached in
D.Cramling-Winsnes, Stockholm 1988,
with the same result as the game.

45... He5+ 46.9f3 &d5 47.Q4.b2
Hel 48.9f2 He4 49.983 Heb
50.Q2c1 &Hf6 51.4b2+ Hg6
52.0.c1 Hel53.4.d2 Hb1 54.Q.€3
Hb4 55.%f3 &f6 56.0d2 Hb3+
57.0.e3 Ha3 58.&Fe4 Had+59.Hf3
Ha5 60.0.d4+ Leb6 61.Qe3 EdS
62.9c1

///
/////////
///?

/%7//
//////
=Qa//

62...3d6 63.8e3 He5 64.8d2
&d5 65.Q.c3 He8 66.Q0.d2 Hf8+
67.%g3 Hg8 68.%f3 ®Hd4
69.9e3+ &d3 70.Qcl Hg7
71.9f2 &c2 72.H e3 Hg8 73.Hf3
¥d3 74.9.c1 %-Y

Analysis by Euwe shows that Black’s
only winning plan — to post his rook on
the fifth rank and bring his king to d3 —
fails to a timely &.xg5.

74..8d4 75.4d2 Pe5 76.8e3 Hf6
77.8d4+ &gb 78.4e3 Eb8 79.2d2
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Hbs5 80.%e4 &f6 81.L4c3+ deb
82.4d2 &d6 83.84e3 Dcb 84.4d2
Pb6 85.8e3+ ®asS 86.4d2+ Pa4
87.8e3 &b3 88.2cl Hc2 89.4xg5
Exg5 90.2f4 Hg8 91.g5 &d3 92.%f5
&d4 93.g6 2d5 94.9f6 &6 95.8f7
Yol

(77) Maroczy — Rubinstein
Vienna (9) 1922
Four Knights Game[C49]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.)c3 Hf6
4.9b5 Qb4 5.0-0 0-0 6.Q.xc6
dxc6 7.5)xes5

Maroéczy adopts the same drawish con-
tinuation that K6nig did in round 6 but
manages to hold the position despite
Akiva’s attempt to make something out
of nothing.

7...He8 8.5)d3 § xc3 9.dxc3 Hxe4
10.4f4 £Hd6 11.Hel Hxel+
12.%xel Q5 13.b3 Wf6 14.%e5
Wxe5 15.4.xe5 He8 16.H4 xd6
cxd6 17.Hel Exel+ 18.H)xel d5
19.2f1 Hf8 20.He2 Fe7 21.Hd2
&d6 22.5hd3 g5 23.f3 h5 24..)b2
c5 25.c4 d4 26.H)d3 b6 27.a3 £6
28.%Fe2 Ad7 29.a4 H.c630.Hf2a5
31.83 e632.He2 Hf533.0f2h4
34.5)d3 hxg3 35.hxg3 &eb 11-Y;

(78) Rubinstein — Alekhine
Vienna (10) 1922

Griinfeld [D94]

Notes by Hans Kmoch (K).

1.d4 Hf6 2.c4 g6 3.0f3 Qg7
4.5c3 d5 5.e3 0-0 6.cxd5 HHxd5
7.8.c4

[Recent theory, including ECO, consid-
ers Keres as the originator of this varia-
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tion. This game is sufficient proof that
Rubinstein, at least, used it successfully
long before Keres. Interestingly, this
game is also cited in ECO.]

7..23xc38.bxc3¢59.0-0 HNc610.Q.a3
cxd4 11.cxd4 a6 12.Ec1 bs!?

(K) A neat combination. At the cost of
a pawn Alekhine relieves the threaten-
ing pressure on the position. As com-
pensation he gets the two bishops and
an unhindered development.

13.Q.xf7+ Hxf7 14.Hxc6 Qb7
15.Hc5

(K) Threatening 16.9g5, followed by
Wb3+.

[ECO (Bagirov) stops the game here,
with the assessment that White has the
advantage. As we shall see from the
game and Kmoch’s annotations, this
evaluation is mistaken, and Alekhine’s
sacrifice of the pawn is an interesting
idea. The most recent annotations to
this game, by I.Belov in Akiva
Rubinstein’s Chess Academy contribute
nothing new and are only a duplication
of Kmoch’s work.]

15...8.d5 16.%c2!

(K) But Rubinstein plays vigorously
also. His plan is not simply to carefully
hold his pawn, but more pertinently to
obtain attacking chances. If 16...4xf3
17.gxf3 Bxf3 18.%e4!, and though the
material is even once more, White has
a vastly superior position.

16...6 17.5c1 A.f8 18.He5 Q. xc5!

(K) After 18...BEb7 (or 18...Eg7)
19.8c8 Axa3 20.2Exd8+ Exd8 21.Ebl
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£.d6, followed by ...Ec7, Black has a
very strong game, though he is behind
in material. Why did not Black first re-
move his threatened rook? Because
White would not capture the queen, but
would offer a winning sacrifice! To
demonstrate: (a) 18... Eb7 19.e4 Axc5
20.dxc5 L4 21.Dxc4 bxcd 22.xc4;
(b) 18...Eg7 19.e4 Axc5 (or 19...4b7
20.%b3 ®e8 21. Bc7!, etc.) 20.dxc5
Ab721.c6,and if 21...Bc8or21...Bc7,
then 22.¥b3!. All these variations
would have been ruinous for Black.

19.5)xf7 Hxf7 20.0 xc5 Wg5!
21.83 Wg4?

It is a pity that by this error the game
which has been played by both sides
with great brilliance, comes to an un-
expected end. 21...%f5! had to be
played, whereupon 22.f3? would be re-
futed by 22...Axf3! If White exchanges
queens, the ending apparently must be
drawn.

=
s
1 {/;///gg/

22.f3!1 O xf3

Losing outright. More resistance was
possible with 22...%g5, but after 23.Eel,
followed by 24.e4, White must win.

23.Hf1 e5 24.e4! &g7 25.%f2
Axed 26. A8+ 1-0
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“A unique game in that Alekhine loses
so few, so soon!” — Larry Evans. The
only Alekhine loss the authors could
find after WWI that was shorter was
Keres-Alekhine, Margate 1937.

(79) Wolf — Rubinstein
Vienna (11) 1922
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 &Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.0a4 O)f6 5.0-0 d6 6.9 xc6+
bxc6 7.d4 Hxe4 8. % e2f59.dxe5
d5 10.2d1 c5

This looks loosening but is not easy to
refute.

11.c4 ¢c6 12.5Xc3

White may have had better in 12.2el
intending to transfer the knight to d3.

12... )xc3 13.bxc3 He7 14.cxd5
cxd5 15.c4 d4

Now Black has equalized.

16.50g5 A xg5 17.%h5+ g6
18.¥xg5 Wxg5 19.4.xg5 Neb6
20.Q.c1?

The start of a downward spiral. Wolf

would still have had good chances to
draw with 20.Babl.

20... §d7 21.Q.a3 &cb6
The weaknesses on c4 and e5 give
Black the advantage but there is still

work to be done.

22.Hacl f4
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Rubinstein prepares to encircle the e-
pawn.

23.&f1?

White was worse buthad to hang tough
with 23.Hel. Now Akiva finishes up
in customary fashion.

23... Ehf8 24.&e2 3+ 25.gxf3 Ef5
26.Hg1 Haf8 27.Hg3 Hxe5+
28.%9d2 He8 29.f4 He4 30.Hggl
Hxf431.Hg5 A f532.5f1 Hfe40-1

(80) Rubinstein — Spielmann
Vienna (12) 1922

Benko Gambit [AS57]

Notes by Kmoch (K).

1.d4 &6 2.5f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.c4
Ab75.a41?

[Another of Rubinstein’s ideas which
is still one of the main lines in this open-

ing.]
5...bxc4 6.5)c3 e6

[Perhaps 6...d6, followed by ...g6 and
...84g7, is preferable.]

7.e4 H)yxe4

(K) This sacrifice was tried by
Janowsky in a similar situation in the
game Haida-Janowsky, Marienbad
1925. In the Vienna tournament
Spielmann also essayed this against
Vukovic, and in fact with success.
[Recent practice shows that the alter-
native 7...exd5, leads to a better game
for White after 8.exd5 d6 9.8xc4.]
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8.5)xe4 exd5 9.5c3 d4

10. Q. xc4!

(K) If the threatened knight retires,
Black gets a very strong game by
10...d5.

10...dxc3 11. Q. xf7+

[According to Lputian, stronger is 11.0-0!,
for example, 11...8e7 12.5He5 d5
(12...0-0 13.Hxf7! Bxf7 14. Axf7+
Sxf7 15.8b3+) 13.2b5+ &f8 14.&h5
g6 15.4h6+ g8 16.%f3 Af617.2e8!
wins, or 11...d5 12.4b5+ Hcb (if
12...8¢6 13.%e2+ Ae7 14.9De5 Wb6
15.8%xc6 Hxcb 16.a5 ¥b7 17.bxc3 ab
18.8a4 Hc8 19.4g5 f6 20.Eabl)
13.2e5 Hc8 14.¥f3, with advantage
for White. As a matter of fact,
Rubinstein’s continuation also ensures
White a substantial advantage.]

11...Hxf7 12.%b3+ c4 13.He5+
g8 14. ¥ xb7 Hc6 15.LHxc6
Wes8+16.Qe3 cxb217.Wxb2dxc6
18.0-0

(K) The opening chapter is concluded
and has again shown that Rubinstein is
anything but materialistic. He is now a
pawn down, but his position is sound,
while the opposing forces exhibit po-
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sitional and dynamic weaknesses. As a
consummate attacking player,
Rubinstein understands how to turn
these circumstances step-by-step into
an advantage.

18...0d6 19.%c3 Web6 20.Hacl
&f7 21.Hfel Hhe8 22.A.f4 Wgb
23. Wxc4+ HF8 24.Q4 xd6+ ¥xd6
25.He3!

Mihai Marin, in his classic, Learn from
the Legends, offers this move high praise
and points to the similarities thatare soon
to occur between this game and
Rubinstein-Lasker, St. Petersburg 1909.

Marin writes of 25.8e3:

First of all, it creates the threat of a
direct mating attack, starting with
Ef3+ Eliminating the dangerous rook
with 25...Bxe3would not solve Black's
problem, since after 26.fxe3 the other
rook would threaten to deliver an
equally unpleasant check on f1.

The slightly less obvious threat is di-
rected against the c6-pawn. Once the
first rank has been secured, ¥xc6 be-
comes entirely possible. It is easy to
verify that Black cannot deal with both
threats at the same time. Therefore, he
chooses to give up the pawn.

25... Wd5 26. W xc6 ¥xcb6 27.Excb

(K) The gain of a pawn is decisive, as
the white rooks, at the same time, at-
tain a mighty effectiveness.

[Marin points out that if Black ex-
changes rooks with 27...Exe3 28.fxe3
a practically identical endgame to
Rubinstein-Lasker would have been
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reached! Opening transpositions are
quite frequent, but as Marin emphasizes
in the ending they are much more im-
pressive. This begs the question as to
whether Spielmann knew of the afore-
mentioned endgame and we are in-
clined to agree with Marin that he was
quite well acquainted with it.]

27...Hed8

[Strangely enough, the book Akiva
Rubinstein’s Chess Academy shows this
move as 27...2ad8, which results in
analysis by Lputian for non-existing
positions. We follow the text given by
all other sources.]

28.g3 Hd7 29.a5

[White is preparing to advance his
rook-pawntoa6to fix a permanent tar-
get on a7.]

29...2b8 30.h4!

[Akiva opens up action on another
flank. If the pawn reaches h6 it will
weaken and cramp Black. If the de-
fender stops the advance with ...h6 a
weakness on g6 will be created.]

0... Eb5 31.a6 Ha5 32.&g2 Ha2

[Spielmann prepares to seek counterplay
by attacking f2 but allows White’s pawn
to h5. Marin believes this to be the right
decision, that stopping h5 with 32...g6
would seriously weaken the kingside and
cannot be recommended with four rooks
on the board. His main line runs: 32...g6
33.Ef3+3g7 34. Bb3 Ee5 35.Eb7 Hee7
36.8Bxd7 BExd7 37.g4 with play very
much along the lines of Rubinstein-
Lasker.]
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33.h5!

(K) Rubinstein conducts the ending
with accustomed mastery. Now 34.h6
is threatened, and against this there is
no satisfactory defense.

33...Has

(K) If 33...h6, then 34.Hc8+ Bf7 35.
Bf3+ ®eb (or 35..%e7 36.Hg8 Heb
37. Be8+,etc.) 36.He8+ &d6 37.8d3+
&c738.Exd7+ xd7 39.Eg8 wins for
White.

34.h6 gxh6

[On 34...g6 Marin gives: 35. Bf3+ &e7
36. Bb3 &f7 37.8b7 Exb7 38.axb7
Bb5 39.Bc7+ &f6 40.Exh7 &g5
41.f4+ Sh5 42.g4+ Ixg4 43.He7 and
“Black cannot fight against both pawns
simultaneously.”]

35.8xh6 &g7 36.Hc6 HfS
37.Hec3 Hff7 38.f4 Hfe7 39.%h3
Ef7 40.H3c5 &f8 41.%h4 Fe7
42.8b5 Hf8 43.f5 Hfe7 44.84 Hf7
45.H%h5 Hel 46.9g5 Hee7
47.82b8 1-0

(K) There is no adequate defense. The
threat is 48.2h8 &g7 49.f6+! &h8
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50.8¢8+ and mate in two moves. In
addition, 48.8h6 is also threatened. A
game which repays careful study. A
masterpiece!

(81) Réti — Rubinstein
Vienna (13) 1922
Ruy Lopez [C86]

This game is a study of Rubinstein as
master of defense. — Kmoch.

1.e4 e5 2.0 f3 &) c6 3.4.b5 a6
4.0a4 £)f6 5.0-0 f.e7 6.%e2 b5
7.8b3d68.c30-09.d4 Qg4 10.d5
Has5 11.8.c2 ¢c6 12.dxcb6 Hxcb
13.a4 b4 14..Abd2 ¥c715.Q4d3 a5
16.Hc4 bxc3 17.bxc3 &HdS8
18.5)e3 Q. xf3 19. W xf3 Wxc3?!

Rubinstein typically preferred position
over material. Here he grabs a “hot”
pawn. Black could have kept the knight
out with 19...g6 which would have of-
fered equal chances but none of the ex-
citement which follows.

20..0f5 ¥c7

20...%xal 21.2h6 ¥xa4 22.Axg7 with
have given White a very strong attack.

21.8.a3?

31.4.e3! was much better as the bishop
is needed on both diagonals.

21... He6 22.%g3 Hfd8 23.Hfcl
Wa7 24.Hc6 Af8 25.Hacl Hh5
26.%g4 g6 27.Q.c4?

It was time to recover the pawn with
27.8xd6.
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27..5f6 28.%h4 He829.5\e3 Hd4
30.H5a6 Wd7 31.9Hd5 KHxab6
32.9.xa6 Eb8 33.Q.c4 &g7 34.f4
YWxa4 35.fxe5 Wxa3 36.Hf1 Wc5
37.5e3 Eb7 38.%/d8 £)c6 39. % xe8
Wxe3+ 40.Hh1 Hxe5 0-1

(82) Rubinstein — Kmoch
Vienna (14) 1922
Dutch [A91]

1.d4 €6 2.c4 15 3.g3 Hf6 4.8.g2d5
5.5h3 c6 6.%c2 4d6 7.0-0 0-0
8.b3 Ad7 9.2c3 ¥e7 10.4f4
£Ha6 11.Had1 QA xf4 12.gxf4 Hh8
13.%h1 h6 14.%d2 Hh7 15.H)g1
g5 16.0f3 Hg8 17.5He5 Haf8
18.%e3 Wg7 19.Hg1 Hf6 20.%%h3
Hb8 21.Ha4 He8 22.5\c5 b6
23.5)cd3 g4 24.%h4 HfS 25.f3
AHbd7 26.Hyxc6 Hgb6 27.¥f2
Hdf8 28.5H\ce5 h5 29.cxd5 ¥Whé
30.e3 Hg7 31.Hcl g3 32.hxg3
exd5 33.4h3 1-0

(83) Sd@misch — Rubinstein
Vienna (15) 1922
Queen’s Pawn [D02]

1.d4 d5 2.3 e6 3.4f4 c5 4.e3
Wb6 5.%cl1 Hf6 6.h3 Hc6
7.5 bd2 f.d7 8.c3 Ec8 9.Wb1
Ae7 10.4d3 0-0 11.5 e5 hé6
12.4.h2 HYxes5 13.dxe5 He8 14.0-
0 f5 15.exf6 Hxf6 16.c4 A.d6
17.4xd6 ¥xd6 18.Hd1 H.c6
19.%c2 We5 20.0)f3 Wd6 21.5Hd2
d4 22.exd4 cxd4 23.Hel Hh5
24.5\e4 Q. xe4 25.Hxed HFf4
26.Wd2 Hf6 27.Hael ¥2-%
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Hastings, December 27-January 4, 1922-23

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 T
1 Rubinstein x 1 % 1 1 % % 1 0 1 6%
2 Réti 0 x 1 1 0 1 % % 1 1 6
3  Siegheim o 0 x 0 1 % 1 1 1 1 6
4 Norman 0 0 1 x 1 1 % % % % 5
S Conde 0 1 0 0 x 0 1 1 1 1 5
6 Yates “n 0 % 0 1 x Y% 0 1 1 4%
7  Sergeant Yo 0 % 0 Y ox Y% oYh W% 3%
8 Blake 0 % 0 % 0 1 % x % Y% 3%
9  Drewitt 1 0 0 % 0 0 % % x % 3
10 Sergeant 0 0 0 % 0 0 % Y% Y% «x 2

Bruno Siegheim (1875-1952) played 15...4b7 16.2fd1 Hfd8

most of his chess in Johannesburg,
South Africa, where he was one of the
top players. He did very well at
Hastings 1922-23, tying for second
with Richard Réti.

(84) Rubinstein — Siegheim
Hastings (1) 1922/23
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D64]

1.d4 d5 2.3 5)f6 3.c4 €6 4.5)c3
Hbd75.2¢5 Qe7 6.e3 0-0 7.EHcl
c68.%c2h69.4h4a610.a3dxc4
11.Q.xc4 b5 12.Qa2 ¢5 13.dxc5
A xc5 14.8b1 ¥b6 15.0-0

EREN E
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According to Tartakover, White has the
advantage after 15.2d1!.
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17.Bxd7 Hxd7 18.H)e5 Hc7
19.Qxf6 gxf6 20.8h7+ HfS
21. % xh6+ He7 22.0g6+ fxg6
23.%g7+ &d8 24. Hd1+ Ad6
25. %18+ &d7 26. % f7+ &Hd8 -

“Rubinstein, though arriving on the
scene more than half an hour late (he
was usually late!), rapidly polished off
Norman.” British Chess Magazine,
February 1923.

(85) Norman — Rubinstein
Hastings (2) 1922/23
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D30]

1.d4d5 2.5)f3 €6 3.c4 a6 4.a4?! c5!
5.cxd5 exd5 6.2)c3 Hc6 7.83 Hf6
8.0482 He6 9.0-0 Qe7 10.Qe3
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Rubinstein in a contemplative mood.

Ng4 11.8d2? HHxe3 12. ¥ xe3 Af6
13.82fd1 cxd4 14.5)xd4 Hxd4
15.)xd5 £Hc2 16. %14 0-0 17.5Xc7
We7 18.Hacl 4.g5 19.%e5 Q. xcl
20.Hxc1

20...%b4!

Preserving his piece advantage, for if
21.5xeb fxeb 22.¥xeb6+ BEf7! 23 . Hxc2,
Black mates in three, and 21.Bxc2
Wel+ is followed by 22... Ah3 — The
Chess Amateur, February 1923.
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21.5)xa8 Hxa8 22.Qe4 Hd4
23.4d3 Wd2 0-1

(86) Rubinstein — P.W. Sergeant
Hastings (3) 1922/23
King’s Indian [E72]

1.d4 §Hf6 2.c4 d6 3.5)c3 g6 4.83
0g75.02820-0 6.e4 e57.d5 H\bd7
8.5)ge2 He8? 9.0-0 H\)b6 10.b3
Hhs5 11.Q9e3 A.d7 12.a4 f5 13.f3
f4 14.92.f2 £)c8 15.a5 a6 16.b4 g5
17.%d3 He7 18.c5 £Hgb 19.c6
bxc6 20.dxc6 H.e6 21.Hd5 He7
22.Hacl &Hyxds 23.exds5 Qf7
24.5Yc3 &6 25.gxf4 gxf4 26.4.h3
A.g627.915 Qxf5 28. ¥ xf5 Wc8
29. ¥ xc8 Hexc8 30.Ebl e4
31.fxe4 HDHg4 32.He2 f3 33.00f4
fHes5 34.083 QAd4+ 35.Fh1 f2
36.e6 Qa7 37.h3 Hf6 38.Q.xf2
Hxe4d 39.Hg1+ Hh8 40.Axa7
Hxa7 41.8bf1 Haa8 42.5g4 1-0
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(87) Réti — Rubinstein
Hastings (4) 1922/23
Ruy Lopez [C79]

Notes by Amos Burn (AB) from The
Field and J. H. Blake (BL) from Brit-
ish Chess Magazine.

1.e4 e5 2.)4f3 &Hc6 3.Q4.b5 a6
4.8a4 H)f6 5.0-0 d6 6.c3 b5
7.8.c2 Qe7 8.d40-09.a4

(AB) White gains nothing by this dem-
onstration on the queenside. 9.2el Ag4
10.8e3 would have been better.

(BL) This is of doubtful value when (as
in this instance) it neither secures ex-
clusive possession of the rook’s file nor
necessitates defense of the knight’s
pawn. 9.h3 preserves his center and
therewith his freedom of action.

9...2g410.d5?!

(AB) Better would have been 10.4e3,
followed by &bd2.

10...9a5 11.5bd2 c5 12.dxc6
Hxc6 13.e2 ¥b6 14.h3 Qd7
15.Hd1

(BL) 15.2b3, with 16.4.€3 to follow,
seems better. Black’s reply to the text
move finds the sensitive point in
White’s game; 16...b4, threatening if
the knight be moved ...b3 or isolation
of the c-pawn, has to be staved off
somehow, and White’s line only does
this temporarily.

15...Hfc8 16.axb5 axb5 17.Hxa8
Hxa8

(AB) The weakness of White’s move
of 9.a4 is now manifest. It has resulted
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in giving his opponent’s rook command
of the open a-file.

18.)f1 £)d8 19.5)e3 He6 20.5)f5
Af8 21.5h2 b4l 22.cxb4 Wxb4
23.0f1 g6 24.5h6+ Axhé
25.Q xh6 Hd4 26. Bxd4

(BL) The dilemma is serious. If 26.%d2
Hxc2 27.¥xc2 Qa4 28.¥d2 ¥xd2
29.Bxd2 Hxe4, and Black has a win-
ning position.

(AB) Desperation. Rather than lose a
pawn and be left with the inferior posi-
tion, White sacrifices the exchange, no
doubt hoping to obtain some attack with
his queen and bishop.

26...%xd4 27. %13 Hh5 28.H)e3

(AB) White is very short of time, hav-
ing to make six moves in two minutes.

28...0.€6 29.5)g4 Q. xg4 30.hxg4
&Hf4 31.g3 Hal+ 32.%h2 Hf1! 0-1

(88) Rubinstein — Conde
Hastings (5) 1922/23
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4d52.5f3e63.e3H)f64.84d3
H.d65.0-0 )bd7 6..\bd20-0 7.e4
dxe4 8.5)xe4 Hyxe4 9.Q xed Hf6
10.4.d3 b6 11.285 Ab7 12.%e2
fe713.Hadl
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The British Chess Magazine of Febru-
ary 1923 remarked:

A very curious coincidence occurred in
this round. The game Yates-P.W. Sergeant
opened: 1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 dxed
4.Nxe4 Nd7 5.Nf3 Ngf6 6.Bd3 Nxe4
7.Bxe4 Nf6 8.Bd3 Be7 9.0-O 0O-O
10.Qe2 b6 11.Bg5 Bb7 12.Radl. Thus an
identical position was reached — that
shown in the diagram — from two quite
different openings, only in the French it
was reached a move earlier. To make the
coincidence still more extraordinary, the
games were played on adjacent boards.
The games afterwards diverged widely,
and were both adjourned, much in
White s favor. Infact, Rubinstein won very
quickly the next day. Yates took rather
longer, but the result was never in doubt.

13...He8 14.c4 £Hd7 15.8.c1 4f6
16.5He5 We7 17.8.c2 Hed8
185 g4 OHOf8 19.%e3 HA7
20.5)xf6+ ¥yxf621.¥g3 We7 22.h4
Had8 23.Qe3 ¥b4 24.Qg5 He8
25.b3 ¥d6 26.4.f4 We7 27.Hfel
¥d8 28.h5 6 29.9 e3 We7 30.4.c1
Wf7 31.%g4 Hdd8 32.4b2 Hc8
33.He3 He7 34.Hdel ¢5

Black’s sealed move.

35.d5 Hec7 36.dxe6 ¥e737.h6 g6
38.%f4 Hc6 39.8.e4 1-0

The British Chess Magazine of Febru-
ary 1923 reported:

By his victory in the adjourned game
with Conde, Rubinstein had gone to the
head of the score. But Drewitt now got
him into a variation of the Four Knights
which has been extensively analyzed in
the Hastings Chess Club recently, and
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a strenuous fight ensued. The variation
is a tricky one, but Rubinstein emerged
from it without loss, and in the endgame
which resulted appeared in no danger
of defeat — until he made a curious
blunder, which left a forced mate on.

(89) Drewitt — Rubinstein
Hastings (6) 1922/23
Four Knights Game[C49]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hcb6 3.5Hc3 Hf6
4.8b5 A b4 5.0-0 0-0 6.d3 d6
7.8285 Axc3 8.bxc3 We7 9.Eel
Hd810.d4 Qg411.h3 Ah512.g4
A.g6 13.5)h4 h6 14.Q.c4 Heb
15.5)xg6 f=xg6 16.£4 Hh8 17. Q. xf6
Wxf6 18.Q.xe6 ¥xe6 19.d5 ¥f6
20.f5 Wh4 21.Wf3 c6 22.dxc6
bxc6 23.Had1l Hf6 24.%e3 gxf5
25.exf5 h5 26.%f3 g6 27.He2 gxf5
28.gxf5 Hg8+ 29.Hg2 e4?

29...Bxg2+ 30.&xg2 ¥gS+ 31.Hh2
HxfS was much better for Black.

30.EHxg8+ Hxg8 31.%g2+ Hh7??

31...®f7 meeting 32.Bbl with
32...Bxf5.

32.5f1??

32.Eb1 was winning on the spot.
32...&h6??

Black should play 32...d5 33.%h1 €3
34.Hgl ¥e4, etc. — Rubinstein. But
32...d5allows 33.Eb1 and White wins
immediately. Instead 32...e3 draws as

33.%h1 (33.Ebl &f2+) 33...d5 34.Egl
is met by 34...%e4.

33.&h1 d5??
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Black had to try 33...%g5 though after
34.%xe4 he is much worse.

34.Hg1 1-0

The game between Rubinstein and
E.G.Sergeant from round seven, which
was played on January 2, is one of two
missing from this tournament, but the
February 1923 issue of British Chess
Magazine provides some information:
“...The Polish master himself only
drew, after winning a pawn in an open-
ing in which E.G.Sergeant had hoped
to get a dead level game. In the
endgame Rubinstein had rook, knight,
and four pawns against Sergeant’s rook,
bishop and three pawns, but could not
see his way to win.” The opening was
one of Rubinstein’s favorites, the
Queen’s Pawn Game, and there was no
adjournment.”

According to A. J. Gillam’s booklet on
Hastings 1922/23 Rubinstein showed
up for this game 45 minutes late.

(90) Rubinstein — Blake
Hastings (8) 1922/23
King’s Indian [E72]

1.d4 £f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 d6 4.2)c3
265.83 2.876.8.820-07.e4 Hbd7
8.f4 He8 9.5\ ge2 f5 10.exf5 gxf5
11.0-0 Hef6 12. ¥d3 Hg4 13.h3
Hh6 14.9e3 Hf6 15.4f2 4.d7

16.5fel a6 17.%h1 b5 18..)g1 b4
19.5d1 $h8 20.Hcl WeS8 21. &e2
2Nhg8 22.5\e3 ¥Wgb6 23.Hc2 a5
24.9h2 a4 25.5\f3 Hed 26.H)h4
Wr7 27.Qexf5 Hc3 28.bxc3 Q. xf5
29.5Yyxf5 Wxfs5 30.Q0e4 Wf7
31.cxb4 cxb4 32.Hb1l HfbS
33.%d3 &Hf634.4f5 Eb735.Q. €l
Hab8 36.Hcb2 b3 37.axb3 Hxb3
38.2xb3 Hxb3 39.Hxb3 axb3
40.%'xb3 Hyxd5

41. b8+ Q8 42.Q e6! 1-0

The other missing game from the tour-
nament is the last round encounter
against Yates played on January 4th.
According to British Chess Magazine,
“Yates made a strenuous effort to avoid
the draw for which Rubinstein was
playing (as half a point was enough to
give him the first prize), but could make
no impression on a cast-iron defense,
and at last had to agree to a draw.” The
opening was a Ruy Lopez and the game
was adjourned once.

Carlsbad, April 27-May 22, 1923

Carlsbad 1923 was one of the most
miserable tournaments of Rubinstein’s
life. If Vienna 1922 was a sign of just
how well Rubinstein could play after
World War I, then Carlsbad 1923 was
an indication of how poorly things
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could go: he had a minus two score and
finished in twelfth place.

“Genius of chess combinations” — this
great title was awarded to Alexander
Alekhine by his contemporaries, who
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1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 T
1 Alekhine x 1 1 % 1 % 0 0 % % 1 1 1 1 % 1 0 1 1%
2 Bogoljubow 0 x % 0 % 1 1 % % 1 1 1 0 % 1 1 1 1 11%
3 Maréezy 0 % x % 1 % % 1 % % % % % 1 1 1 1 1 11%
4 Réd % 1 % x % % % 1 1 1 % 1 1 0 % 1 0 0 10%
S  Grinfeld 0 % 0 % x 1 1 % % 1 % % 1 % % % 1 1 1%
6 Nimzowitsch % 0 % % 0 x 0 1 % 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 o0 10
7  Treybal 1 0 % % 0 1 x 0 % % % % 1 % % 1 1 1 10
8  Yates 1 % 0 0 % 0 1 x % % 1 % 0 1 1 % 1 % 9%
9 Teichmann % % % 0 % % % % x % 0 % % % % 1 1 1 9
10 Tartakower % 0 % 0 0 0 % % % x % % % % 1 1 1 1 8%
11 Tarrasch 0 0 % % % 0 % 0 1 % x 0 1 1 % 1 0 1 8
12 Rubinsteln 0 0 % 0 % 0 % % % % 1 x 0 0 1 1 1 % 7%
13  Bernstein 01 % 0 0 0 0 1 % % 0 1 x % 0 1 0 1 7
14 Wolf 0 % 0 1 % 0 % 0 % % 0 1 % x 0 % 1 0 6%
1S  Simisch % 0 0 % % 0 % 0 % 0 % 0 1 1 x 0 o0 1 6
16 Thomas 0 0 0 0 % 1 0 % 0 0 0 0 0 % 1 x 1 1 8%
17 Spielmann 10 0 1 0 0 0 0 090 1 0 1 0 1 0 x O 5
18 Chajes 0 0 0 1 0 1 0% 0 0 0 % 0 1 o0 o0 1 «x 5

were bewitched by the sparkling com-
binational ideas of the Russian cham-
pion. But it took some time for even the
specialists to realize that Alekhine’s
combinations were always based on a
very solid positional foundation. Sac-
rifices and sudden tactical blows made
his strategic qualities far more power-
Sul. Alekhine was in fact the founder of
a universal style, where strategic and
tactical means are fully integrated into
a general game plan. — Garry Kasparov
in My Great Predecessors: Part |

The following game is one of
Alekhine’s greatest combinational mas-
terpieces.

(91) Alekhine — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (1) 1923

Queen’s Gambit Declined [D64]
Notes by Alekhine.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5Yf3 HYf6 4.5)c3
De75.0g5 Hbd7 6.e3 0-0 7.Ec1
c6 8.Wc2 a6

In my opinion better than 8...h6, upon
which White could have replied advan-
tageously 9.4f4.

9.a4

The move 9.a4 cannot pretend to yield
any advantage, since Black can answer
it by 9...2e4!

9...He8 10.8d3 dxc4 11.Q.xc4
Hds

We now realize the idea conceived by
Black — a fusion of the new defensive
system (...a6) with the old system
(..dxc4and...&d5), inthe hope of thus
profiting by the weakening of the b4-
square created by the advance of
White’s a-pawn.

12. Q4 H)xf4 13.exf4

[The idea of accepting doubled f-pawns
and sometimes an isolated d-pawn is
known from several openings and was
successfully employed on numerous
occasions by Rubinstein who often
used this scheme with both colors (1.d4
dS 2.4f4 e6 3.e3 Ad6 4.5f3 QAxf4
5.exf4 and 1.d4 d5 2.5f3 £6 3.e3 Af5
4.8d3 e6 as well as various lines of
the Queen’s Gambit Declined). Another
example of this structure occurring is
in the Exchange Slav via 1.d4 d5 2.c4
6 3.cxd5 cxdS 4.9c3 6 5.0f3 Hch
6.8f4 e67.2d3 Ad6 8.e3 Axf4 9.exf4.
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Curiously, Rubinstein’s most famous
game with the setup is this defeat play-
ing against it. Alekhine also lost adopt-
ing this formation against Lasker at
New York 1924. Here it occurs under
much more promising circumstances
for the player with the doubled pawns.

Kasparov in My Great Predecessors:
Part I points out that Botvinnik also
adopted the d4 and f4 “horns” against
Ragozin (Leningrad 1930) and Menchik
(Hastings 1934/35) and quotes
Botvinnik’s commentary about such
structures: “ White agrees to give up his
bishop on f4 for the knight. On a dog-
matic evaluation all the advantages will
be on Black’s side: thetwo bishopsand a
spoiled pawn formation for the opponent.
But a concrete approach shows that White
has a considerable lead in development
and the opportunity for play in the cen-
ter, and these factors outweighthe other.”]

13...c5

This move, which goes against the gen-
eral principle of not opening up fresh
lines to a better developed opponent,
is dictated by the wish to eliminate
White’s troublesome pawn on f4.

14.dxc5 ¥c7!

The usual complement to the previous
move. If now 15.g3 ¥c6 16.4.e2 e5!,
and Black would have freed himself
once and for all.

15.0-0! ¥xf4 16.5e4!

This pawn sacrifice is the only way to
keep the initiative.
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16...)xc517.Hxc5 H.xc518.0.d3
b6 19.8. xh7+ Hh8?

This seemingly plausible move (and not
the next move, as the majority of annota-
tors have thought) is the decisive mistake!
After 19... $f8!, Black’s king would be
less endangered than after the text move,
and it would have been very difficult for
White to show how he could win, despite
his positional superiority.

20.Q.e4 Ha7?!

If20...B2b8 21.g3! Now 21...%f6 22.b4
A.d6 (else 23.%c7! follows) 23.82fd1
We7 24.8.c6 Bd8 25.8d4 g6 26.%d2!
& g7 27.8Bd1, and White wins, or
21..%%d6 22.8fd1 ¥e7 23.5e5 Wc7
24.%%c3! a5 25.9c6 and 26.¥f3, win-
ning for White.

[Modern analysis with the computer
has overturned Alekhine’s analysis
here. White does not win in the line
20...Eb8 21.g3 ¥f6 22.b4 Ad6
23.8fd1 ¥e7 24.4.c6 Ed8 25.8d4 gb
26.%d2! &g7 27.8d1 as Black has the
resource 27... &xb4! Instead the silicon
oracle proposes 27.8h4! e5 (27...Eh8
28.Bxh8 ®xh8 29.5d1! Ac7 30.¥h6+
g8 31.9g5) 28.%h6+ Hf6 29.Hel
winning.]

21.b4! A8 22.Wc6 Hd7 23.83!
Ybs

No better is 23...¥d6, for example,
White wins after 24.%c4 g8 25.2.c6
Hc7 26.8fd1 We7 27.%d3!.

24.5)g5! Hed8
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25.Q.g61

The coup de grace. Should Black cap-
ture the bishop, the following mating
variation would ensue: 26.% e4! Axb4
27.%h4+ g8 28.8h7+ Hf8 29.%h8+
De7 30.%xg7+ FeB8 31. ¥g8+ Af8
32.¥xgh+ Pe7 33.%xe6 mate. Black
is consequently forced to sacrifice the
exchange, after which his game is hope-
less.

25...%%e5 26. ) xf7+ Bxf7 27. Q. xf7
Wf5 28.Hfd1 Hxd1+ 29.Hxd1
Wxf7 30.Wxc8 Hh7 31.%xab
Wf3 32.%d3+ 1-0

Oscar Chajes (1873-1928) is probably
best known for being the last person to
defeat Capablanca, at New York 1916,
prior to Capa’s eight-year undefeated
stretch from 1916 to 1924. Chajes (pro-
nounced “HA-yes”) was the winner of
the 1909 Western Chess Association
Championship in Excelsior, Minnesota,
which was grandfathered in as a U.S.
Open when the American Chess Fed-
eration (a successor to the Western
Chess Association), merged with the
National Chess Federation in 1939 to
form the current United States Chess
Federation.

(92) Rubinstein — Chajes
Carlsbad (2) 1923
Old Indian [A54]

1.d4 Hf6 2.5)f3 d6 3.c4 Hbd7
4.5)c3c65.83e56.Q282 Qe77.0-
0 0-0 8.e4 ¥c7 9.b3 Hd8 10.4.b2
Hf8 11.h3 He6 12.%d2 a6 13.d5
Hf8 14.a4 Hg6 15.a5 ¢5 16.2fb1l
Ad7 17.2.¢c1 Bdb8 18.Ha3 b5
19.axb6 Exb6 20.Wa2 Wb7
21.8.e3 Hh5 22.Hal h6 23.&Hh2
Hb8 24.%e2 &OYf6 25.9Hel Hh7
26.h4 &H)f6 27.f3 H)hs 28.4.f2
¥c8 29.8Hb1 f5 30.exf5 Q xf5
31.9e4 &Hf6 32..0d3 Wc7 33.9g1
Hf8 34.Haal Hyxe4 35.fxed Qg4
36.%e3 Hfb8 37.Ha3 a5 38.2)b2
H6b7 39.5a4 Q.d8 40.5)c3 Ye7
41.5H0b5 .d7 42.4f1 Hf8 43.Q el
Ha8 44.9g2 Qb6 45.%e2 Hh7
46.Hbal Q. xbs5 47.cxb5 Hba7
48.%h2 OHf8 49.04h3 YWes8
50.4d2 Hf7 51.Qe3 Haa7
52.&g2 Hab7 53.&%h1 Qd8
54.0.f1 Hf6 55.%g4 Hg6 56.%Yh3
Hh7 57.0e2 Hf6 58.5Hg1 H)f8
59.Haal g6 60.¥g2 Wes8
61.4d2 Ha7 62.Hgf1l Hxf1+
63.8xf1 A7 64.Q.e3 ¥g6 65.h5
We8 66.Wf3 H)f6 67.%f5 &d7
68. W xd7 BExd7 %-%

Jacob Bemstein is a mysterious figure
in American chess. No immediate rela-
tion to Osip or Sidney, he has almost
no biographical information in Gaige’s
Chess Personalia. What is known is
that he wonthe New York State Cham-
pionship in 1920, 1921 and 1922 which
may have contributed to the decision
to invite him as one of the two (with
Chajes) American representatives at
Carlsbad. His score of 7-10, including
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a victory over Bogoljubow (as well as
the following win) indicates he was a
strong master as does his 5-6 score at
Pasadena 1932.

(93) J. Bernstein — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (3) 1923
Queen’s Pawn [A46]

Notes by Jacob Bernstein from the
American Chess Bulletin, 1923.

1.d4 &Yf6 2.5)f3 €6 3.Q4.85 c5 4.c3
ds5 5.e3 Hc6 6.)bd2 A.d7

The bishop does not belong here.
6...2e7 should be played.

7.83 h6 8.4.f4 Qe7 9.Q.82 0-0
10.h4 5Hh5 11.5e5 &) xf4 12.gxf4
Hxes5 13.dxe5 d4

To prevent my castling on the
queenside.

14.%g4 £5 15.%g3 dxc3 16.bxc3
Ae8

/
///
iﬁ

" /»%
1w o adw
2y

The bishop has no good place to go and
intends to land at hS5.

17.e4 Q.c6 18.2d1 ¥e8 19.Hgl
Wf7 20.Q.h3 Hh8 21.exf5 exfs
22.5f1
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Not 22.8.xf5, because of 22...4xh4
23.%g4 .5, etc.

22...Hg8 23.He3 g6 24.c4 h5
25.082 O xg2 26.Hxg2 Web
27.Hd5 H.d8 28.%Wb3 Wc6
29.8h2 Hg7 30.&f1a631.a4 Hd7
32.%g2 Hb8 33.H83 b5 34.f3
Hbb7 35.axb5 axb5 36.Ha2 &g7
37.cxb5 Wxbs

If 37...Bxb5, then 38.¥¥c4, followed by
eb6.

38.%xb5 Hxb5 39.e6 Hdb7
40.2a8 Af6

In answer to 40...Eb8 I would have
played 41.Edal.

41.He8 c4

The piece is lost and with it goes the
game.

42.e7 fQxe7 43.Hxe7+ Hxe7
44.)xe7 ¢c3 45.5)c6 Hf7 46.Kcl
Hc5 47.)d4 Hc4 48.9Hb5 c2
49.55d6+ 1-0

(94) Rubinstein — Spielmann
Carlsbad (4) 1923
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D33]

1.d4 d5 2.9)f3 ¢5 3.c4 €6 4.cxd5
exd5 5.8 c3 £)c6 6.g3 H)f6 7.Q4g2
cxd4 8.5Yxd4 H.¢c5 9.5Hb3 Qb6

Recent theory recommends 9...2b4 as
played by Marshall against Akiva at
Breslau 1912 but the text is certainly
playable.

10.0-0 A.e611.4.85 h6?
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Black obtains some compensation for
the sacrificed pawn but not quite
enough. Objectively 11...0-0 was
sounder.

12. 84 xf6 Wxf6 13.55xd5 Q. xd5
14. % xd5 0-0 15.Habl Had8
16.%13 ¥es5 17.e3

Step by step Akiva is neutralizing
Black’s initiative.

17...a5 18.Hfd1 HExd1+ 19. % xd1
a4 20.)d2 HdS8 21.%e2 Web
22.b3 He5 23.H)c4 axb3 24.axb3
Ac7 25.5yxe5 Q.xe5 26.Q.xb7

The win of a second pawn leaves no
doubt of the final result.

26... b6 27.%f3 Hd2 28.Q.e4 g6
29.%g2 h5 30.h4 g7 31.24d5
Af6 32.Hcl Wd6 33.e4 We7
34.%e3 Ha235.%b6 Q.e536.Hd1
wd7 37.2d3 %e7 38.b4 Hb2
39.b5 ¥d7 40.Q.c4 ¥g4 41.%4b7
Hh6 42.Hf3 Hc2 43.4d5 Af6
44 .Fix£f6 1-0

(95) Réti — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (5) 1923
Réti [A09]

1.50f3 d5 2.83 £)f6 3.0.82 86 4.c4
d4 5.d3 Q87 6.b4 0-0 7.)bd2 c5
8.5 b3 cxb4 9.4b2 & c6
10.)bxd4 Hxd4 11.8 xd4 b6
12.a3!

Réti is playing the Benko Gambit with
colors reversed more than forty years
ahead of schedule!

12... 4b7 13.Qb2 bxa3 14.Hxa3
Wc7 15.%al £)e8 16.Q.x87 H)xg7

17.0-0 He6 18.Hb1 H.c6 19.d4
Ne4 20.Hd1l a5 21.d5 Hc5
22.5d4!

The knight is heading to c6. Rubinstein
normally lost due to tactical failings but
here he is being outplayed positionally.

22... D xg2 23.Hxg2 Efd8 24.5)c6
Hd6 25.He3 He8

Mardéczy considered the lesser evil to
be parting with the exchange —
25...Bxc6 26.dxc6 ¥xc6+. Kasparov
agrees that such a knight cannot be al-
lowed to remain on the board but also
feels thatafter 27.f3 White should even-
tually win.

26.%e5 f6 27. b2 e5 28.¥b5
Hf7 29.8b1 Hd7 30.f3

30...£b8 31.Hxb8 Exb8 (31...&xb8
32.c5!) 32.c5! BExd5 33.%b3 Wxc5
34.BEd3 Ebd8 35.Ebdl a4 36.%a2
®eb 37.e4 winning — Kasparov.

30...Hc8 31.2d3! e4 32.fxe4 Hes5
33.Wxb6! Hxc6 34.c5! HA7
35.dxc6 Hxd3 36. % xc7+ Hxc7
37.exd3 Hxc6 38.2b7+ He8 39.d4
Hab6
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40.Hb6! Ha8 41.Hxf6 a4 42.Hf2
a3 43.Ha2 &d7 44.d5 g5 45.9f3
Ha4 46.He3 h5 47.h4 gxh4
48.gxh4 Fe7 49.%f4 Hd7 50.Hf5
1-0

“An amazingly clean, instructional
game — a model example of the ideas
of hypermodernisim” writes Garry
Kasparov in My Great Predecessors:
Part 1.

Réti may have won that battle, but
Rubinstein won their war scoring +9, -
4,=9 in 22 games played between 1908
and 1928.

Sir George Alan Thomas (1881-1972)
was not only an International Master
and Intemational Arbiter but also an
inaugural member of the World Bad-
minton Hall of Fame. His best result
was his tie for first at Hastings 1934/
35 with Euwe and Flohr ahead of
Capablanca and Botvinnik (he defeated
both of them).

(96) Thomas — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (6) 1923
Ruy Lopez [C77]

1.e4 e5 2.4f3 &Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.9a4 HOH)f6 5.%e2b56.4b3 H.c5
7.a4 EbS8 8.axb5 axb5 9.H)c3 0-0
10.0-0b4 11.4d5d6 12.h3 H)xd5
13.8.xd5 He7 14.8.c4 HEg6 15.d3
W6 16.h2 Hnf4 17.%f3 g5
18.8e3 h5 19.Q4xf4 gxf4
20.%xh5 &g7 21.5f3 HhS8
22.%gs5+ g6 23 .Hfd1 ¥xg5
24.55xg5 Hf6 25.5f3 Ad7
26.511 HEbg8 27.c3 bxc3 28.bxc3
Hg7 29.d4 exd4 30.cxd4 Qb6
31.5)el He8 32.e5+ Le7 33.Ha3
dxes 34.dxe5 §.c6 35.8.d5 EdS
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36.4f3 Qb5+ 37.&gl EHggs
38.Hb1 Q.c4 39.5Hc3 HQeb6 40.Hf1
Hd2 41.Q.e2 Ha8 42.82d1 Hxd1
43.Q xd1 Hal 44.&e2 QHas
45.8f3 Q.c4+ 46.)d3 Qb5 47.h4
c548.h5 c4 49.5h3 cxd3+ 50.%f3
Hxd1 51.h6 Hf1 0-1

(97) Rubinstein — Griinfeld
Carlsbad (7) 1923
Griinfeld [D94]

1.d4 HOf6 2.c4 g6 3.6f3 Qg7
4.5c3 d5 5.e3 0-0 6.cxd5 Hxd5
7.8.c4 Hxc3 8.bxc3 c59.0-0 Wc7
10.%e2 Hd7 11.e4 H)b6 12.4b3
Ag413.0e3 c4 14.Q.c2e515.h3
Axf3 16. W xf3 exd4 17.cxd4
Had8 18.5Hfd1 ¥d7 19.Habl &) c8
20.a4 He721. 485 £6 22. 8. c1 Hcb
23.d5 He5 24.¥c3 g5 25.f4 gxf4
26. Q. xf4 Ec8 27.Qxe5 fxeSs
28.Eb4 Wc7 29.d6 ¥c5+ 30.%h1
Hf2 31.d7 Hd8 32.Hxc4 &f8
33.2.d3 46 34.Hc8 Wg7 35.Q4.f1
Wg5 36.%c4+ g7 37. Wd3 Qe7
38.%g1 Hff8 39.5c7 b6 40.Hxa7
Ac5+ 41.9h1 Qe3 42.5Hc7 Hf3
43.Q.e2 Hf2 44.Hgl A.d445.Hh2
h546.&h1Ef747.5f1 Hfxd7 48.
Hxd7+ HExd7 49.%f3 Q.¢550.Q.b5
Hc7 51.8.c4 h4 52.8a2 &h7
53.2.d5 &g7 54.%d1 Q.d4 55. W13
Wf4 56.%d1 ¥g5 57.8b1 &d2
58.a5 Hc2 59.Hf7+ &g6 60.%f1
Hcl ¥%-%

Karel Treybal (1885-1941), younger
brother of FrantiSek Treybal, was a
strong Czech master. Though never a
professional he was among the top 50
players in the world for much of his life.
Treybal played for Czechoslovakia in
three chess Olympiads including 1933
where they finished second. His best
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individual result was Carlsbad 1923
where he shared sixth place and de-
feated Alekhine.

Treybal died during the Nazi occupa-
tion of Czechoslovakia. On May 30,
1941, he was arrested and later charged
with concealing weapons for use by
resistance forces and the illegal posses-
sion of a pistol. It is not known whether
these charges had any foundation. He
was condemned to death and executed
on October 2.

(98) K. Treybal — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (8) 1923
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.5)0f3 Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.0a4 Hf6 5.0-0 d6 6.d4 b5
7.4b3 Hyxd4 8.5yxd4 exd49.8.d5

9.¥xd4?? ¢S5 followed by 10...c4 is the
Noah’s Ark trap. This whole line causes
Black no problems and Rubinstein and
his two bishops gradually gain the ad-
vantage.

9... &yxds5 10.exd5 Qe7 11.¥xd4
0-0 12.5Hc3 Q.16 13.Wd3 HeS8
14.a3 g6 15.Qe3 Af5 16.%d2
Ag7 17.24g85 ¥d7 18.f3 f6
19.4h4 ¥f7 20.xfel g5 21.A4f2
Wgb 22.5)e2 g4 23.fxg4 ¥xg4
24.5)g3 Qg6 25.Hxe8+ Hxe8
26.Hel Hes 27.Hxes fxe5 28.h3
Wwf4 29.%d1 Qh6 30.)f1 We4
31.H83 Wxc2 32.¥g4s Af4
33.%c8+ Hf7 34.50f1 A.g5 35.h4
Ne7 36.84 Wc1??

Rubinstein has misplaced his hand the
past few moves but could still hold the
balance with 36...8 e4 tying White’s

bishop to f2. Instead he plays like a man
with no sense of danger.

37.%e6+??

37.8e3! won on the spot. White fol-
lows with 38.%/g4+ followed by either
fAh6+ and Ag5 or Ag5 straight away
depending on where the black king
goes.

37... Le8 38. W c8+?? Hf7 -V

Although Carlsbad may have been a
disaster for Rubinstein, there was some
consolation in the following brilliant
strategic effort against his long-term
“customer.” Tarrasch had only draws
and losses in twenty games with
Rubinstein.

(99) Rubinstein — Tarrasch
Carlsbad (9) 1923
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D34]

Notes by Kmoch (K) and Razuvaev
(R).

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5 c3 c5 4.cxd5
exd5 5.3 £)c6 6.3 Hf6 7.0.g2
He7 8.0-0 0-0 9.2g5 Aeb
10.dxc5

[10. BEc1 was Rubinstein’s choice
against Salwe at the triangular tourna-
ment £.6dz 1908.]

10...8.xc5 11.H)el

[This idea of Rubinstein’s has never
caught on with attention divided be-
tween the technical 11.8xf6 ¥xf6
12.5xd5 ¥xb2 13.5¢7 HEad8 14.%cl
®xcl 15.Hacl (as seen in Rubinstein-
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Schlechter, Prague 1908 — one of the
first tests for this line) and 11.Ec1.]

1... d4 12. Q. xf6 ¥Wxf6 13.HDe4
We7 14.5)xc5 ¥Wxc5 15.5d3 b6

(K) Black, who, in this variation, usu-
ally has to contend with difficulties,
now stands quite well: the pawn at d4
is apparently well protected, and exerts
pressure on the opposing position. Were
White to remain passive, he would
quickly get an inferior position.

16.5f4!

h— o
2
7—A>
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7@/ -

//
/

(K) Another of the spirited variations,
which can often be observed in
Rubinstein’s play. The close position,
which is quite satisfactory to Black, is
at one stroke converted into an open
game. White sacrifices a pawn in order
to get a brisk attack.

(R) In the stem game with the continu-
ation 11.&8e1, Dus-Chotimirsky-
Leonhardt, Carlsbad 1911, White ob-
tained a slight advantage after 16.%d2
Hac817.Efcl £e7 18.b3. Rubinstein’s
pawn sacrifice is an attempt to improve,
undoubtedly home preparation. Now
Black can play 16...4f5, but White re-
tains the initiative after 17.%d2.

16... % xb2?!
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(K) This should not have been played.
16...Efe8 would have been better.

[We agree that 16...Bfe8, as played by
Euwe and Stoltz against Flohr in the
1930s, limits White to a small advan-
tage after 17.%vd2.]

17.)xe6 fxe6 18.Eb1l Wxa2
19.82xb7

(K) A position after Rubinstein’s heart:
his opponent has a pawn in sooth, but
his game evinces several weaknesses,
and the knight is powerless against the
strong bishop.

19...%a6 20.&b3! £Hd8

(K) For 20...525? would be refuted by
21.¥b5! ¥xbs 22.8Bxbs.

[Black escaped his troubles in Sutiman-
Ghitescu, Bucharest 1963, after
20...Bae821.84xc6 Wxc6 22.Exa7 We4
but White had much stronger in 21.&b2
as in the game continuation. The threat
of 22.8al is quite powerful.]

21.Hd7 Ec8 22.%b2! e5 23.Hal

(K) Very strong was also 23.f4. But the
text is more logical. If now Black an-
swers 23...Wb6?, 24.Baxa7! follows,
with the threat of mate on g7.

23... 816 24.e3!

Rubinstein answers the threat to f2 in a
way that does not tie down any of his
pieces. He correctly judges that the
potential weakness of the pawn on e3
will not play a role in the upcoming
battle.
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24... dxe3 25.fxe3 &Hc6 26.¥yd2!
Hbs?

(R) Black succumbs to the pressure.
Correct was 26...e4, with chances for
better resistance. Now White achieves
a steady advantage.

[Certainly 26...e4 is better than what
Tarrasch played but after 27. ¥d5+
&h8 28.Ef1 ¥c3 29.&xe4 White is still
better.

A bigger challenge for White is what
to do if Black gets out of the way of
27.8d5+ and does not try to hang on
to material with 26...&h8. The prob-
lem for Rubinstein would then be how
to increase the pressure in a position
where White’s forces are already opti-
mally placed and pawns are on only one
side of the board. Even if White wins
back the pawn on a7 and the one on e5
the chances of a draw are still high as
rooks and queens are likely to be traded
off. One possibility might be 27.2d6
Hfd8 28.8Bxf6 BExd2 29.Bxc6 HExg2+
30.9xg2 Bxc631.Bxa7 g5 32.He7 g4!

Rubinstein might have been envision-
ing a single rook ending with, e.g., g-
and h-pawns versus g- and h-pawns
where he has the positional pluses.

Think something like Botvinnik-
Najdorf, Moscow (ol) 1956 (or even
Bednarski-Zoltek, L6dz 1968 as
pointed out by Pytel) but we do not
believe he could have achieved this
against good play by Black. Still, this
game is a most impressive example of
how Rubinstein connected the opening,
middlegame and ending.]

27.Hdxa7 Ecd8 28.%e2 h6

7 7 7
/ A
% 4 /
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//
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29.Q e4!

Material may be reduced but the dif-
ference in strength between the minor
pieces promises only suffering for
Black.

29... Ed7 30.EHa8 Hdd8 31.Hf1!

(K) Surprising, but very strong! If
Black exchanges twice, he gets a bad
ending, as the tie-up of his pieces can-
not be readily relieved, and in addition
the white king gets into the game.

31...8d6

[Tarrasch decides to stay in the
middlegame which is probably the right
decision. The ending after 31...%xf1+
32.%xf1 BExf1+ 33.®xf1 is not easy for
Black. Pritchett gives 33...Bf8+
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34.e2 Hd7 35.Ba7! Hf6 36.886!
&Hg4 37.h3 £f2 38.h4 Hhl 39.g4 as
evidence of the difficulties Black is fac-
ing in his Chess Secrets: Heroes of
Classical Chess. We would add a few
more moves to illustrate that there is
no easy solution for the second player:
39...5h1 40.2d2 BEd8+ 41.Fel Ef8
42.h5!. The back-rank problems and
target on e5 spell trouble.]

32.Hxf8+ Hxf8 33.%9g2 Wb4
34.%d3 HhS8

[Tarrasch makes the right decision to
sit tight. Trying to switch to active play
does not work here as White’s pieces
dominate. Pritchett’s variation 34...%el
35.%h3! Wf2 36.%d6 &f1+ 37.%h4
g5+ 38.&h5 illustrates this perfectly.]

35.Ha7 b2+ 36.&h3 ¥b6
37.Ha8 Hd8 38.%¥c4 »d7?

The desire for simplification proves
Black’s undoing. It wasn’t pleasant but
Tarrasch had to sit tight with the knight
on b8 and force White to show how he
would wintheposition. Likely Rubinstein
would have tried to find a way to trade
down to a favorable rook and bishop ver-
sus rook and knight ending.

39.%c6 Hxa8 40. % xa8+ H)b8?

(K) Here 40...¥b8 was in order. After
41.8xb8+ Hxb8 42.&g4, etc., White
gets the pawn at e5, but Black would
have had drawing chances.

[Kmoch is certainly correct that
40...%b8 was necessary but we are pes-
simistic about Black’s drawing chances
after 41.%xb8+ Hxb8 42.&g4 HA7
43.%f5 when the e-pawn is dropping.
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While Fine analyzed positions with
bishop and three pawns versus knight
and two pawns that were drawn in all
cases the black king was on €7, here it
will not be as well-placed for defense.

Rubinstein now concludes the game in
beautiful fashion combining mate
threats on the back rank and b1-h7 di-
agonal with play against the knight and
e-pawn. Black has no chance to hold
his position together.]

41.84d5! Yc7 42. 45! Hc6
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43.%c4!

(K) Exemplary! 44.g4 and 45.8e4 is
threatened. If Black plays 43...g5, then
44 .%e6 follows. White wins after
43...h5 44.9g2 ¥b7 45.0e4 b2+
46.%h3.

43...%d6 44917 ¥d8 45.%g6 1-0

(K) A very good game! Rubinstein has
conducted the attack with great force.
(R) A classical example of the fight
between bishop and knight.

(100) Maroczy — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (10) 1923
Four Knights Game [C49]
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1.e4 e5 2.3 Hc6 3.5c3 Hf6
4.9b5 Qb4 5.0-0 0-0 6.d3 d6
7.5Ye2 He7 8..)83 c69.Q.a4 Hgb
10.c3 Q.a511.d4 H.c712.Qc2 h6
13.h3 Qeb6 14.Q.e3 He8 15.dxe5
dxe5 16.¥%xd8 Hexd8 17.Hfd1
Of4 18.0.xf4 exfd 19.0f5 g6
20.e5 A xfs 21.Qxf5 &ds
22.8.c2 He7 23.Q.b3 Hf8 24.e6
f5 25.8Hd7 Hxd7 26.exd7 HdS8
27.Hd1 c5 28.8e6 Hc6 29.h4
Fe7 30.Hel Hf6 31.Hf1 Hes
32.0d5 Hxd7 33.Q4xb7 g5
34.hxg5+ hxg5 35.5)xe5 Q. xe5
36.0.¢c6 2d6 37.0.a8 g4 38.He2
Hd3 39.%el Hd8 40.Q.c6 Hh8
41.8d2 c4 42.0.d5 Hc8 43.&d1
Hc5 44.Q.g8 Hc8 45.Q4.d5 &g5
46.Qe6 Hc6 47.8d5 Ecs
48.0.e6 Hf6 49.Q g8 4-Y2

(101) Rubinstein — Wolf
Carlsbad (11) 1923
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

1.d4 HYf6 2.c4 €6 3.0 f3 d5 4.5)c3
dxc4 5.e3 a6 6.a4 ¢c5 7.8 xc4 £ cb6
8.0-0 §.¢79.%e2 cxd4 10.5Hd1 0-
011.exd4 b4 12.5)e5b6 13.4.85
Hfds 14.Qe3 Qb7 15.2acl 4.85
16.2.x85 ¥Wxg5 17.He4d We7
18.Wd2 Hfd8 19.a5 £6 20.)f3 5
21.£c3 b5 22.Q b3 Hac8 23.5)e5
Wrf6 24.Hel H)yxc3 25.8xc3 Hxc3
26.bxc3 Hd5 27.9Hd3 Hc7 28.%f4
Wf7 29.5e5 Wf6 30.Hd3 Wf7
31.c5 QAd5 32.4.xd5 HExd5
33.%f3 Hd6 34.%b7 We7 35.83
7 36.%f3 g6 37.h4 Hg7 38.He5
h5 39.%g2 We8 40.5\b7 Hd5
41.5)c5 Bd6 42.H0b7 Bd543.5¢c5
Hd644.%b7 & c6+45.%xc6 Hxcb
46.Hf3 Hf6 47.He3?? Hds5+
48.%d3 Hxc5 0-1
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(102) Yates — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (12) 1923
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.5f3 Hc6 3.04.b5 a6
4.0a4 d6 5.0-0 &»Hf6 6.d4 bs
7.4.b3 Hyxd4 8.H)xd4 exd4 9.c3
dxc3 10.9)xc3 Qe7 11.%f3 Qb7
12.%g3 0-0

T
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13.8h6 He8 14.f4 Hh8 15.985
f6 16.Qh4 f5 17.Q xe7 Yxe7
18.exf5 Exf5 19.Hael WfS8
20.Q.e6 Hf6 21.f5 c5 22.4d5
A xds5 23.xd5 Bf7 24.5)f4 Hf6
25.He6 He8 26.Hfel KHfe7
27.%h4 g8 28.g4 Hxeb 29.5)xeb
Wf7 30.He3 c4 31.2h3 h6 32.g5
Hh7 33.g6 Wa7+ 34.9f1 Hf8
35.8f3 £)xe6 36.fxe6 We7 37.&f4
Ef8 38.%e4 EHxf3+ 39.Wxf3 ¥f8
40.91f7+ Wxf7+ 41.exf7+ Hf8
42.Fe2b4 43.Fe3 a5 44.Hd4 d5
45.a4 &e7 46.FHe3 1i-Y

(103) Rubinstein — Nimzowitsch
Carlsbad (13) 1923
Sicilian [B32]

1.e4 ¢c5 2.56f3 Hc6 3.d4 cxd4
4.5yxd4 d55.exd5 ¥ xd56.Q.e3 e6
7.c3 Qb4 8.5H5db5 ¥e5 9.a3
A xc3+ 10.bxc3?!
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Aron Nimzowitsch

White stands slightly better after
10.£xc3.

10...2a6 11.5Hd6+ KHe7 12.H)c4
Wxc3+ 13.0.d2 ¥d4 14.4d3 bs
15.Ha5 We5+ 16.He2 Hxas
17.8.xa5 Qb7 18.f3 HNf6 19. A b4+
&e8 20.0-0 HdS8 21.4d3 &Hd5
22.Qa5 Hd7 23.Hel Wd4+
24.9h1 Hf4 25.%d2 Hxd3
26.cxd3 h5 27.2acl Eh6 28.Q8.c3
Wxd3 29.%f4 ¥d6 30.¥g5 f6
31.%e3 e5 32.4b4 Wd4 33.%b3
Wd5 34.%c2 Wd3 35.%c5 Hf7
36.Hc2 HEh8 37.Hd2 Wf5
38.Hxd7+ ¥xd7 39.%c2 Ac8
40.5d1 ¥f5 41.%c7+ &g6 42.h3
He8 43.EHcl Wf4 44.Hc6 AfS5
45.%d6 h4 46.0.d2 Wg3 47.Hc3
a5 48.f4 Wf2 49.52f3 ¥e2 50.fxe5
Hxe5 51.Hf4 b4 52.axb4 a4
53.Hxh4 a3 54.%h2 a2 55.Q.c3
We3 56.9b2 Wel 57.%Wd4 He3
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58.%f4 Hed 59.g3+ Wxg3+
60.xg3 He2 61.4d4 Hd2 0-1

(104) Teichmann — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (14) 1923
Semi-Slav [D47]

1.d4 d5 2.c4c63.Nc3 Hf64.e3e6
5.5Yf3 Hbd7 6.89.d3 dxc4 7. Q. xc4
b5

Though this sequence of moves has
become associated with the Italian city
of Meran and its 1924 tournament, it
dates to Capablanca-Bernstein, Mos-
cow 1914, according to the Oxford
Companion to Chess.

8.0 e2a69.a4 b4 10.)b1 c511.0-
0 24b712.0bd2 Qe7 13.5c4 0-0
14.5fe5 cxd4 15.exd4 a5 16.8.g5
AHds 17.0.xe7 Yxe7 18.%d2
&7b6 19.Hxb6 Hxb6 20.4.b5
Hac8 21.Hacl &d6 22. %e3 HfdS8
23.Hxc8 Hxc8 24.Hd1l Hc2
25.2.d3 Hc726.Q.b5 Hc227.24.d3
Hc7 %Y

(105) Rubinstein — Bogoljubow
Carlsbad (15) 1923
Dutch [A81]

1.d4£5 2.83 ©)f6 3.082 g6 4.5Hh3
D87 5.4 £H)c6 6.d5 He5 7.H)c3
c6 8.Hd3 &Hf7 9.0-0 0-0 10.f4
cxd5 11.5)xd5 Hyxds5 12. 8 xd5 e6
13.Qg2 d5 14.Q8.e3 Qd7 15.c3
Hd6 16.9.¢c5 ¥c7 17.e3 Ab5
18.8d4 Hed 19.Hel Hxd3
20.%xd3 Efc8 21.a4 a5 22.Hed1
Hd6 23.4f1 hs 24.Ha3 h4
25.82b3 hxg3 26.hxg3 &e4
27. g2 ¥d7 28.Q.e2 Hc729.82b6
He8 30.%b5 ¥c8 31.5h1 Q xd4
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32.exd4 Hee7 33.c4 Eh734.Hxh7
&Hxh7 35.cxd5 ¥WhS!

With the point that 36.Exb7 is met by
36...¥xd4! 37.Bxc7+ ®h6 38.%d3
w2+ 39.%h3 g5, with a mating attack.

36.%d3 exd5 37.Hb5 Wc8
38.Hxd5 Hc2 39.%b5 &h6
40.Hf3 Hd2 41.Wc4d Wxc4
42.Q xc4 HExb2 43.g4??

White could still have drawn with
43.2d3 Bb3 44.&e3 b6 45.8b5 B xb5
46.2xbs Hxg3 47.d5.

43..d2+ 0-1

(106) Tartakover — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (16) 1923
English [A36]

1.c4 €6 2.g3 c5 3.Q.82 £ c6 4.2)c3
Of6 5.)f3 d5 6.cxd5 Hxd5 7.0-0
Ne78.e30-09.d4 cxd4 10.HH)xd5
exd511. Hyxd4 Q.£6 12.5)xc6 bxcb
13.%c2 ¥b6 14.Hb1 Q.e6 15.b3
Hac8 16.4b2 H xb2 17.%xb2 c5
18.Hfd1 Hfd8 19.%e5 £6 20.%f4
a5 21.9f1 ¥b4 22.2bcl &Hf7
23.Hc2 &e7 24.Hdcl Wxf4
25.gxf4 &d6 26.9.d3 £5 27.f3 a4
28.bxa4 c4 29.Q.e2 Hc5 30.e4 fxe4
31.fxe4 dxe4 32.Q xc4 Q. xc4

33.Hxc4 Hxc4 34.Hxc4 FHd5
35.8Hb4 Hc8 36.a5 Hcl+ 37.9f2
Hc2+ 38.%e3 Hc3+ 39.%e2 Ha3
40.82bs+ &d4 41.Bb4s+ &dS5
42.8b5+ &d4 -1

(107) Rubinstein — Sdmisch
Carlsbad (17) 1923
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D64]

1.d4 HHf6 2.c4 €6 3..6f3 d5 4.5\ c3
Hbd75.4.85 He7 6.3 0-0 7.Ecl
c68.%c22a69.a4 h610.0.h4 He8
11.8d3dxc4 12.Q.xc4 c5 13.dxc5
a5 14.c6 bxc6 15.0-0 Hb6
16.Q2a2 b7 17.e4 ¢5 18.94b1
Hfd719.Q xe7 Hxe720.82fd1 Hc8
21.e5 8 22.He4 Q xe4 23. W xe4
Yxa4 24.85d6 &bs5 25.4.d3 c4
26.4f1 Hfd7 27.%d4 Wc5
28.Hd1 ¥xd4 29.9Hxd4 Hc7
30.Hal H)c8 31.f4 Hb8 32.Hd8+
Ph733.Hcl Hed7 34.Hxd7 &yxd7
35.0Q.xc4 86 36.b3 H)b8 37.Hf2
O b6 38.Q €2 Hxcl 39.5xcl g7
40.Ye3 Hd5+ 41.Fed HdA7
42.9b3 &Hc7 43.Hd4 Hb6
44.5\c5 a5 45..)\b7 a4 46.9)c5
&Hcds 47.g3 Hb4 48.Q2.d1 Hc6+
49.Ye4 Hf8 50.Q xa4 Hxa4
51.)xa4 He8 52.5HHc5 HAS8
53.%d3 &c7 54.h4 h5 55.H)e4
b6 56.5H85 Hd8 57.Hc4 Ycb
58.b4 Hb6 59.b5 Hc7 60.Hc5
AHb7+ 61.Hb4 LHA8 62.5He4 1-0

Mihrisch Ostrau, July 1-18, 1923

Right on the heels of Carlsbad,
Rubinstein had another disaster at
Maibhrisch Ostrau in Czechoslovakia,
finishing tenth out of fourteen with
minus two. While his competitive re-
sult was poor, Rubinstein did produce

two pearls in his games against Tarrasch
and Hromadka; see games 110 and 111.

(108) Tartakover — Rubinstein
Mibhrisch Ostrau (1) 1923
Scotch [C45]
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 T
1  Lasker x 1 % % 1 1 1 1 % % 1 % 1 1 104
2 Réd 0 x % ¥ 1 % % 1 1 %W 1 1 1 1 9%
3  Granfeld “ B x 1 B %W W% WnwuuWnh 11 ¥l 8%
4  Selezniev B B 0 x B 1 1 0 ¥ % % 1 1 % 7%
S Tartakower 0 0 % % x % % % 1 1 % 1 % % 7
6 Euwe 0 % % 0 % x % % 0 1 % 1 1 1 7
7 Tarrasch 0o % % 0 % % x 1 1 0 1 0 % 1 6%
8 Bogoljubow 0 0 % 1 % % 0 x 1 1 0 0 1 1 6%
9 Spielmamn % 0 % % 0 1 0 0 x 1 1 % 0 1 6
10 Rubinstein % % % % 0 0 1 0 0 x % 1 ¥ Y% 5%
11 Pokorny 0 0 0 % % % 0 1 0 % x 1 % % 5
12 Hromédka %» 0 0 o0 o0 o0 1 1 %» O0 O x 1 % 4%
13 Wolf 0 0 % 0 % 0 % 0 1 % % 0 x 1 4%
14 Walter 0 0 0 % % 0 0 0 0 % % % 0 x 2%

1.e4 e5 2.54f3 Hc6 3.d4 exd4
4.5)xd4 Y6 5.9 xc6 bxc6 6.H)Hd2
f.c57.e5 ¥e7 8. %e2 Hd5 9.)b3
0-0 10.8d2 a5 11.0-0-0 §.b6
12.c4a4 13.Hal a3?

An incorrect piece sacrifice. After
13...59b4 14.a3 Hab, followed by H\c5,
Black has a very good game -
Teichmann.
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14.5)c2 axb2+15.%b1 d6 16.cxd5
Af5 17.Q.c3 Hfe8 18.g4 Qg6
19.f4 Ha3 20.Qb4 He3 21.Wd2
A xc2+ 22. ¥ xc2 cxd5 23.8.d3 ¢c5
24.9d2 Hh3 25.4b5 HdS
26.Hdel g6 27.Q.c6dxe5 28.EH xe5
Wf6 29.4xd5 Q.c7 30.85 ¥b6
31.4.xf7+ Hxf7 32.Wcsd+ Hf8
33.He6 Hxd2 34.Hxb6 Q. xb6
35.%e6 1-0

(109) Rubinstein — Griinfeld
Maihrisch Ostrau (2) 1923
Griinfeld [D78]

1.d4 H)f6 2.c4 g6 3.83 c6 4.0)f3
Hg7 5.8g2 d5 6.0-0 0-0 7.¥4b3
dxc4 8. % xc4 ¥Wb6 9.5)c3 Qeb
10.¥¥d3 Ha6 11.e4 HadS8 12.h3
Hb4 13.%e2 Wab 14. % xab6 Hxab
15.08e3 h6 16.2acl Hc8 17.2fd1
Efd8 18.5)e5 Hd7 19.50d3 Hb6
20.0f4 Qd7 21.8f1 Hc7 22.b3
HNHeb6 23.5)fe2 NG5 24.f4 Heb
25.841526.2.82 H)c727.Q4f3 fxe4
28.Q xe4 H)bd5 29.Hf2 He8
30.5yxd5 Hyxd5 31.0g1 Hd6
32.0f3 Hcd8 33.Hd2 Af7
34.8.xd5 Q.xd5 35.5)e5 Q.e4 -V

(110) Tarrasch — Rubinstein
Maihrisch Ostrau (3) 1923
Four Knights Game[C49]

Notes by Tartakover (T) and Kmoch
(K).

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.c3 Hf6
4.Qb5 Qb4 5.0-0 0-0 6.d3 d6
7.885 A.xc3 8.bxc3 We7 9.Hel
£Hd810.d4 484 11.h3 Q h5 12.g4
0g613.d52
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(T) More consistent would be 13.2h4.
Alternative possibilities are 13.8.d3,
strengthening the position, or the pre-
paratory 13.Ebl.

(K) This is weaker than 13.2h4. Com-
pare the game against H. Wolf from
Teplitz-Schonau 1922. [See game 67.]

13...c6! 14.Q.c4

(T) More rational would be 14.4d3
immediately. Even 14.4f1 is not with-
out its points.

14...Hc8 15.dxc6 bxc6 16.4d3
He617.Q4.c1 Hc5 18.L)d2

(T) Better, at once, was 18.4.a3.

(K) The pawn can be defended in no
other way. 18.Qa3 is refuted by
18...0cxe4 19.Axe4 Dxe4 20.HExe4
fAxed 21.8xd6 ¥d8 22.4xf8 ¥xd1+
23.8Bxdl Qxf3 24.8d3 e4. [The com-
plications are not so clear after
18...&cxe4 19.g5". The right continu-
ation is 18...2fxe4.]

18...h5 19.Q.a3 Heb6 20.5)c4 c5
21.8c1 hxg4 22.hxgsd Hh7
23. g2 Hhgs 24.f3 Hcd8 25..)b2

(T) White would welcome the oppor-
tunity of closing the center by 26.c4.
As, however, the text move fails to ef-
fect its purpose and serves only to get
the knight out of play, the courageous
25.%g3 would have been best.

25...d5!

Crossing his opponent’s plan of
26.4.¢4, followed by £d3.

26.exd5 Hxd5 27.c4 Hd4 28.Q.e3

(T) If 28.Bxe5, then 28...%f6 29.Hel
&Hf4+ 30.8.xf4 Bxf4, with a victorious
attack.

28...2d6 29.%e2 e4!
(T) Another breakthrough.

(K) Completely shattering the king’s
wing.

30.fxe4 Hxed 31.%f3 H4gs
32.%g3 Wb7+

(T) The conquest of the long diagonal
is Black’s first token of victory.

33.Hf1 Hb6 34.5Ha4 QA xd3+
35.cxd3

/ / K
g//é/
%

/

®7ﬁ/ /i/

é//7ﬁ7%/
/ ﬁ@V

35...f5!

(T) A third and decisive breakthrough.
It is to be noted that Black’s strategy,
in this game, consists in the clearing of
the files: c- (by 13...c6), h- (by 18...h5),
d- (by 25...d5), e- (by 29...e4) and now,
finally, the f-file.

36..Q,xg5

(T) 36.5xb6 f4!
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36...fxg4+ 37.9g1

(K) Or 37.®e2 Hd4+ 38.2d2 (38.&d1
Hb1+) 38...Bb2+ 39.&cl Hel2+
40.Bxe2 Bxe2, etc.

37...5)x85 38.5)xb6 Hf3+ 39.Hf2
Hxel+ 0-1

For if 40.&xel ¥h1l+ and if 40.&e2
He8+ 41.&d2 &f3+, followed by
...®xb6. An impressive game.

The following game is rated number 93
all-time by Andrew Soltis in his book
The 100 Best Chess Games of the 20th
Century, Ranked.

(111) Rubinstein — Hromddka
Maihrisch Ostrau (4) 1923
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

First Brilliancy Prize

Notes by Tartakover (T), Kmoch (K)
and Winter (W) from Chess for Match
Players.

(T) The brilliant tactics in the follow-
ing impressive game are reminiscent of
Morphy. But in closer examination we
can also enjoy the high strategy of the
moderns — the firm, profound and mul-
tilateral — adapted to the exigencies of
the open game.

l.e4e52.f4 H c5

(K) Many experts, Spielmann among
them, consider this defense very good.
Formerly it was judged somewhat in-
ferior.

3.3 d6 4.)c3 &) f6 5.Q.¢c4 Hc6
6.d3 Q.g4?!
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(T) More solid is here (or on the next
move) 6...8.e6.

7.h3 Q. xf3 8. & xf3 Hd4?!

[Recent theory recommends first
8...exf4 9. A xf4 Hd4 10.4d1 (10.%g3?
Hh5 11.%g4 Hxf4 12.8xf4 Hxc2+
13.2d1 He3+) 10...c6 followed by
11...d5.]

9.%g3!

This sacrificial offer dates back to at
least as far back as Vienna 1873 when
Joseph Blackburne used it to defeat
Adolf Anderssen in a slightly different
position (both had advanced their a-
pawns one square). — Andrew Soltis in
The 100 Best Chess Games of the 20th
Century, Ranked (pp. 236-237)

9...%e7

(T) The acceptance of the Greek gift
would be damaging, e.g., 9...Hxc2+
10.2d1 &Hxal 11.%xg7 &d7 (or
11...Bf8 12.fxe5 dxe5 13.485 Qe7
14.Ef1) 12.fxe5 dxe5 13.Bf1 Qe7
14.2g5, and White’s attack gains in im-
petus.[ Fischer-McDernott, USA (simul)
1964 continued 14..5xe4 15.5xe4 f5
16.8xh7 Axg5 17.&g6+ 1-0].

Castling kingside is also bad: 9...0-0
10.fxe5 dxe5 11.2g5 Hxc2+ 12.%d1,
etc. But he could have avoided all
trouble by 9...exf4.

10.fxe5
(W) 10.%xg7? would be answered by

10...0-0-0 with the double threat of
...xc2+and ...Bg8.
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10... dxe5 11.%d1 c6 12.a4!

(T) The counterthrust 12...b5 must be
prevented.

12...Hg8

(K) Too passive! Better prospects of
relieving the pressure were afforded by
12...6h5, and if 13.%g4, then 13...g6.
Black wants to castle quickly, but the
precariousness of the king’s wing be-
comes more urgent.

(W) Far too defensive. Instead he should
continue his development by 12...0-0-0.
If White plays 13.8xg7 BEhg8 14.%xf7
Wxf7 15.4xf7 Bxg2 and the fine posi-
tion of Black’s pieces more than compen-
sates for the pawn. The move played is
not only a loss of time but is actively bad
as it breaks the cardinal rule: “Never put
your superior pieces on the same diago-
nal as your opponent’s bishop.” Actually
this one weak move is the direct cause of
the loss of the game.

13.82f1 h6

(T) Instead of this overcautious mea-
sure, he should play 13...0-0-0, for
White’s threats of 14.8g85 (14...h6
15.4xf6 gxf6 16.¥h2 h5, etc.) and
14.%h4 (14...h6 15.4xh6 BhS8, etc.)
are ephemeral. [Hromadka was suc-
cessful with the White pieces against
Prokes$ at Prague 1927 in a game test-
ing 13...0-0-0.]

14.5e2 0-0-0

(T) Simpler would be 14...8xe2

15.&xe2 0-0-0.

15.5 xd4 Q xd4 16.c3 4.b6 17.a5
Qc7 18.84e3 &HbS 19.&Hc2 a8
20.5f3

(T) High strategy, based on bilateral
objectives. The threat of ¥f2 thus gains
in power, for White’s pressure will be
not only diagonal (towards a7), but also
vertical (towards f6).

20...0d5!

(T)A morbid ingenuity. Steadiness dic-
tates 20...2b8 21.%f2 Ed7, consolidat-
ing his base.

21.Qg1!

Not 21.exd5 cxd5 22.8a2 e4 23. Af4
exf3! 24.Qxc7 Ec8, which gives Black
the play he needs — Soltis.

. &F4 22.09F2 Qb8 23.g3!
&yxh3 24.8Bxf7 ¥dé6

%

X

o, 3
/ﬁ”/
ﬁ//

25.%b6

(K) Brilliant and devastating! Of
course, the combination was prepared
in advance by 23.g3!, or Black might
now equalize with ...Hxgl.

25..82d7

(T) 25...axb6 26.axb6+ a7 27.Bxa7+
&b8 28.Hfxb7+ &c8 29.4a6 wins for
White.

26.9.c5! Hxf7
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(K) This move is precisely the point of
the combination. Black is defenseless,
as the queen cannot move. If 26...&c7,
the simple rejoinder 27.&/xc7 wins.

27.Q.xd6 Hf2+ 28. % xf2!

(K) But not 28.&%b3, because of
28...Axd6 29.%e3 K gf8, and White has
to fight for the draw.

28...5x£2 29.Q.¢5 1-0

A game which, in a most agreeable way,
shows the power of combination and
the logical method of the play of the
Polish grandmaster - Gideon Stéhlberg
(Chess and Chess Masters, p.11).

(112) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
Maihrisch Ostrau (5) 1923
Ruy Lopez [C98]

1.e4 e5 2.54f3 &Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.Qa4 HH)f6 5.0-0 Q. e7 6.Hel b5
7.2b3 d6 8.c3 0-0 9.h3 Has
10.8.c2 ¢5 11.d4 ¥c7 12.)bd2
£c6 13.a4 cxd4 14.cxd4 Hb4
15.8 b1 bxa4 16.Hxa4 a5 17.5)f1
Hd7 18.He3 He8 19.4d2 HHb6
20.Ha3 Q.e621.Q.c3£622.d5 4d7
23.%e2 Hec8 24.84 Ha4s 25.0f5
A xfs 26.Hxa4 §.d7 27.Ha3 Wb6
28.%d2 Hab8 29.%h2 EHb7 30.Hgl
Ad8 31.5el Qe8 32.00g2 Wc7
33.)e3 g6 34.h4 ¥g7 35.0f5 Wf8
36.2h6+ Hh8 37.85 fxg5 38.hxg5
Ab6 39.Hg2 Hg7 40.&g3 Ad7
41.f4 ¥e742.Hh2 B8 43.f5 ¥d8
44.f6 Hgf7 45.9xf7+ Hxf7
46.0 xb4 axb4 47.%xb4 Hc5
48.%a5 W8 49.b4 4 d450.%a8h6
51.Hc2 hxg5 52. % xf8+ Hxf8
53.Hc7 g4 54.Ha6 1-0
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(113) Rubinstein — Pokorny
Maihrisch Ostrau (6) 1923
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D20]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5\c3 dxc4 4.e4
c5 5.d5 exd5 6.exd5 §.d6 7.Q.xc4
a6 8.a4 He7 9.Hge2 0-0 10.0-0
£0Hg6 11.f4 £5 12.b3 Hd7 13.Q4b2
0Of6 14.¥%d3 Hh8 15.Hael 4.d7
16.g3 Wa5 17.4.c1 He4 18.5H)xe4
fxe4 19.%c3 Wc7 20.a5 4h3
21.8f2 Hae8 22.Qe3 Q e723.%h1
Ad8 24.9g1 Ad7 25.Ha2 Af6
26.%d2¥d627.Hcl He7 28.4.f1
Hc8 29.Hac2 ¥xds 30.Wxds5
Hxd531.Q.xc5 Hfe832.082 A.c6

In Akiva Rubinstein’s Chess Academy
the game ends here in a draw. We fol-
low the tournament book.

33.Hc4 Qb5 34.Hxe4 Hxed
35.Qxe4 Q.d4 36.8.xd5 Hxcs
37.Hxc5 Q.xc5 38.84.xb7 4.b4
39.4d5 f.xa5 40.2f3 Qb6
41.)e5 86 42.0 c4 g7 43.A.xb5
axb5 44.982 Q.c7 45.%Hf3 g5
46.Ye4 gxf4 47.gxf4 HF6 48.5\f3
b4 49.d2 Q.d6 50.9Hc4 Q.c7
51.9e3 QAd6 52.Hd5+ g6
53.5)e3 Bf6 54.5)d5+ Hg6 55.5+
&g5 56.h4+ Hxh4 57.0f6 hé
58.89d5 Af4 59.5g8 A.d2 60.f6
Ac361.£7 g7 62.55f6 h5 63.He4
g5 64.f8% Q xf8 65.)h7+ &Hgs
66.)xf8 h4 67.5)g6 h3 68.5)e5+
g3 69..Yf3 Hf2

3>
/ / ’ |
/ _ /

0, / 7
x /@%
%%//@%
%%%%
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Rudolf Spielmann

70.2h2 &g3 71.0f1+ &Hf2
72.5)e3 &g3 -

(114) Spielmann — Rubinstein
Maihrisch Ostrau (7) 1923
Ruy Lopez [C77]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.Qa4 HOHYf6 5.5)c3 He7 6.d3 d6
7.6d5 HHxd5 8.exd5 b5 9.dxc6
bxa4 10.c4 0-0 11. % xa4  f5
12.8e3 Q.xd3 13.0-0-0 e4 14.5 el
fQe2 15.85d2 Q4 hs5 16.\c2 a5
17.0d4 ¥c8 18.%b5 £5 19.d5+
Hh8 20.We6 N.d8 21.Wxc8 Exc8
22.5)e6 He8 23.5Hxd8 EHexd8
24.8d5 Ha8 25.5xf5 .86 26.Hg5
Ha6 27.h4 EHxc6 28.b3 Af7
29.Hxa5 d5 30.2d1 EbS8 31.c5
&g8 32.8d4 Hg6 33.g3 h534.Ha7
c6 35.Hda4 Hf6 36.Hc7 He8
37.Haa7 Hf7 38.&c2 Hxc7
39.Exc7 Ha8 40.a4 Ha6 41.Qd4
Af7 42.8b7 Qe6 43.Hxg7+ Hf8

44.82b7 &He8 45.Hb6 Hc8
46.8Bxa6 Q.xa6 47.Hc3 Qe2
48.8d2 QA g4 49.Fe3 A.d150.9f4
A xb3 51.a5 Q.c4 52.985 Ae2
53.g4 hxg4 54.h5 1-0

(115) Rubinstein — Walter
Mibhrisch Ostrau (8) 1923
Scandinavian [B01]

1.e4 d5 2.exd5 &)f6 3.d4 HHyxds
4.c4 Hb65.H)c3e56.dxe5 W xd1+
7.5yxd1 &c6 8.f4 £6 9.exf6 Q b4+
10.Hf2gxf6 11.8.e3 Qe612.Hcl
0-0-0 13.5)f3 Hhe8 14.Q.e2 Af8
15.Hel &H)b4 16.4d4 47 17.a3c5
18.axb4 cxd4 19.4.d2 f5 20.Qd3
g6 21.5al1 Hb8 22.Hxe8 Hxe8
23.911 Hd7 24.82a5 H)Hf6 25.,0f2
He4 26.Qe1 h5 27.2d5 Q.87
28.Q.xe4 fxe4 29.Hg5 AQAf7
30.Hxg7 Qxc4+ 31.Hgl e3
32.Hh3

Better was 32.2h1 — Rubinstein.
32...&c8

Here Black can win by 32...d3! 33.5d7
Ab5 34.Hd5 Ec8! 35.8¢3 Exc3!
36.bxc3 d2! 37.8Bxd2 exd2, etc. —
Teichmann.

33.50g5 d3 34..f3 Q.d5 35.5f1
D.c436.9g1 -V

(116) Euwe — Rubinstein
Mihrisch Ostrau (9) 1923
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.3 d5 2.d4 £Hf63.e3e64.82d3
c5 5.b3 £c6 6.0-0 2.d6 7.4.b2 0-
08.a3b69.5)e5 A.b7 10.)d2 We7
11.f4 Hfd8 12.5f3 £)e4 13.2h3£5
14. Q. xe4 dxe4 15.%hs5 Q xe5
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16. % xh7+ &f7 17.fxe5 Hh8
18. % xh8 EHxh8 19.Exh8 § a6
20.5f1 ¥d7 21.2d1 &Hyxe5 22.d5
Hg4 23.dxe6+ ¥Wxe6 24.5hd8
Ab525.c4 He826.H1d5f4 27.h3
fxe3 28..0g3 e2 29.5))xe2 He3
30.Hg5 g6 31..0f4 We7 32.Hxg6
OHf5 33.8f6+ Hg8 34.Hxe8+
¥xe8 35.82xf5e3 36.He51-0

(117) Rubinstein — Réti
Mihrisch Ostrau (10) 1923
Old Indian [A53]

1.d4 &Yf6 2.c4 d6 3.5)c3 e5 4.d5
fAe7 5.e4 0-0 6.h3 H)bd7 7.4.d3
&£Hc58.4.c2a59.Qe3 b6 10.84 h6
11.f3 Hh7 12.59b5 Ad7
13.%d2 QA xb5 14.cxb5 &Hg5
15.53xg85 Q. xg5 16.Q.x85 ¥xg5
17.¥xg5 hxg5 18.b3 g6 19.Ye2
&g7 20.a3 Hh8 21.f3 a4 22.b4
Hd7 23.Hacl £Hf6 24.9d3 He8
25.%f2 f6 26.%g3 Eh4 27.8Eh2
&f7 28.Bhc2 Ha7 ¥i-%

(118) Lasker — Rubinstein
Mibhrisch Ostrau (11) 1923
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.06f3 &Hc6 3.Q4b5 a6
4.80a4 &O)f6 5.0-0 d6 6.Hel b5
7.84b3 Has 8.d4 Hxb3 9.axb3
Ab7 10.Q4.g5 h6 11. A xf6 Wxf6
12.5)¢c3 ¢6 13.d5 ¢5 14.¥d3 ¥ds8

15.5)xb5 axb5 16. ¥ xb5+ ¥&d7
17.Hxa8+ 1 xa8 18.%b8+ ¥d8
19.%b5+ ¥d7 20.% b8+ &dS8
21.%b5+ &d7 22.%b8+ &dS8
23.%b1 ¥i-%

(119) Selezniev — Rubinstein
Mibhrisch Ostrau (12) 1923
Slav [D13]

1.d4d5 2.c4 c6 3.cxd5 cxd5 4.5)c3
Hc6 5.0f3 H)f6 6.4.f4 e6 7.e3
2e78.h30-09.2d3%b610.%e2
Hd7 11.0-0 &HYb4 12.4b1 Hfc8
13.5e5 Q.e814.0.85 ¥d815./)d3
Hxd3 16.4.xd3 &Hd7 17.Q.xe7
Wxe7 18.Hfcl b6 19.Hc2 Hc7
20.Hacl Hac8 21.5)b1 %:-%

(120) Rubinstein — Wolf
Mihrisch Ostrau (13) 1923
Sicilian [B56]

1.e4 c5 2.3 Hc6 3.d4 cxd4
4.3xd4 &6 5.5)c3 d6 6. xc6
bxc67.285Hb88.b3 ¥a59.Q.d2
Wc710.0d3g611.0-0 Qg7 12.f4
0-0 13.Ha4 Qd7 14.%e2 c5
15.5)c3 Q.c6 16.Hael e6 17.e5
£e8 18.a4 Hd8 19.5b5 QA xb5
20.axb5 Hd7 21.b4 dxe5 22.fxe5
c4 23.Qe4 Q. xe5 24.8e3 Q.c3
25.5b1 ¥e5 26.Q.c6 BHd227. %13
H.d4 28.Hbel Hg7 29.c3 Q. xe3+
30.2xe3 Wc7 31.%f4 ¥b6 2-%

1924
Meran, February 4-22, 1924

This tournament is a bit of curiosity.
Forever remembered as the event that
gave its name to the sequence 1.d4 d5
2.¢4 ¢c63.5c3 Df64.5f3 €6 5.3 Hbd7
6.24d3 dxc4 7.8xc4 bsS, Meran 1924
is peculiar for several reasons.
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Usually an event of this caliber was
commemorated in a tournament book.
There is no such book for Meran 1924.
A great deal of searching through maga-
zines and newspapers for game scores
has been made, particularly by Tony
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 T
1 Griinfeld x 1. 0 % %» 1 1 1 1 % 1 1 1 1 10%
2 Spielmann 0 x % 1 1 % 0 % 1 % 1 “o1 1 8%
3 Rubinstein 1 % x % % 0 1 1 % % 1 0 1 % 8
4  Selezniev “w 0 % o x % 1 1 % % % % 1 % % T
5  Przepiérka “ 0 % % x 0 0 1 % 1 1 1 “o1 T4
6 Takéacs o % 1 0 1 x 1 0 % % Y% 1 Y% Y% 74
7 Colle 0 0o 0 1 0 x 1 % o0 0 1 1 1 6%
8  Steiner o % o0 »%» 0 1 0 x % 1 1 Y 1 o 6%
9  Opocensky 0 0 % % % % v W o x B ¥ % 1 1 6%
10 Tarrasch W % % % 0 % 1 0 % x % Y% 0 1 6
11 Koltanowski 0 0 o0 % 0 % 1 0 % % x 1 0 1 5
12 Patay o % 1 0 0 0 o0 % % % 0 x 1 % 4%
13 Rosselli 0 0 0 % % % 0 0 0 1 1 0 x 1 4%
14 Miliani 0 0 % % 0 % 0 % 0 0 0 % 0 «x 2%

Gillam, and finally all of Rubinstein’s
games are available, though in two in-
stances we do not have the complete
score.

Reading British Chess Magazine of
March 1924, one could conclude that
one of these three games wasn’t played.
“The contest came to a curious end on
February 22, the competitors agreeing
to leave the thirteenth and last round
unplayed! It is true that destination of
the firstthree prizes was already settled;
but surely it would have been more
sporting to complete the tournament.”
However, the next issue reported that
the tournament was completed as
scheduled.

The great chess personality Isidor
Gunsberg was in Meran. Gunsberg,
among his many activities at the time,
wrote a chess column for the Daily
Telegraph, but little is to be found there
despite his remaining in Meran for
much of the event.

Luigi Miliani (1875-1944) was a man
who wore many hats. Born in Livorno,
he spentmost of his life in Venice where
he worked as a hydraulic engineer.
Miliani was well known in his home-
land for the books he wrote on water

control for Northern Italian rivers and
the Venice lagoon.

The first president of the Italian Chess
Federation, he was best known to the
international chess community for his
role in organizing the first international
chess tournament in Venice during the
FIDE Congress of 1929.

(121) Miliani — Rubinstein
Meran (1)1924
Giuoco Piano [C54]

1.e4 e5 2.5f3 &)c6 3.Qc4 H.c5
4.c3 &H)f6 5.d4 exd4 6.cxd4 Q b4+
7.89d2 Q. xd2+ 8.5)bxd2 Hyxe4
9.5)yxe4 d5 10.Q.xd5 ¥xd5 11.0-
0 Ag4 12.55c3 Q.xf3 13.Hxd5
Axdl 14.Hel+ &d7 15. Haxdl
Hae8 16.He3 5 17.%f1 a6 18. a3
&d6 19.5c3 Hxe3 20.fxe3 HeS8
21. &e2 b5 22.b4 He7 23.5f1 c6
24.89d3 a5 25.e4 g6 26.g4! axb4
27.axb4 fxg4 28.e5+ Hc7 29.8f7
b6 30.Hed HF5! 31.Hxh7 g3
32.hxg3 &Hyxg3+ 33.Hf4 Hf5
34.d5 cxd5 35.5)xd5+ Lc6 36.
Des Dg3+ ¥i-Ys

(122) Rubinstein — Przepiorka
Meran (2) 1924
French [CO1]
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l.e4e62.d4d53.5)c3 A b4 4.exd5
exd55.9.d3 Hf6 6.HHe20-0 7.0-0
c68.4.25 0.d69.f4 Hbd7 10.5)g3
He8 11.)f5 Hf8 12.)xd6 ¥ xd6
13.f5! h6 14.4h4 H8h7 15.a3
Ad7 16.2.83 W8 17.0.e5 Hh8
18.%f3 Had8 19.W%Wf4 Qc8
20.Hael Hd7 21.He2 HedS8
22.Hfel b6 23.84 HHe8 24.¥4g3 £6
25.0f4 HH)g5 26.h4 D7 27.HHd1
Hed6 28.0f2 HNe4 29.0 xe4 dxe4
30.0c7! He8 31.Hxe4 Hxe4d
32.Hxe4 c5 33.d5!

Much better than 33.dxc5 which would
be met by 33...4b7.

33...Exd5 34.We3 He5 35.))d3
Hh7 36.Hxe5?

A serious blunder which spoils White’s
preceding play. Instead of the text
36.8.xe5 was winning easily.

36...fxe5 37.Q.xe5 Hd1+ 38.Hf2
Ab739.8x87?

A logical follow up to White’s 36th
move but a blunder just the same. Note
that White’s position has become un-
pleasant, e.g., 39.5f4 would be met by
39...%h8|, threatening ...¥d5 as well
as ...¥xh4+.

39...%d6 40.He5 &Hxg7 41.85
Hd2+?

Missing a grand opportunity to turn the
tables completely with 41...hxg5 as
both 42.¥xg5+ Hf8 and 42.hxg5 &c6
are both pretty helpless. Note that
41..%d2+ 42.¥xd2 Bxd2+ 43.&e3
Hd7 44.He6hxg5 45.hxg5 is better for
Black but offers White some chances
to resist.
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42. el Hd1+ 43.Hf2 Hd2+?
44.Fel Hd1+ 45. 912 Hd2+ 1-Y
[ Tidskrift for Schack 1924, pgs. 62-64.]

(123) Griinfeld — Rubinstein
Meran (3) 1924
Semi-Slav [D48]

Notes by Griinfeld (G) from Magyar
Sakkvilag, 1924 (pp.93-95), Tartakover
(T), and Kmoch (K).

(T) Moves six to ten by Black repre-
sent an appropriate defense for an en-
terprising player. Played for the first
time in the present game, it has been
named the Meran Variation.

(K) This is the game that introduced the
Meran Defense, a creation of
Rubinstein. It is indeed treated princi-
pally as a variation leading to the
Queen’s Gambit Accepted, butthe con-
tinuation is of great significance.

(G) It is Rubinstein’s merit that with
the sixth to ninth moves we have a new
important defense in the Queen’s Gam-
bit Declined.

[This is definitely not the first time this
sequence of moves was played, indeed
Rubinstein himself had played it the
year before against Teichmann at
Carlsbad (see game 104). More cor-
rectly, this game caught the chess
world’s attention and sparked wide-
spread interest in the Meran.]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.9)c3 c6 4.)f3
OHf6 5.e3 &H)bd7 6.8.d3 dxc4!
7.2.xc4b58.8d3a69.0-0

[Recent theory considers 9.e4 as the
main line and White’s best.]

9...c5 10.a4 b4 11.5e4 Qb7
12.Ded2 He7 13.We2
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(T) Here or on the next move a play-
able continuation is a5, isolating
Black’s b-pawn, but at some risk.

13...0-0 14.Hd1 a5! 15.5c4 Wc7
16.Q2.d2

(T) The development by 16.b3 with
b2 is to be recommended.

16...Hfd8

(G) As Black’s 20th move will show,
here 16...Bfc8 was even stronger.

17.Hacl Wc6 18.b3 Wds5 19.Q el

(K) White no longer has a good game.
19.%f1 in order to be able to answer
19...cxd4 by 20.5xd4 might perhaps
have been better.

19...cxd4 20.exd4 Hdc8

(K) Now that the situation on the c-file
hasbeen cleared up, Black needs a rook
on the c-file. Since the queen’s rook has
its function, the king’s rook is needed
to prevent White from penetrating by
Hc7. But it should not thereby be con-
cluded that at move sixteen ...Efc8
should have been played.

(G), (T) Preparing for 21...2e4, which
at present would be over-hasty by rea-
son of 21.5e3 ¥xb3 22.Hc7 Bab8
23.Bxb7 BExb7 24.8xe4 Hc7 25.8al.
With two minor pieces for a rook and
Black’s queen trapped, White will eas-
ily win.

21.0d2 He4 22.Hel HHd6 23. %11
Hyxc4 24.bxc4

(G) Offers some counterplay, as we
shall see in the next note. After 24. A.xc4
wh5 25.9e5 Hixe5 26.dxe5 Bd8, with

the idea of 27. Ae3 ¥xe5! 28.4b6 Wf4
29.4xd8 A.d6!, winning.

24...8h5 25.5)e5?

(G) The decisive mistake! White, who
was in big time-trouble, considered
during the game 25.f8e4! Axe4
26.Exe4 Hb6 27.c5! Hxa4 28. Bal to
be in Black’s favor. Later analysis
shows that 27...£xa4 is no good be-
cause of 28.%d1!!. Also 27...54d5 gives
Black, as Rubinstein indicated in our
postmortem analysis, no more than an
approximately equal game. [According
to Tartakover, Black’s game remains
cramped after 27... £d5 28.%c4 h6,
and his two center pawns have no vi-
tality. But he agrees that 25.£e5? is a
fatal mistake.]

25...5)xe5! 26.Hxe5 Wh4 27.f4
A£628.g3

(T) This gives Black a chance for fire-
works. But otherwise a substantial loss
of material is unavoidable, e.g.,
28.Beel QAxd4+, or 28.8e3 AxeS
29.fxe5 Qe4, etc.
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28...Q xe5! 29.dxe5 &e7 30.Q.e3
Wd7 31.0e2 Wxa4 32.84 b3
33.9f2 Qe434.0d4 Hd8 35.&e3
Ac236.Hal ¥b4 0-1
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This loss seems to have inspired
Griinfeld, ashe went onto win the tour-
nament two points ahead of the field!

(124) Rubinstein — L. Steiner
Meran (4) 1924
Griinfeld [D95]

Notes from The Chess Amateur, April
1924.

1.d4 HHf6 2.5)f3 g6 3.c4 A.g7
4.5)c3 d5 5.e3 0-0 6.%b3 c6
7.82.d3 dxc4 8.Q.xc4 Hbd7 9.0-0
Hb6 10.0e2 Heb6 11.%c2 Qc4
12.e4 Q. xe2 13. % xe2 e5

Inspiration. He cannot permit 14.e5,
with £e4 to follow.

14.dxe5 &Hfd7 15.Hd1 eS8
16.Q.e3 We7 17.a4 H)xe5 18.H)xe5
A xe5 19.a5 HA7 20.Wc4 HfdS
21.f4 Q xc3

Either 21...8g7 or 21....c7 would be
met by 22.e5 and 23.5e4.

22.bxc3 &H)f6 23.e5 HdS 24.Q4f2
We6 25.g3 b6 26.8d4 c5

A failure under time pressure. Black
undermines his own strongly posted
knight.

27.82d2 Hc7 28. W xeb6! Hxeb
29.Hb2! Hab8 30.Habl Hd3
31.Qe1h5

This does not avail, as Rubinstein finds
a quick winning line.

32.axb6 axb6 33.Hxb6 EHxb6
34.Hxb6 g5 35.f5 Hg7 36.5Eb8+
&h7 37.e6 6
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If 37...fxe6, then 38.f6 wins

38.4.f2 Hd5 39.Hc8 Hxf5 40.e7
He5 41.Q.xc5 &g6 42.c4 Hf7
43.5f8+ &gb 44.0.d61-0

(125) Takdcs — Rubinstein
Meran (5) 1924
Réti [A09)]

Notes by Takacs from L’Alfiere di Re,
1924,

1.5)f3 d5 2.c4 d4 3.e3 &6 4.b4
dxe3 5.fxe3 £)xb4 6.d4 e5 7.a3 e4
8.0 fd2 Hd3+9.Q.xd3 exd3 10.0-
0 £Hf6 11.%b3 Qe7 12.&xd3 0-0
13.5c3 Qg4 14.5f3 c5 15.4.b2
cxd4 16.exd4 Ec8 17.4d1 A.h5
18.5)e3 H.g6 19.%%b3 He8 20.H)e5
YWc7 21.c5! Hcd8 22.Hacl Af8
23.a4 Q.e4 24.8Hf4 Q.d5 25.5xd5
Exd5 26.Hcf1

Better than 26.8xf6 gxf6 27.%xd5 fxe5
28.dxe5 Heb.

26...Hed8 27.Hxf6! gxf6 28.Hxf6
Hxe5 29.dxe5 ¥xc5+ 30.%h1
Wds5 31.%g3+ Qg7 32.Hf1 ¥cd
33. ¥f3 Hd3 34. %15 Hd2 35.4.c1
He236.4f4
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36...4xe5? 37.4h6! f6 38.Bdl.
[36...Ba2?? is the decisive mistake. After
36...%e4!, Black even stands better.)

37.82d1 Wc7

White wins after 37...%d5 38.%c8+
Af8 39. ¥g4+ Qg7 40.8xd5, or
37...%e6 38. Bd8+ Af8 39.%g5+ Wgb
40.h3 &g7 41. 96+

38.9g5 1-0

Edgard Colle

(126) Rubinstein — Colle
Meran (6) 1924
Griinfeld [D94]

1.d4 &Hf6 2.0)f3 g6 3.c4 A.g7
4.8\c3 d5 5.3 0-0 6.Q2.d3 c6

The short-lived Belgian champion
(1897-1932) decides to go for
Schlechter’s solid setup which is more
like a Slav than a Griinfeld.

7.0-0 H\bd7?!

This istoo passive. Normal are 7...2.g4,
7...4f5 and 7...dxc4.

8.cxd5 cxd5 9.%b3 e6 10.Q.d2
&He8 11.Hfc1 f5 12.Hc2 &HHdf6
13.Hacl &He4 14.Qel HF7
15.9e5?

White could have maintained his ad-
vantage with 15.9e2, intending He5.
The knight on €2 can come to d4 after
...Axes.

15....xe5 16.dxe5 HHc5 17.%b5
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17...xd3?

Colle misses his one chance to reverse
the situation with 17...b6 18.&e2 Qa6,
which wins the exchange after the trade
of bishops and £d3.

18. % xd3 2.d719.)b5 a6 20.5)d4
&Hg7 21.f4 Hc8 22.Hxc8 QA xc8
23. %c3 QAd7 24.Wc7 Wxc?
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25.Hxc7 Qc6 26.Hc8+ HfS
27.)xc6 bxc6 28.5 xc6...

White went on to win in a few more
moves which are not available. 1-0
[Gazette van Gent; February 22, 1924]

(127) Spielmann — Rubinstein
Meran (7) 1924
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.4f3 £c6 3.Qb5 a6
4.Q a4 HDHf6 5.0-0 d6 6.c4 Hxed
7.d4 Qd7 8.%e2 f5 9.9 xc6 bxcb
10.dxe5 fQe7 11.Hc3 Hxc3
12.bxc3 0-0 13.c5 dxe5 14.5)xe5
Ne8 15.2d1 Wc8 16.Wcéd+ Hh8
17.0e3 Af6 18.2d4 f4 19.2d3
wfs5 20.Hel QA h5 21.g4 Q. xg4
22.5\f7+ BHxf7 23. % xf7 Q4.hs
24.%c4 Qg6 25.9xf6 ¥xd3
26.¥xd3 Q. xd3 27.4.d4 »s-%

(128) Rubinstein — Koltanowski
Meran (8) 1924
Slav D15

1.d4 c6 2.c4 d5 3.3 &HF6 4.5)c3
Q15?1 5. %b3 b6 6.cxd5 Hyxd5
7.e4! Hxc3 8.exf5 HA59.2.d3 g6
10.0-0 Qg7 11.48.g5 0-0 12.Hacl
¥Wd6 13.Hfel NHd7 14.fxg6 hxg6
15.9a6 Hab8 16.Q4h4 Q hé6
17.2483 QAf4 18.4.xf4 Hxf4
19.5e5! H)xes 20.dxes5 ¥d2

Not much better is 20...&d5 21.&g3!
Hh5 22.h4, etc.

21.Q.c4 e6 22.Hcdl Was 23.He4
Hhs
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24.0 xe6! Hg7 25.Q.c4 b5 26.4.f1
Hfd8 27.Hcl ¥b6 28.e6! Hd5
29.exf7+ Hxf7 30.Hf4+ Hg8
31.H2f6 1-0

The following game fragment was dis-
covered by Tony Gillam in Becker’s
famous opening card index.

(129) Selezniev — Rubinstein
Meran (9), 1924
Slav [D12]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.Xf3 &)f6 4.e3
Afs

Rubinstein’s principle — he will play
...8f5 when possible.

5.2c3 €6 6.2.d3

Rubinstein was always willing to take
doubled f-pawns with either color as
he appreciated the extra space and
strengthened grip on €5 or ...e4.

6...8e7 7.0-0 0-0 8.a3 Ha6 9.b4
dxc4 10.Q.xc4 £Hc7 11.8.b2
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11...cd5 12.%e2 AH\b6 13.Q4.b3
a5 14.b5 a4 15.Q.a2 cxbs

No other moves are available. Chances
are equal after 16.&xb5 &bd5 or
16.5xb5 Hbds.

(130) Rubinstein — Tarrasch
Meran (10) 1924
King’s Gambit [C36]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 exf4 3.0 f3 d5 4.exd5
Df6 5.0)¢c3 Hxd5 6.Q.b5+ c6
7.%e2+ Qe68.Qc4 Qe7 9.H)xd5
cxd5 10.4.b5+ £c6 11.d4 Yc7
12. 8 xc6+ bxc6 13. 0-0 0-0
14.5e5 ¥b6 15.c3 c5 16. dxc5
A xc5+ 17.Hh1 £6 18.5)d3 Hfe8
19. fyxc5 Wxc5 20.Q.xf4 Qf7
21.%d2 He4 %-% [Die
Hypermoderne Schachpartie, p. 212]

(131) Patay — Rubinstein
Meran (11) 1924
Queen’s Pawn D04

1.d4 d5 2.5f3 06 3.e3 QAf5
4.09d3 e6 5.5 e5

This continuation is not mentioned in
ECO.

5...2bd7 6.Hd2 H4d6 7.f4 0-0
8.)df3 He4 9.0-0 h6 10.Hyxd7
Wxd7 11.9e5 We8 12.c4 c6 13.c5
D.c7 14.b4 £6 15.0f3 a5 16.bxa5s
Hxa5 17.%b3 a8 18.a3 b6
19.)d2 bxc5 20.5) xe4 c4! 21.Q.xc4
Qxe4 22.0d3 Hb8 23.%c2 A.xd3
24.%xd3 Habs5 25.Hf2 HEb3
26.%d1 Wab 27.a4 Qa5 28.Hc2
A.c329.Haa2e530.fxe5fxe531.h3
exd4 32.exd4 ¥yc4?

Instead 32...&b6! wins the d4-pawn, for
example, 33.8e3 Ebl 34.Ecl Excl
(also 34...4xd4 is possible) 35.%xcl
Axd4, etc.

33.&h2! c5?

The second error. After 33...&xd4
34.¥xd4 Axd4 35.Bxc6 Le5+ 36.Pgl
fg3, Black’s position is still preferable.

34.0f4 He8?

This loses. More resistance is offered
by 34...¥xd4 35.%xd4 Axd4 36.4xb8
Hxb8.

35.%hs He4 36.Q.e5 cxd4 37.8Hf2
Hxe5 38.%xe5 Hb7 39.%e8+ Hh7
40.82f8 1-0

(132) Rubinstein — Rosselli del Turco
Meran (12) 1924
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 H.c5 3.3 d6 4.5\ c3
0f6 5.8.c4 Hc6 6.d3 Qg4 7.h3
A xf3 8. Yxf3 exf4 9.4 b5 Hd7
10.Q.xc6 bxc6 11. 8 xf4 0-0 12.g4
Whi+ 13.%g3 Wxg3+ 14. Q.xg3
Ab4 15.Hd2 6 16.a3 QA xc3+
17.%xc3 Hf7 18.Hhfl Heb
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19.5f5 ¢5 20.Haf1 h6 21.b3 EhS8
22.&Hb2 Hhb8 23.Qel Hes
24.9 ¢c3 £)c6 25.h4 £Hd4 26. Q. xd4
cxd4 27.85

Rubinstein initiates a minority attack on
the kingside.

27... hxg5 28.hxg5 Ef8 29.b4 a5
30.%b3 axb4 31.axb4 c5 32. c3
Hac8 33.gxf6 gxf6 34.bxc5 dxc5
35.&c4 dxc3 36.Hxc3 Hcb6
37.&c4 Hc7 38.e5 HA7
39.Exf6+2?!

39.exf6 BEd4+ 40.%c3 Bd6 40.f7 Ed7
41.81f3 followed by ®c4 and Black
can hardly resist — Marin in Learn from
the Legends (p.48). Note that Marin’s
move numbering for the game fragment
starts at move 26. It is one move off
from the actual game continuation but
does not affect the analysis in any way.

39...Hxf6 40.exf6 &Hf7 41.Hf3
Hc7 42.8f5 Hd7?

“41...Ha7! was necessary and I cannot
see how White can improve his posi-
tion” - Marin

43.Hd5! Ha7 44.85d6 Hc7 45.&d5
Hc8 46.Ye5 Hc7 47.Hd8 c4
48.Hh8?

Incredible! Rubinstein misses a forced
win with 48.%d6! c3 49.8h8!! threat-
ening the deadly Eh7+ followed by
Hxc7, winning the black rook and stop-
ping the pawn — Marin.

48...Hc6 49.Eh7+ &f8

128

/ / ®
% % / /ﬁ
// // /
/ // ) /
// // //
/////////

/ / 7

50.f5 c3?

Rosselli generously returns the favor.
He probably wanted his pawn to be sup-
ported by the rook, but it was more
important to control the el-square in
certain lines. 50...cxd3! would have
saved the day: 51.&g6 ®e8 52.Be7+
&d8 53.Bel &d7 54.Ed1 Bd6 55.8g7
Bd4 56.f7 BEg4+ 57.8f6 Bf4+ 58.8g6
Pe7 59.Bel+ &d7 and White cannot
use his rook to cover the king — Marin.

51.%g6 He8 52.Eh8+?

52.Be7+! &d8 53.Hel &d7 54.%g7
®d6 55.f7 Bc8 56.f8(%)+ Exf8
57.&xf8 ©d5 58.8Be4 wins — Marin.

&d753.82h1 c2??

According to Rosselli in L’[talia
Scacchistica, 1924, Black has a draw
by 53...2d6! 54.f7 Le5+ 55.Lg7 Ec8
56.f8(%) Exf8 57.&xf8 &d4.

54.Hc11-0

(133) Opolensky — Rubinstein
Meran (13) 1924

Four Knights Game[C48]
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l.e4 e5 2.3 Hcb 3.)c3 &Hf6
4.9b5 Hd4 5.HH)xe5 We7 6.f4
Hyxb5 7.5)xb5 d6 8.)f3 Wxe4+
9. {12 Hg4+ 10.Hgl1 &d8 11.h3
Hf6 12.d4 h5 13.5)85 Wes8
14.5)c3 Af5 15.Hh2
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15...)g4+ 16.hxg4 hxg4+17.5g3
Hxh1 18.%xh1 £f6 19.Q.d2 fxg5

20.Hel gxf4+ 21.Q.xf4 Wf7
22.%f1 Qe7 23. Wb5 g5 24.8.d2
Whs 25. %12 g3+! 26. Ye3!

26.5xg3? Wh4+ 27.9f3 Qg4+ 28. Pe3
Wg3+ 29.Fed Wxg2+, etc.

26...84 27.5e4 ¥h6+ 28.%d3
Web6 29. W xb7 Hc8 30.c4 c6 31.d5!

A mistake would be 31.2a5+ &e8
32.9d2 Axed4d 33.BExed Hrxe4
34.%xc8+ Hf7, because the g2-pawn
is impossible to defend — L’Italia
Scacchistica, 1924,

31...cxd5 32.cxd5 ¥d7 33. % xd7+
YHxd7 34.Hcl HEh8 35.4.e3 HeS8
36.Hela637.4.f4 Hf638.b3 Q.87
39. Q.xg3 Q.86 1Y

Southport, August 11-23, 1924
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The Southport Major Open was a most
unusual event for a player of Rubin-
stein’s caliber. While the best British
players were playing in the concurrent
British Championship, held at the same
site, Akiva was giving a clinic to the
minor British masters. That he won all
eleven games is nottoo surprising, but
the way he did it is worth a look.

The firstround sees Akiva take revenge
on John Drewitt, the only player to de-
feat him at Hastings 1922/23.

(134) Rubinstein — Drewitt
Southport (1) 1924
Griinfeld [D95]

1.d4 OHf6 2..0f3 g6 3.c4 Q.87
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4.5)c3 d5 5.e3 0-0 6. ¥b3 c6
7.8d2 dxc4 8.8 xc4 h6 9.0-0
Hbd7 10.%c2 H)b6 11.4b3 Qf5
12.e4 H.g4 13.9e3 Q. xf3 14.gxf3
¥wd7 15.%h1 ¥Wh3 16.%e2 &Hh7
17.Hg1 H)h5 18.f4 Had8 19. Had1l
&8 20.5d3 ¥d7 21.f5e5

22. 0 xf7! Exf7 23.fxg6+ Hh8
24. % xh5! 1-0

(135) Rubinstein — Heath

Southport (2) 1924

King’s Gambit [C39]

l.ede5 2.f4exf43.0f3g54.h4 g4
5.5)e5 H)f6 6.Q.c4 d5 7.exd5 A.g7
8.d4 »h5 9.5)c3 0-0 10.H)e2 c5?

Considered at that time as Black’s best.
Recent theory recommends 9...2d7.

11.0xf4 HHg3 12.5)e6!
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12...0 xe6

This is by no means forced. Sankovski-
Heuer, Estonia (ch) 1970 saw 12...fxe6
13.dxe6 &h8 14.4g5 a5+ 15.%d2
Wxd2+ 16.%xd2 Hxh1 17.0xh1 Ef2+
18.%e3 Bf5 19.®e4 and only after the
blunder 20...Bf8, allowing 20.€7, was the
position lost for Black. There were many
improvements for him between move 12
and 20 and we are not necessarily con-
vinced of the soundness of White’s play,
the result notwithstanding.

13.dxe6 W xd4

There is some confusion regarding this
variation. ECO, perhaps following
Sovremenny Debiut, cites Blackburne-
L. Paulsen, Vienna 1873: 13... &xhl
14.%xg4 ¥xd4 15.exf7+ &h8 16.
Wxd4 cxd4 17.8f4 Hc6, and now 18.
Dxc6 bxc6 19.®e2, with advantage for
White. But no such game was played
in the tournament. The openings of the
two games between Blackburne (as
White) and Paulsen are 1.e4 e5 2.9f3
d6 3.8.c4, etc., and 1.e4 e5 2.3 d6
3.d4 £d7, etc. A search of Mega Data-
base 2010 yielded no games that
reached this position.

14.¥xd4 cxd4 15.e7! Ec8

If 15...8xh1 16.4xf7+! ®h8 17.
exf8(&)+ Axf8 18.0f4 g7 (18...5a6
19.%e2,0r 18...2d6 19.4d5!") 19.4d5
Hcb 20.8xc6 bxcb 21.0-0-0! Hf2
22.Hxd4, and White wins.

16.4f7+ Hh8 17.He6! Hcb6
18.5f7+ ®g8 19.5)d8 1-0

A.R.B.Thomas is the author of a
pleasant little book called Chess for
the Love of it.
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(136) Thomas — Rubinstein
Southport (3) 1924
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D52]

1.d4 d5 2.)f3 £)f6 3.c4 €6 4.5)c3
Hbd7 5.9.85 c6 6.e3 ¥as5 7..0d2
dxc4 8.Q.xf6 Hyxf6 9.5 xc4 Wc7
10.2d3 Qe7 11.0-0 0-0 12.Hc1
Hds 13.9e5 A4.d7 14.9b1 He8
15.%c2 Hac8 16.Efd1 g6 17.0)f3
cS 18.dxc5 ¥ xc5 19.Hxd8 Hxd8
20.Hd1 Hc8 21.5d2 ¥as5 22. &b3
b6 23.h3 &g7 24.Hh2 H b4
25.Hc2 Ad6+ 26.%9g1 &Hds
27.HYxd5 H.a4 0-1

A possible continuation could be 28.¥7d3
Axc2 29.¥d4+ e5 30.5xe5 ¥el+, and
Black wins — A.R.B. Thomas.

(137) Rubinstein — Watts
Southport (4) 1924
Caro-Kann [B13]

1.d4 c6 2.e4 d5 3.exd5 cxd5
4.9d3 e6 5.0f3 9.d6 6.0-0 Hc6
7.c3 h6 8.%e2 &) f6 9.He5 ¥c7
10.f4 0-0 11.56d2 b6 12.g4 A b7
13.2f3 Q xe5 14.fxe5 Hh7
15.0f1 He7 16.)83 Hgb6 17..Hh5
We7 18.Hh3 g5 19.8.x85 ¥xg5
20.5f1 We7 21.5)f6+ g=f6 22.exf6
WWd6 23.%e3 1-0

(138) Rhodes — Rubinstein
Southport (5) 1924
Slav [D15]

Notes by J. H. Blake from British Chess
Magazine, 1924.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.f3 &HHf6 4.5)c3
dxc4 5.e3 bS5 6.a4 b4 7.9)a2 e6
8.Q.xc4 H)bd7 9.0-0 Q.7 10.b3

131

[This scheme of development is not as
common as placing the bishop on d2
and the knight on b3 (via cl), but the
game Réti-Lasker from Maihrisch
Ostrau the year before likely influenced
Rhodes’ choice. Many years later Se-
attle GM Gregory Serper resurrected
this line with some success.]

10...0-0 11.8b2 a5 12.%e2 c5
13.Had1l Qb7 14.Hcl ¥b6
15.56d3 Hac8 16.5)fe5 Hxe5
17.5Yxe5 Hesd 18.Hd7 ¥c6
19.Q4.b5 &\c3 20.%g4 h5

Not 20...2xb5, because White wins
after 21.d5!.

21.0 xc6
If 21.¥g3 &x=b5!

21..hxg4 22.8 xb7 Hc7 23.H)xf8
Hxb7 24.Hd3?

White should win by 24.8.xc3 bxc3
25.dxc5! &xf8 26.2d4! Bxb3 27.c6
Bb8 28.Hc4 Af6 29.8d1, etc. . The
British Chess Magazine (1924, p. 365),
quotes Rubinstein as saying that if
Rhodes had played 24.2.xc3, that he
(A.R.) could have only drawn. This
postgame misevaluation was not typi-
cal for Akiva.

24...cxd4 25.exd4 He2+ 26.Hh1
=xf8 27.g3 Hc7 28.Hel Hc2
29.He3 &Hc3 30.4.xc3 bxc3
31.H3e2 Hxe2 32.Hxe2 Af6
33.9g2 Qxd4d 34.Hf1 He7
35.%el 5 36.Hd1 &d6 37.Fc2
e5 38.Hel g5 39.2h1 e4 40.h3
gxh3 41.Hxh3 Q.xf20-1
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Rubinstein — Wright
Southport (6) 1924
1-0 (Missing)

(139) Moses — Rubinstein
Southport (7) 1924
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 d5 2.Yf3 £)f6 3.e3c54.8d3
£ c6 5.h3? €6 6.0-0 H.d6 7.b3 e5!
8.dxe5 £)xe59.8 b2 We7 10.H)xe5
A xe511. 0 xe5 ¥xe512.)d20-0
13.5)f3 ¥e7 14.Hel Qd7 15.a4
Had8 16.%e2 He4 17.Q.xe4 dxe4
18.5 h2 Q.e6 19.Hed1 c4! 20.bxc4
%wcs 21.Hxd8 Hxd8 22.Hd1
Hxd1l+ 23.%Wxd1 h6 24.%d8+
Hh7 25.%d4 Wxcs 26. W xc4
A xc4d 27.a5 Hg6 28.f4 Hf6
29.%f2 Fe7 30.Fel f5 31.Hd2
&d6 32.g24 g6 33.h4 h5! 34.g5
&5 35.Fc3 a6 0-1

(140) Rubinstein — Miiller
Southport (8) 1924
King’s Indian [E69]

Notesby J. H. Blake from British Chess
Magazine, 1924.

1.d4 Hf6 2.0f3 g6 3.c4 A.87
4.£)c3 0-0 5.e4d6 6.h3 Hbd7 7.g3
e58.Qg2exd4 9.5 xd4 Hc510.0-
0 a5 11.Q.e3 He8 12.Wc2 §d7
13.%h2 We7 14.f3 c6 15. 412
Hhs5 16.Hadl a4 17.Hfel §h6?
18.f4 Q€6 19.)d5! ¥d8 20.H) xe6
Hxe6 21.H)b6 Hab 22.c5 Af8
23.5)c4

Also very strong is 23.4f1, but it tends
to greater complications, and the sim-
pler method is no doubt deliberately
chosen.

23...d5 24.exd5 cxd5 25.Qxd5
Wc7
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26.¢6!

An instructive example of the art of
demolishing an opponent’s position. At
the present moment all Black’s pieces
but one are protected, after only two
moves more Black has three unpro-
tected pieces!

26...bxc6 27.H.xe6 fxeb

White has several options after
27...Bxeb 28.Hxeb fxe6 29.He5 ¥c8,
for example: 30.Hcl, 30.4d4, or
30.0d7.

28.5\e5 &Hf6 29.4d4 Qg7
30.5)xg6! hxg6 31. 4. xf6 &f7
32.Q.xg7 ¥xg7 33.%c4 Hb6
34.Exe6 Hxb2+ 35.%h11-0

(141) Schofield — Rubinstein
Southport (9) 1924
Ruy Lopez [C77]

1.e4 e5 2.)4f3 Hc6 3.Q4.b5 a6
4.Qa4 O f6 5.d3 d6 6.c3 Qe7
7.2bd2 0-0 8.)f1 b5 9.4.c2 d5
10.4g5 h6 11.94xf6 Q xf6
12.exd5 ¥xds 13.He3 ¥d7 14.0-
0 A b7 15.%e2 g6 16.Hadl Hae8
17.h3 Qg7 18.Hd2 f5 19.Hel
Yh7 20.0f1 He7 21.He3 c5
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22.%d1 Hc6 23.56f1 £H)d8 24.a4
¥wd6 25.H1h2 £Ye6 26.axb5 axbs
27.%e2 H)f4 28.%f1 Wc6 29.83
Heb6 30.¥g2 c4 31.50h4 Y7
32.%f1 £Hg5 33.dxc4 bxc4
34.94b1 e4 35.Hedl e3 36.He2
exf2+ 0-1

(142) Rubinstein — Duffield
Southport (10) 1924
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D65]

1.d4 d5 2.56f3 &)f6 3.c4 €6 4.\ c3
Hbd75.085 Qe7 6.3 0-0 7.Hcl
c6 8.%¥c2 a6 9.cxd5 exds 10.H.d3
He8 11.0-0 &) f8 12.h3 &HYhs5
13.Q.xe7 Exe7 14.b4 ¥d6 15.82b1
wWf6 16.5HHe5 ¥Whé6 17.a4 f6
18.£)g4 ¥g5 19.b5 axb5 20.axb5
g6 21.5a4 Q. xg4 22.hxgs ¥xg4
23.H)b6 HdA8 24.bxc6 bxcé
25.Wxc6 Heb 26.Hxd5 Hee8
27.85b7 &h8 28.Hal Hf8 29.f3
Hxd4 30.fxg4 Hxc6 31.gxh5
Exds 32.8e4 Hd6 Q. xc6 Hxc6
34.H1a7 Hd8 35.Hxh7+ &g8
36.Hag7+ HFf8 37.h6 1-0

(143) PW. Sergeant — Rubinstein
Southport (11) 1924
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D31]

Notes by J.H. Blake from British Chess
Magazine, 1924.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 a6

First played at this early stage by
Janowsky in 1899.

4.cxd5 exd55.83 H6 6.3 H.d6
7. .82 c6 8.%c2 0-0 9.0-0 He8
10.h3 H)bd7 11.H)h4 Hf8 12.5)f5
Hc7 13.985 h6 14.9d2 Hed
15.59h4 Hyxd2 16. ¥ xd2 Heb
17.)f3£518.e3 ¥f619. He2 Hg5
20.5xg5 hxgs 21.f4 Q.d7 22.

Hacl 2.d6 23.5)c3 Q.e6 24.Hcel
Had8 25.9a4 He7 26.Hc5 H.c8
27.5)d3 gxf4

The accuracy with which this move is
timed is worth noting. The aim of
White’s maneuver with his knight was
to get to eS. By making the exchange
at the moment when White cannot re-
take with the e-pawn, Black compels
the relinquishment of that aim.

28.H\xf4

Not 28.gxf4 because of 28...g5, fol-
lowed by ...Hg7, ...&h8, and ...Edg8.

i

A

%

p
7z
Y

28...85 29.5)e2

Rubinstein pointed out after the game,
that 29.25h5 was much stronger. The
knight could be supported on that
square by ¥d1 and g4, and would not
easily have been turned out. For that
reason, it might have been better for
Black to play ...¥h6 before, instead of
after, 28...g5. After the text move Black
forces the win by a series of accurately
timed moves.

29...Hde8 30.2f3 ¥h6 31.Hef1
Ac7 32.9D)cl g4 33.hxg4 fxg4s
34.8f6 ¥xe3+ 35.%xe3 Hxe3
36.Hg6+ Hh7 37.Hff6 Q.f5!0-1
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Southport, August 16-17, 1924 Speed (Lightning)Tournament

Rubinstein won the lightning tourna-
ment held at Southport on August 13,
defeating Yates in the last round. Sir
G.A. Thomas took second place as was
reported in the British Chess Magazine
of 1924, p. 351

(144) Rubinstein — Yates
Southport (Speed Tournament) 1924
Queen’s Pawn [D02]

1.d4 d5 2.3 Hf6 3.Q.f4 €6 4.e3
c55.¢3 £c6 6.5)bd2 Q.7 7.h3 0-
0 8. Q.d3 cxd4 9.exd4 a6 10.0-0
b5 11. We2 ¥b6 12.5He5 Qb7
13.Hael Bfd8 14.9.85 Has 15.f4
Wc7 16.f5 Hc4d 17.0df3 He4
18. Q. xe7 Wxe7 19.fxe6 fxeb
20.5Hxc4 bxc4 21.Q xe4 dxe4
22.5e5 Hf8 23.HHxc4 Wgs5
24.5\e3 Bf6 25.50g4 EHg6 26.%e3
We7 27.Hf4 Hf8 28.Hefl Hxf4
29.%'xf4 h5 30.%b8+ Hh7 31.5Hf8
Hg5 32.Eh8+ &g6 33. He5+ EHxe5
34.%xe5 h4 35.%hs5+ &f6
36.%xh4+ 1-0

We have little information about
Rubinstein’s skills as a blitz player, but
the available evidence suggests that he
was not world class in this form of
chess. This lightning tournament was
played after round six of the Major
Open on August 16 and 17. A total of

forty players participated and
Rubinstein just barely finished ahead
of William Fairhurst. The source for the
following games was the Glasgow Her-
ald of September 4, 1924.

(145) W.Gibson — Rubinstein
Southport (Speed Tournament) 1924
Vienna [C29]

1.e4 e5 2.)c3 &)f6 3.f4 d5 4.fxe5
Hxe4 5.00f3 N e7 6.Q.e20-0 7.0-
0 2.848.d3 HNc59.%el N6 10.d4
Heb6 11.Qe3 f6 12.exf6 Q. xf6
13.Hd1 ¥d7 14.%g3 A h5 15.5)e5
H.xes5 16.dxe5 Q. xe2 17.5)xe2 d4
18.c3 Hxf1+ 19.Hxf1 ¥f7+
20.8f2 dxc3 21.9d3xc3 Wfs
22.%gl1 Hxes 23.Q.e3 Hf8 24.h3
c6 25.8c1 &c5 26.Hh2 Hcd3
27.0h6 Hf728.5e2¥f229.Q e3
¥xe2 30.82b1 Hf3+ 0-1

(146) E. Spencer — Rubinstein
Southport (Speed Tournament) 1924
Giuoco Piano [C54]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 &Hc6 3.Q.c4 H.c5
4.d3 2)f65.0-0d66.c3 Qg4 7.Hel
wd7 8..3bd2 0-0 9.5)f1 d5
10.exd5 Hyxds5 11.HHe3 Hxe3
12.H.xe3 9.d613.9d5 Hh8 14.d4
exd4 15.8 xc6 bxc6 16. ¥y xd4
Axf3 17.gxf3 ¥h3 18.f4 Hae8
19.%d1 He6 20.f3 Hg6+ 0-1

Berlin, December 9-17, 1924

1

2 3 4 T

Johner X
Rubinstein 1%

& W=

Mieses 00

Teichmann ‘20

02 Y1 11 4

x 04 1% 3%

12 x %0 2%
0% %l  x 2
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The four-player double round-robin
organized by Bernhard Kagan in Ber-
lin was the greatest result of Swiss
master Paul Johner’s (pronounced
Yoaner) career. Rubinstein had a tough
break in round one, losing on time in a
drawn position with one move to make,
but he bounced back to nearly win the
event.

(147) Rubinstein — Teichmann
Berlin (1) 1924
King’s Gambit [C32]

l.e4e52.f4d53.exd5e4 4.d3 &6
5.dxe4 Hyxe4 6. e2 Wxd5 7.Hd2
£58.23 24d79.2482 Ac610.H)h3
Hd7 11.H)xe4 fxe4 12.0-0 H.c5+
13.4f2 &Hf6 14.He3 QA xe3
15.%xe3 0-0 16.2fd1 ¥bs5 17.b3
Hfe8 18.c4 ¥b6 19.Hd4 Had8
20.Had1l Hxd4 21.Hxd4 &Hf7
22.%c3e3 23.50d3 Q. xg2 24.5)e5+
g8 25.Hxg2 e2 26.c5 a6
27.Hf2 Hgs+ 28.Fel Hxes
29.fxe5 ¥xa2 0-1 (Time)

According to Kagan, in the final posi-
tion Rubinstein had three minutes for
his last move of the time control, which
was 30 moves in two hours. Instead of
playing the obvious 30.%c4+ followed
by 31.e6, which would easily draw, he
overstepped the time limit.

(148) Mieses — Rubinstein
Berlin (2) 1924
Scotch [C47]

1.e4 e5 2.4f3 Hc6 3.d4 exd4
4.5)xd4 Hf6 5. xc6 bxc6 6.0.d3
d5 7.5c3 Ab4 8.e521 Hgs 9.0-0
0-010.8f4f611.exf6 H)xf612.a3
Ad6 13.9xd6 ¥xd6 14.8 €2 c5
15.8f3 c6 16.Hel HEb817.b3 Q.15

18.%d2 Hbe8 19.EHxe8 HxeS8
20.Qe2 ¥es5 21.2d1 h6 22.Qd3?
A xd3 23.cxd3 Hg4 24.83 Wd4
25.982 HHyxf2 26. W xf2 Wxc3
27.8Hf1 &Hh8 28.Wf7 He2+
29.%h3 Wxd3 30.%f8+ Hh7
31.Hf7 ¥g6 32.8f2 ¢eb6+ 33.8g2
Wed+ 34.Hh3 Hxf2 35.Wxf2 d4
36.a4 d3 37.%d2 ¥d5 0-1

(149) Rubinstein — P.Johner
Berlin (3) 1924
English [A28]

1.c4 e5 2.)c3 &HHf6 3.3 Hc6
4.d4 exd4 5.5yxd4 D.c5 6.H)xc6
bxc6 7.e3 ¥e7 8.Qe2 0-0 9.0-0
Hd8 10.b3 d5 11.%c2 ¥es
12.4b2 g5 13.Had1l AfS
14.%cl1 Hg4

.
. X

/
//1//
/

%z
B /

7

//ﬁ// / //
FYA //

15.e4!! He3

This is the decisive mistake. Black
should play 15...&h4, retaining a good
position-Kagan.

16.g3 QAxe4 17.HH)xe4 dxe4
18.&Hh1! Hxd1l 19.Hxd1 hé6
20.fxe3 Q xe3 21. Wc3 He8 22.Hf1
c5 23.8.c1 Ad4 24. Qxg5 Axc3
25.Qf4 c6 26.h4 a5 27.8Hd1 Qd4
28.8.84 £5 29.Q xf5 g5 30.hxg5
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Rubinstein analyzing in the 1920s.

hxg531.Q.c7e3 32.Hel Ha8 33.g4
g7 34.982 a4 35.0c2 axb3
36.4xb3 Ha7 37.4h2 Eb7
38.He2 &f6 39.Hf3 Hh7 40.Q.c2
Hh3+ 41.9g2 Eh8 42.0g1 Ha8
43.0b3 Pe5 44.Hxe3 H xe3
45.8Hxe3+ Hf4 46.Hf3+ 1-0

(150) Teichmann — Rubinstein
Berlin (4) 1924
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D41]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5\ ¢c3 &6 4..Yf3
c55.cxds5 H)xd5 6.e4 Hxc3 7.bxc3
cxd4 8.cxd4 Qb4+ 9.0d2 § xd2+
10.¥xd2 0-0 11.Q.c4 £c6 12.0-0
b6 13.Hfd1 Qb7 14.We2 Ye7
15.8a6 H xa6 16. Wxa6 f5
17.exf5 Hxfs 18.Hacl &H b4
19.%e2 Haf8 20.52f1 Ha5 21.%c4
Hds 22.Hc2 ¥b4 23. We2 Hf4
24.%e4 Hafs5 25.Hfcl ¥bs
26.Hel Hxg2 27.Hxg2 Hxf3
28. % xe6+ Hh8 29.He3 g5+
30.&h1 ¥h5 31.He5 ¥h4 32.He4
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g5 33.EHe5 Wh4 34.Hed WdS8
35.9g1 H3£6 '4-

(151) Rubinstein — Mieses
Berlin (5) 1924
Dutch [A90]

1.d4 £5 2.5)f3 £Yf6 3.83 €6 4. Q.82
d5 5.0-0 bd7 6.¥d3 He4 7.c4
c68.9)c3 Hd69.4f4 Wf610.%e3
QA xf411.gxf4 Who6 12.5)xe4 fxed
13.)85 Hf6 14.b3 0-0 15.f3 ¥h4
16.fxe4 Wxh2+ 17. &xh2 Hgs+
18.%g3 Hxe3 19.Hf3 Hxg2
20.@xg2 Ad7 21.e5 h6 22.5)h3
Ne8 23.cxd5 cxd5 24.Hc3 H.cb
25.%g3 Hf5 26.a4 a5 27.Hgl
H5£8 28..00f2 Hfc8 29.Hgcl 4.d7
30.e4 Hxc3 31.Hxc3 Q.c6 32.%Hf3
&f7 33.Fe3 g6 34.exd5 exd5
35.Hcl Peb 36.Hg4 h5 37..0f6
Hh8 38.Hgl &f7 39.&f3 Hc8
40.£5 gxf5 41.5yxh5 B h8 42.Hg7+
Df8 43. Hg5 Ad7 44.00f4 Hf7
45.Hg6 Hh3+ 46.%f2 Hxb3
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47.e6+ Q xe6 48.Hxe6 Hb4
49.%e3 Hb3+ 50.He2 Hb4 51.
De3 V-2

(152) P. Johner — Rubinstein
Berlin (6) 1924
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.)c3 dxc4 4.9)f3
c5 5.3 OYf6 6.Q xc4 a6 7.a4 &)cb
8.0-0 ¥c7 9.d5 exd5 10.HHyxd5
Hxd511. ¥xd5 Ad612.4d2 Hes
13.Hxe5 Q. xe5 14.Qa5 Q. xh2+
15.Hh1 H.e6 16. Uxeb6+ fxeb

17.Q.xc7 Q.xc7 18.4 xe6...Y:-V4

The game did not actually end here, but
this is all that is available. Despite the
drawish nature of the position, we feel
that Rubinstein would have tried for a
long time before agreeing to split the
point, as a win would have given him
clear first.

Curiously enough this was the only
time that Paul Johner (1887-1938) es-
caped losing to Akiva in 10 tournament
games!

1925

London, March 23-28, 1925

1 Rubinstein
2 Thomas
3  Yates

2 3 T
11 10 3
x 1% 1%
0% x 1%

This little event is easy to miss. The
Times Weekly of April 2, 1925, explains
its purpose:

Partly in view of their forthcoming
meeting in the Baden-Baden tourna-
ment, the City of London Chess Club
arranged for Herr A. Rubinstein to play
Sfour informal games, two against Sir
G A. Thomas and two against F. D.
Yates. These were played at the City of
London Club last week, Rubinstein win-
ning both games against Sir G. A. Tho-
mas, losing one to Yates in 26 moves,
and winning the other in 76 moves.

Whoever is assisting Herr Rubinstein
in making his travel arrangements in
this country should certainly insist on
his keeping to the times arranged, for
he was due to play the first game

against Sir G. A. Thomas at 1.30 p.m.
on Monday of last week. He actually
arrived about 6 p.m., and so far as we
know, no explanation of his delay was
given. Sir G. A Thomas preferred to
play there and then, but it is scarcely
surprising that the feeling caused by the
delay affected his play that night, and
also in the next game the following
morning. Had he chosen to claim the
first game under the time limit, we can-
not see that Rubinstein would have had
any grounds for complaint, and he
would be well advised to keep a stricter
eye on the clock in the future.

Rubinstein exhibits fine positional un-
derstanding in the following game
where he makes excellent use of the
bishop pair.

137



The Life & Games of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years

(153) Yates — Rubinstein
London, March 1925
Ruy Lopez [C79]

l.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.Q4b5 a6
4.Q0a4 HOHf6 5.0-0 d6 6.Hel b5
7.4b3 Has 8.d4 Hyxb3 9.axb3
Ab710.Hbd2 Ye7!1?

Rubinstein’s original idea, which in
recent theory is still mentioned as de-
serving attention.

11.5f1 g6 12.5Hg3 Ag7 13.4d2
0-0 14.dxes5 dxe5 15.Q.c3 HfdS8
16.%e2 &d7 17.b4 H)f8 18.%e3
£f6 19.Hed1 Heb6 20.Hel HdA6
21.8Hxd6 ¥Wxd6 22.5Hd3 EHdS
23.Hel &HYd4 24.Q.xd4 ¥ xd4
25.%xd4 Exd4 26.f3 Af827.5)e2
Bd8 28.Hecl a5! 29.bxa5 c5
30.9f1 c4 31.0f2 Ha8 32.8Hd1
A.c6 33.0 g4 Hf7 34.5He2 h5
35.0f2 Hxa536.Fel Ha237.2b1
b4 38.5Hcl1 Ha8 39..4d1 Heb
40.5e3 Qb5 41.5)e2 £5 42.0d5
Hd643.c3b3

44.82d1 Ha2 45.82b1 fxe4 46.fxe4
Ac647.Hg3 QA xd5 48.exd5+
&Hxds ... 0-1

The game actually went 76 moves, but
this is all that is available.

(154) Rubinstein — Yates
London, March 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D65]

1.d4 £)f6 2.c4 €6 3.2)c3 d5 4. 04,85
De7 5.3 0-0 6.3 Hbd7 7.Hcl
c6 8.%c2 a6 9.cxd5 exd5 10.Q.d3
He8 11.0-0 &\ f8 12.Hb1 H)gé
13.b4 Hes 14.Qxe7 Yxe7
15.5Hfe1?! ¥f6! 16.Hecl

Black wins the queen after 16.9Hxe4?
dxe4 17.4xe4 Hxe4 18.Wxe4 AfS.

16...Q15 17..0d2 Hh4 18.5)f1??
Hxc3 19.9.x£5

Or 19.%xc3 ¥g6, and Black wins.

19...5xb1 20.84xh7+ &hS
21.8d3 Ha3 22.We2 g6 23.H)g3
Hbs5 24.%g4 Hd6 25.Hc5 Hdf5
26.e4 dxe4 27.Q xe4 HHxg3 0-1
[Yorkshire Observer Budget, April 10,
1925]

The two games with Sir George Tho-
mas are missing.

Baden-Baden April 15-May 14, 1925

The tournament at Baden-Baden was
quite successful for Rubinstein. He fin-
ished second to Alekhine, a point and a
half behind. However, he continued his
string of bad luck against his compa-
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triot, Saviely Tartakover, who in the
years 1920-1926 scored five wins and
six draws out of thirteen games played
against Rubinstein.
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 T
1  Alekhine x %1 % % 1 1 %W 1 % 1 1 % % 1 1 % 1 1 1 1 16
2 Rubinstein B o x B W 0 B ¥ ¥ oW1 %1 1 1 1 % 1 1 1 1 1 14%
3 Samisch 0 % x 1 % 0 % % 1 % 1 1 1 % 1 0 % 1 1 1 1 13%
4 Bogoljubow % % 0 x 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 % 0 % 1 1 1 1 1 13
5 Tartakower % 1 % 0 x Y% % % 1 % %W WU % % 1 w1 B 1 B o1 12%
6 Marshall 0 % 1 1 % x 1 % %W % 0 % %W % %W 1 %W 1 W 1 1 12%
7 Rabinovich 0 % % 1 % 0 x % 0 Y% % ¥ 1 1 % 1 1 1 % % 1 12
8 Griinfeld W b B 1 B “u W% o x B o0 0 1 % 1 0 1 % 0 1 1 1 11%
9 Nimzowitsch 0 % 0 0 0 ¥%» 1 Y% x ¥ 1 0 % 1 % % 1 1 1 % 1 11
10 Torre % 0 % 0 % % % 1 % x % 0 % 0 1 % % % 1 1 1 10%
11 Rétd 0 % 0 0 % 1 % 1 0 % x ¥ 1 1 % % % 0 1 0 1 10
12 Treybal 0 0 0 0 % w“mW % 0 1 1 % x ¥ 1 0 % % 1 1 % 1 10
13 Spielmann “ 0 0 0 % w0 W% W W 0 % x 1 1 0 1 1 % 1 1 10
14 Carls w 0 B % % % o0 0 0 1 0 0 0 x 0 1 1 4% 1 1 1 9
15 Yates 0 0 0 1 0 %W %W 1 % 0 % 1 0 1 x 0 o0 0 1 0 1 8
16 Tarrasch 0 % 1 % % 0 0 0 Y% %W Y% % 1 0 1 x 0 % 0 o0 Y 7h
17 Rosselli “w 0 % 0 0 % 0 % 0 % “u B 0 0 1 1 x 1 0 % % Th
18 Colle o 0 0 0 %» 0 0 1 0 %» 1 O O0 w» 1 % 0 x 0 1 1 7
19 Mieses 0 0 0 0 0 % % 0 0 O0 O 0 % 0 0 1 1 1 x 1 1 6%
20 Thomas o 0 0 0 % 0 % 0 w» 0 1 % o0 0 1 1 % 0 0 x % 6
21 te Kolsté o 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O O0 O O o 0 0 % % 0 0 ¥ x 1%
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(155) Rubinstein — Treybal
Baden-Baden (1) 1925
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

Notes by Rubinstein from Kagans
Neueste Schachnachrichten, July 1925.

1.4f3 d5 2.d4 e6 3.e3

This plan of development is particularly
effective after Black has blocked in his
queen bishop with ...e6.

3..50f64.9.d3c55.b3 Hc6 6.4.b2
Ad6 7.4bd2 H)b4?!

This knight move turns out to be a
waste of time. Though White’s king
bishop is driven away from its attack-
ing position, the game continuation
shows it is also excellently placed on
e2. Better was 7...&e7 at once.

8.2e2 We7 9.2a3 Hic6 10.He5
A xe5 11.dxe5 Hd7 12.£4 £5

It is difficult to decide whether 12...f6
was better. In that case White’s best
would have been 13.5f3.

13.c4 0-0 14.0-0 &H)b6 15.%c2
dxc4 16.Yxc4d Hxcs 17.0.xc4
Hds

In order to defend the d6-square against
an invasion by White’s pieces.

18.e4 Hh8 19.Had1 A.d7 20.exf5
exf5 (D)

21.Hd6

Now if 21...2f7 Rubinstein had
22.Bxd7! ¥xd7 23.e6.
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21...8.c6 22.8Bfd1 HHf7 23.Q xf7
Wxf7 24.e6

With this the game is strategically de-
cided. Control of the only open file and
the attacking position of the bishop
guarantees White’s victory.

24...%e7 25.%xc5 EHad8 26.Q.e5
a6 27.b4 Hde8 28.H1d3 ¥g8
29.Hg3 g6 30.4.d4 EHf6 31.Hxc6
1-0

“The value of this game lies not so
much in some sort of variation, but in
the overall construction of that firm
foundation of defense on which Black’s
counterattack develops. Rubinstein’s
style in this battle is indeed epic.” —
Tartakover.

(156) Thomas — Rubinstein
Baden-Baden (2) 1925
Ruy Lopez [C98]

Notes by Emanuel Lasker from
Shakhmatny Listok.

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 & c6 3.84b5 a6
4.Q9a4 HOH)f6 5.0-0 He7 6.Hel b5
7.24b3 d6 8.c3 0-0 9.h3 Has
10.8.c2 c5 11.d4 Wc7 12.)bd2
£ c6 13.d5 HA8 14.)f1 He8
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According to Philidor: the pawns in
front, the pieces backing them up!

15.a4

On the queenside White has nothing to
look for. His chances are on the other
wing, he should have omitted this move
and started with 15.g4 immediately, so
as to make himself strong on the g-file.
[Lasker’s opinionis controversial. Recent
theory considers 15.a4 as the most prom-
ising continuation, leading to a slightly
better game for White, while chances are
equal after 15.g4 6 16.5Hg3 g6 17.%h1
£f7 18.Egl &h8 19.5h2 Hg7.]

15...Hb8 16.axb5

Best. Otherwise the queen’s bishop
would have to watch the b2-pawn.

[Today’s theory and practice show that
16.b4 is at least as good as the text.]

16...axb5 17.g4

[A better and more consistent continu-
ation was 17.b4.]

17...86 18.2)g3 g7 19.&h1?!
[Tartakover recommends 19.%h2.]

19...£6 20.Hgl Hf7 21.%f1 Qd7
22.Qe3 Ha8

Now the counterattack on the a-file pre-
vents White from using his pieces as
he would desire. Hence, he cannot ex-
ecute his plan of ¥g2 and £f5.

23.%g2 Hxal 24.Hxal &b7
25.H9h2 Ha826.%f1 Ha627.5Hd2
a8 28.Hxa6 ¥xab 29.5)b3 Hg5
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Now Black has the advantage on the
kingside, because the white knight has
to stand guard on b3. Black brings
home his advantage in model fashion.
To begin with, he forces the weaken-
ing advance of the opponent’s h-pawn.

30.%g2 h5! 31.h4 &OYf7 32.gxh5
gxh5 33.%h2 Wc8 34.Wg2 Hf8
35..)d2 £5! 36.exf5 Q.xh4 37.f6

White also plays in masterly fashion.
He makes the utmost use of the unten-
able f-pawn and gets up an attack.

37...8.xf6 38.%f3 Qh4 39.0.g6
Q.xg3+ 40.fxg3 Qf5 41.Q.xf7

A perfectly correct assessment. The
endgame after 41.4xh5 &xh5
42.%xh5, owing to the strength of the
e-pawn and the weak White d-pawn,
would be hugely in Black’s favor.

41...Hxf7 42.5\e4 Wd7 43.9h6
g6 44.Q.x87 Hxg7 45.b4?

But therewith White surrenders the
possibility of supporting his d-pawn by
b3 and c4. The right plan was to as-
sume with 45.9f2 a firm position, and
to threaten counterattacks as soon as the
Black queen strays too far away from
its king and d-pawn. Against such a te-
nacious defense Black would still have
had to overcome great difficulties.

45...c4 46.Yd2 ¥f7 47.%%e3

White’s pawn must eventually fall af-
ter 47.9g2 A.g6.

47.. ¥ xd5 48.%yg5+ 0.86 49.%e7+
&g8 50.yd8+ Hf7 51.Wd7+ Hf6
52. Wd8+ &f5 53.Wd7+ &f6
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54.%d8+ Hg7 55.%e7+ Wf7
56.%xd6 Wf2+57.%h3
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57...&ho!

A problem-like endgame: White is in
zugzwang and must lose his knight —
Tartakover.

58.0b1 Wf5+ 59.8g2 Wxbl
60. %18+ Hg5 61.%d8+ FHg4
62.%d7+ S5 63. Wdl+ g5 0-1

(157) Rubinstein — Sdmisch
Baden-Baden (3) 1925
Dutch [A84]

1.d4f5 2.c4 Hf63.e3d6 4.5\c3 e5
5. dxe5 dxe5 6. Wxd8+ &Hxd8
7.3 Hc6 8.4.d2 He6 9.0-0-0
Ye8 10.h3 a6 11. e4 Hxe4
12.5)xe4 fxe4 13.5)g5 Q.15 14. g4
Hg615. 082 Hd8 16.8.e3 Hxd1+
17. HExd1 &)b4 18.Hxe4 Hxa2+
19.&c2 Hb4+ 20.FHc3 a5 21.5Hc5
A xc5 22.84xc5 Hcé 23.h4 h5
24.85 e4 25.82d5 b6 26. Q.a3 A f7
27.8f5 Qg6 28.Hf4 &Hd7 29.
A xe4 Q xe4 30.Hxe4 He8 31.Hf4
Hds 32.4f8 g6 33.&Hd3 Heb
34.987 H)b7 35.Q.£8 £ d836.H.a3
c5 37.b3 Hd6+ 38.Fe3 Heb+
39.&d3 Bd6+ 1-%
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(158) Spielmann — Rubinstein
Baden-Baden (4) 1925
Four Knights Game[C48]

Notes by Spielmann (S) from Kagans
Neueste Schachnachrichten, 1925, (pp.
316-18) and Levenfish (L) from
L’Echiquier 1925, a translation from
Shakhmatny Listok.

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.5Hc3 Hf6
4.9b5 Hd4

[This is one of the variations most
closely identified with Rubinstein. He
wasn’t the first to play 4..2d4 — that
honor may go to Schallop (against
Paulsen in 1881) — nor was he the first
world class player to use it as Marshall
gets credit, but Akiva’s win over
Spielmann and draw with Bemnstein in
1912 brought it to the chess world’s
attention. Rubinstein was faithful to his
variation for over twenty years despite
some rough patches including three
losses with it against Bogoljubow in
their match.]

5.5)xe5 &e7 6.f4 Hxb5 7.5 xb5
d6 8.0 f3 Wxed+ 9.Hf2 Hg4+
10.%g3 Wg6!

(L) In his match with Bogoljubow
(Stockholm 1920), Rubinstein played
10...%d8. After 11.h3!, White ensured the
security of his king, and with an advan-
tage in development, he eventually won.
At that time I indicated, in Listok
Petrocommuny, 1921, the right continu-
ation: 10... ¥g6, and if 11.5h4, then
11...8£6 12.Hxc7+ ©d8 13.5xa8 g5!, or
13. £d5 ¥d4! 14.5e3 (or 14.%f3)
14...g5! 15.fxg5 WeS5+ 16.3f3 Wxg5
17.%el Hxe3 18.dxe3 LAg4+, etc.
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11.We2+

(S) For a long time it was thought that
Black’s sacrificial line 11.25h4 ¥h5
12.5xc7+ &d8 could be refuted by the
zwischenzug 13.h3 (instead of 13. £xa8?
g5!), until it was discovered and proved
by analysis that Black has a win by the
queen sacrifice 13...0f6 14.Hxa8
(14.¥%xh5 Hxh5+, followed by ...&xc7)
14.. ¥xh4+!! 15.&xh4 He4.

[This analysis, by Heinrich Wagner,
continues 16.g4? Ae7+ 17. g5 h6, and
mate follows, or 16.%g4 Qe7+ 17.%g5
fAxg5+ 18.fxg5 h6! 19. gb fxgb6 20.5f1
g5+ 21.%h5 Hg3+ 22. $gb Hxf1, with
a winning position for Black. White has
a defense in 16.%g4 or 16.¥h5 when
Black is better but not winning.]

11...%d8 12.Hel Q.d7 13.4bd4
He3+

/u/
/w/

14.Hf2 Hyxc2

(S) Black, with an extra pawn, has
achieved a safe position and exploits
his advantage in classical style to gain
victory. It is instructive to see how
Rubinstein masterfully combines de-
fense with attack.

15.5Yxc2 ¥xc2 16.b4 a5!

(L) Much stronger than 16...c6 17.a4
&c7,because of 18.%e3! a6 19.a5, etc.

17.Qa3 axb4 18.9.xb4 ¥f5
(S) But not 18...Hxa2? 19.g5!
19.%e3 h6 20.Hacl EHg8!

(L) Black consistently executes his plan
to open the h-file for the rooks. It was
dangerous to capture the a-pawn
20...8xa2, because of 21.Hal!

21.%g1 g5 22.Wc3 Hc8!

(L) Black refuses to create weaknesses
in his position!

23.fxg5 hxgs 24.%h1 g4 25.)d4

éf’,&/&//
EREE
/ /a//
/ 1o

/ // /
ﬁ//gf/ g//ii?

25... ¥d>s!

[This is a perfect example of the old
saying that a centralized queen is well
placed for both attack and defense.]

26.We3 g3!
[Pritchett points out that Black still
stays on top if White tries to keep the

kingside closed: 27.h3 Ba8 28.5f3 c5
29.8c3&c7and if 30.d4 then 30...c4.]

27.8.c3 Ha8!
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(L) The threat was 28.5c6+ fAxcb
29.4f6+ &d7 30.%e7+ Axe7 31.
Hxe7+, with perpetual check.

28.)f3 gxh2! 29.4f6+ Hc8
30.%c3 ¥cs!

(S) Rubinstein takes care not to move
the c-pawn and thereby weaken his
king’s position.

31.%d3 ¥h5 32.He5

(S) A last attempt to storm the
opponent’s position by a sacrificial at-
tack. If 32...dxe5, there follows
33.Hxe5 and, on a queen move, 34.
He8+! Axe8 35.%d8 mate.
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32...Hxg2!
(S) A surprising counter-sacrifice which

at once changes the pattern to Black’s
favor. White is lost in all variations.

33.&xg2

(L) Black wins after 33.2xd7 HEgl+!
34.Hxgl hxgl(¥)+ 35.&xgl &xd7.

33...dxe5 34.Hxe5

(S) There is no satisfactory continua-
tion. 34.Axe5 h1(¥)+ 35. Exh1 &xe5.
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If 34.%h1 QAd6 35.%xd6 Wf3+
36.Fxh2 Wf2+37.&h1 Wxel+ wins for
Black.

34...%g4+ 35.%¢g3

(S) If 35.®xh2 (35.&h1? Ac6+ 36.
Exc6 ¥gl mate) 35...8f4+ 36.%g3
Wxd2+, followed by 37...%xc1.

35...%xg3+ 36.&xg3 Ad6
37.&xh2 Hxa2 38.%gl Hxd2
39.2h5b6 40.9 e5 Q.c5+ 41.Hf1
b7 42.0.83 A b5+ 43.Fel He2+
44.%d1 Hg2 45.Hc3 Q.e2+0-1

(159) Rubinstein — I.Rabinovich
Baden-Baden (5) 1925
Griinfeld [D95]

1.d4 5)f6 2.c4 c6 3.5)c3d5 4.3 g6
5.2f3 2487 6.%b3 0-0 7.4.d2
dxc4 8.Qxc4 Hbd7 9.0-0 HHb6
10.8e2 He6 11.%c2 Qc4
12. Q. xc4 Hyxc4s 13.Bfd1 Yc7
14.Ha4 Hxd2 15.Hxd2 Hfd8
16.Hcl Hac8 17.5)c5 Hd7
18.)d3 e5 19.dxe5 &Q)yxes
20.5)dxes5 Q. xe5 21. Hyxe5 Wxes5
22.Hcd1l Hxd2 23. ¥xd2 He8
24.h3 &g7 25.b3 He7 26. ¥d8 b6
27. Wd6 Wxd6 28.Exd6 Ec7
29.9f1 c530. Ye2c431.b4c3 32.
&d1c2+33.Fcl Hc3 34.Hd2 Hc4
35. a3 Hc3 36.a4 Ha3 37.%xc2
Hxa4 38. b3 Hal -

(160) Mieses — Rubinstein
Baden-Baden (6) 1925
Scotch [C45]

Notes by Kmoch.

1.e4 e5 2.54f3 &) c6 3.d4 exd4
4.)xd4 H.c5 5.9e3 Qb6 6.Qc4
Hge7 7.5xc6
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The line inaugurated is inferior. White
should proceed quickly with his devel-
opment.

7...bxc6 8. %f3 d5 9.exd5 cxd5
10.8. xb6 axb6 11.0-00-012.Hc3
c6 13.2.d3 £Hg6 14.Hfel £5!

Black has emerged from the opening
with the superior game. He has a no-
table setup in the center, controls the
rook file, and his pieces are more mo-
bile than his opponent’s . With the text
Black initiates a direct attack.

15.5)e2 ¥f16!

The contrast between the positions of
the queens is worthy of note. The black
queen is mobile and secure, while
White’s is immobile and threatened by
Hh4.

16.)f4

The pawn on b2 was not conveniently
defended. After 16.c3, Black should
play 16...5e5 and ...5Hxd3, followed by
...f4. Hence Mieses sacrifices a pawn
in order to enter the game with his
queen.

16...3xf4 17. ¥ xf4 ¥xb2 18.%c7

This seems quite threatening, and one
gets the impression that White now re-
covers his pawn at the very least. But
Rubinstein demonstrates that the notion
is deceptive.

18...%c3! 19. % xb6 Exa2

The open file has gained its revenge!
Now Black retains his spoil.

20.Habl f4 21.He7 Hal 22.Hc7
£3! 23.Ha7 Hxb1+ 24.%xb1 fxg2
25.He7 ¢5 26.%d1

Threatening 27.%h5. But a surprise is
now unfolded.

////ﬁ it
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26... 916!

The surprise lies in the fact that Black
now wins a piece. If White protects
by 27%e2, after 27...c4 the bishop
is trapped. Or if he plays 27.%e1, he
can save the bishop on 27...c4, but
loses the rook.

27.8.xh7+ &xh7 28.%h5+ ¥hé6
29. Wxd5 Wcl+ 30.Hxg2 HfS5
31.%e4 Wgs5+32.Hh1 Web6 33.f3
Hg5 34. ¥h4+ Hh5 35.%f2 Qe6
36.%f1 Qd5 37.c4 ¥c2 38.He2
A.xc4 0-1

“A typical Rubinstein game: accurate
calculation and exploitation of all de-
tails of the position.” — Nikolay
Grigoriev.

(161) Rubinstein — Carls
Baden-Baden (7) 1925
King’s Indian [E60]

1.d4 &6 2.c4 86 3.83 c6 4.d5 Q.87
5.282 d6 6.5c3 0-0 7.e4 e5
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8.£)ge2¢59.0-0 He8 10.h3 5 11.£4
A7 12.exf5 gxf5 13. ¥c2 HAf6
14.9.e3 e4 15.a3 a5 16.Hab1 4.d7
17.Hfcl a4 18.b3 axb3 19.Hxb3 b6
20.Hcb1l Qa4 21.H)Yyxa4 Hxa4
22.Q.c1 HA7 23.4.1 Hef6 24.5)c3
Ha6 25.%e2 We7 26.g4 He8
27.gxf5 Qd4+ 28.Hh2 Hg7
29.Wxe4 Wh4 30.)b5 Hyxfs
31.4d2&%Hh832.Q el Af233.Q xf2
Wxf2+ 34.082 £Hd4 35.58F1 Wc2
36. % xc2 Hxc2 37.2c3 Hd4
38..)xd6 Hfa8 39.Hg3 Hf8 40.Hel
016 41.He7 Hh5 42.0f7+ 1-0

Sometimes chess is a simple game.
Rubinstein’s play against the Italian
master Rosselli del Turco is uncompli-
cated but profound all the same.

(162) Rosselli del Turco — Rubinstein
Baden-Baden (8) 1925
Vienna [C27]

1.e4 e5 2.)c3 HHf6 3.Q.c4 Hxe4

Rubinstein plays the most principled
variation...

4.%h5 Nd6 5. % xe5+

...but Rosselli ducks out ofthe compli-
cated main line starting with 5.2b3.

5.. %e7 6. Wxe7+ Q. xe7 7.4b3
Hf5 8.5)f3 c6 9.0-0 d5 10.Hel
Ha611.d4 hs! 12.9He2 &Hc7 13.c3
£6! 14.5)g3?!

White unnecessarily takes on a weak-
ness. Black’s attempt to gain space with
...h4 should have been stopped with
14.h4.

14...5)xg3 15.hxg3 g5 16.4.d2?!
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Rosselli should have played 16.8c2.
Now he will end up losing time initiat-
ing the trade of light-square bishops —
a trade that does not favor him.

16... 415! 17.He3 &d7 18.Hc1
N.d619.Q.c2 H.xc220.Exc2 Hae8!

Rubinstein understands he needs to
trade one pair of rooks.

21.Q.c1 Hxe3 22.Q.xe3 He8!

The knight prepares to head to its opti-
mal post on f5.

23.He2 g7 24.0.d2 £)f5 25.Hel
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25...c5!
Black willingly accepts an isolated

queen pawn to make his bishop more
active.

26.dxc5 Q. xc527.Hf1h428.gxh4
White would like to keep lines closed
but 28.g4? drops a pawn (28...Hh6
29.5h2 4.d6).

28...g4

Black fixes White’s kingside pawn as tar-
gets while driving the knight from f3.
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29.5)d4 Q. xd4!

Rubinstein, the master alchemist, trans-
forms his advantage in activity into a
classic good knight versus bad bishop
scenario.

In the summer of 2009, one of the au-
thors (J.D.) had the privilege to work
with one of the world’s top coaches,
two-time Soviet champion Lev Psakhis.
One of the themes he constantly em-
phasized was the necessity of being
able to play simple endings well. What
Lev meant by simple endings was not
theoretical ones, but rather positions
with a few pieces and pawns on the
board — just the sort of situation we
have here. “Play these well” he said,
“and you will collect a lot of points.”

30.cxd4 Hxh4 31.8c3 Hhil+
32.%e2 BEh2 33.Hg1 Hh4 34.83
Hfs 35.b3 He6 36.4b2 a6
37.8.¢c3 £Hd6 38.Fe3 He4 39.Q.el
&Hf540.5f1 Hh8 41.Hd3 b5 42.a3

We follow the score as given in the
Russian tournament book by N.I.
Grekov (Moscow 1927) and the En-
glish translation by Jimmy Adams.
Many sources, including our first edi-
tion, give 42.a4, but an examination of
the game by grandmaster Karsten
Miiller and Edward Winter in Chess
Notes (C.N. 4625) make it clear that
42.a3 was the move played.

2... Bh7 43.Q9a5 Eh8 44.48.b4
Hc8 45.Q.a5 g5 46.24.d2 He4
47.0a5 g6 48.4b4 5 49.Qa5
Eh8 50.%e3 He8 51.&d3 Hc8
52.Q.b4 Hc753.Qa5 Bh7 54.&e3
He7 55.%d3
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55... f4!

This decisive breakthrough allows
Black’s king entry.

56.gxf4 Eh7 57.8.d2 &Hyxd2!

Rubinstein plays concretely. Boris
Gelfand points to this game as an ante-
cedent for Fischer’s similar trade of a
beautiful knight for a bad bishop in
game seven of his match with Petrosian.

58.&xd2 Hh3 59.f3 gxf3 60.2f2
f5 61.e3 g4 62.b4 Hh1!
63.f5 Hel+ 64.%d3 He4 0-1

(163) Rubinstein — Marshall
Baden-Baden (9) 1925
Queen’s Pawn [D00]

1.d4 d5 2.8f4 c5 3.e3 H)c6 4.c3
b6 5.%c286 6..0d2 A.f57.%b3
¥xb3 8.axb3 cxd4 9.exd4 Qg7
10.gf3f611.Qb5 Qd712.h3 g5
13.Qh2 h5 14.b4 g4 15.5)h4 e5
16.55b3 Hyge7 17.0-0-0 A h6+
18.&b1 A.g5 19.083 £5 20. A xc6
Hxc6 21.b5 He7 22.Q.xe5 Eh6
23.hxg4 hxg4 24.83 Q xb5 25.5)c5
b6 26.0d3 Q. xd3+ 27.Bxd3 &Hf7
28.f3 Q xh4 29.gxh4 Hg8 30.fxg4
Elxg4 31.h5 %-%
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(164) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
Baden-Baden (10) 1925
Ruy Lopez [C98]

1.e4 e5 2.5)f3 Hic6 3.Q4b5 a6
4.Qa4 £H)f6 5.0-0 Qe7 6.Hel b5
7.4b3 d6 8.c3 0-0 9.h3 Has
10.8.c2 ¢5 11.d4 Wc7 12.)bd2
£)c6 13.d5 HHd8 14.a4 EHb8 15.c4
b4 16.b3 HHe8 17.g4 g6 18. Hh1l
£g7 19.Hg1 h5 20.f1 hxg4 21.
hxg4 £622.5)e3 &7 23.Hh4 Hh8
24. f4 exf4 25.5\ef5 Hxf5 26.gxf5
g5 27. Q. xf4 Hf7 28.4h2 Hh7
29.)82 Hf7 30.He3 Q.d7 31. g2
&g7 32.2h1 Hbh8 33.%e2 &c8
34.083 Wg8 35./0g4 Hxhil
36.2xh1 Hxhl1 37.%xh1 Wh7+
38.9g2¥h539.4.d1 H)h640. Yel
Dxg4 41.Q 13 a5 42.%e2 Qe8 43.
A xg4 Who6 44. g1 Af7 V-V

Rubinstein had the bye in round 11.

(165) Rubinstein — Tartakover
Baden-Baden (12) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

Notes by Rubinstein from L ’Echiquier,
1925, p. 97.

1.5)f3 & f6 2.c4 €6 3.d4 d5 4.5)c3
dxc4 5.3 c5 6.Q.xc4 a6 7.a4

This move hampers Black and cramps
his queenside, but at the same time it
creates a weakness in White’s position
which will be felt throughout the game.
The question of whether a2-a4 should
be played in such positions, or should
be abandoned, belongs to those chess
problems which are still not solved.

7...9c6 8.0-0 Qe7 9.We2 cxd4
10.2d1 0-0 11.HHyxd4
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As far as I know, this move is new and
was played for the first time in this
game. Though White’s play finally
ended in failure, it cannot be a conse-
quence of the innovation. This move
has been not studied much, and the con-
tinuations after it require a great deal
more time for reflection than usual,
which in a practical game with clocks
can easily lead to a disadvantage.

11...%c7 12.Hxc6 Wxc6 13.e4 b6
14.0g5h6 15. Q. xf6 A.xf6 16.5)d5
285

17.Hac1?

White overlooked his opponent’s reply,
18...¥g6, which wins a piece. An opti-
cal illusion. After 17.f4 exd5 18.4xd5
W5+ 19.%h1 Ecl [clearly a misprint,
it should read 19...Ea7] 20.fxg5 White
is better.

17...exd5 18. A.xd5 Wg6! 19. A xa8
A xcl 20.8Hxc1 Qh3 21.f4 Hxa8
22.f5 Wg5 23. Hc3 Q.84 24.Wf2
Hd8 25.h3 Hd2 26. Wg3 Adl
27.%b8+ Hh7 28.Hg3 &d8
29.%b7 Qh5 30.%xa6 Wd4+
31.&h2 Qe232.%b7 Hd1 33.Hc3
Wes5+ 34.g3 Wd4 0-1
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(166) Griinfeld — Rubinstein
Baden-Baden (13) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D20]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 dxc4 4.e4
c5 5. Hf3 cxd4 6. % xd4 ¥ xd4
7.3xd4268.24 .d79.9 xc4 H)c6
10.H)xc6 Hxc6 11. 0-0 Hc8
12.4.d3 Qb4 13.He2 H)f6 14. 3
Hd7 15.9e3 Q.c5 16. 42 Q xf2+
17. & xf2 Hes 18.Hfd1 He7
19.5Hc3 Hyxd3+ 20.HExd3 HhdS8
21.Ye3 Hxd3+ 22. Hxd3 Hd8+
23.&c2 a5 24.b3 g5 25. Hel h5
26.He3 g4 27.Hd3 Hc8 28.&d2
gxf3 29.gxf3 EHg8 30.¥e3 EHg2
31.Hd2 Hxd2 32.&xd2 &d6
33.5)e2 5 34.exf5 exf5 35.f4 h4
36.d4 fQed 37.0b5+ &ds5
38.5c7+ &c5 39.Hc3 Q.c6 40.
Heb6+ Hds5 41.d4 Ad7 42.&d3
h3 43. &c2 Y5 44.FHc3 Ac8
45.0e3 0.e646.0f1 2.d547..)g3
Deb 48.5e2 Ad5 49. Hg3 Neb
50.He2 &d551.5d4 H.c8 52. Hd3
b6 53.&e3 Fc5 54.8d3 b4 55.
&c2 Ab7 56.Hb2 Qes 57.H)e6
A.c6 58. Hnd4 Qd7 59.5)c2+ TS5
60.&c3 Hd561.8d3 A.c862.H)e3+
&c5 63.Hc3 Qeb 64.0f1 Ad7
65.5e3 H.c8 66.5)c4 Hab 67.5)e3
Ac8 68.\c4 Qeb6 69.Hhe3 Hd6
70.5f1 &d5 Vi-Ys

Baden-Baden marked the first appear-
ance of Carlos Torre (1905-1978) on the
international scene. Rubinstein was to
meet him again at Marienbad and Mos-
cow. The Mexican played in only two
other events before retiring from serious
chess in 1926 after a nervous breakdown.

(167) Rubinstein — Torre
Baden-Baden (14) 1925
Griinfeld [D94]

1.d4 &OHf6 2.5)f3 g6 3.c4 A.g7
4.5c3 d5 5.3 0-0 6.9.d2 e6
7.%c2 H)bd7 8.Hcl c6 9.Q.e2 b6
10.0-0 4 b7 11.cxd5 exd5 12.9e5
Hyxe513.dxes He4 14.H)xe4 dxed
15.5fd1 %e7 16.%xe4 c517.%a4
A xe5 18.b4 H.d6 19.bxc5 H.xc5
20.0a6 Q. xa6 21.%xab6 HfdS
22.8.c3 Exd1+ 23.Exd1 Q. xe3??

A blunder that loses a piece.

24.Hel! Q xf2+ 25.Hxf2 &cs5+
26.He3 He8 27.%/d3 6 28.%4d4
Wxd4 29.4xd4 Hxe3 30.&xe3
&f7 31.LHd3!

From now on the game is played with
mathematical accuracy - A.
Rabinovich.

31...Peb6 32.FHc4 f5 33.a4 f4
34.9b5 &d5 35.Q.xb6! axb6
36.Hxb6 g5 37.a5 g4 38.a6 f3
39.gxf3 gxf3 40.a7 Hd4 41.a8(%)
de3 42. We8+ Hf2 43.%e4 hS5
44.%c5 h4 45.9d4 h3 46.&d3
gl 47.Wel+ 1-0

(168) Colle — Rubinstein
Baden-Baden (15) 1925
Ruy Lopez [C84]

1.e4 e5 2.54f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.0 a4 0f65.d3d66.c3 Q.e7 7.0-
00-08.Hel1 b59.Q.c2d5 10.exd5
Wxds5 11.4.85 Af5 12.%e2 Had8
13.c4 ¥d7 14.cxb5 axb5 15.5)xe5
Hyxe5 16.Yxes5 Hfe8 17.5)c3 b4
18.5Ye4 QA xe4 19.dxed Hg4
20.%f4 £6 21.h3 Hxf2 22. ¥ xf2
fxg5 23.Had1 ¥bs 24.Hxd8 Hxd8
25.4 b3+ Hh8 26.%g3 Wc5+
27.%h1 Hf8 28.e5 Wd4 29.e6 Ef4
30.2d1 &es5
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31.82d7

According to Selezniev in the tourna-
ment book (Russian edition, 1927, and
Caissa edition, 1991) this is the deci-
sive mistake. White should play
31.¥d3, when he could still put up a
fight. In our opinion, White’s position
is hopeless after 31.%vd3 A.d6. As we
shall see, with 31.2d7, White tries his
last practical chance.

31...Bf1+32.&%h2 ¥c5!

Colle’s hope was 32... Eh1+ 33.&xhl
¥xg3, and Black has nothing more than
perpetual check after 34. Exe7.

33.%d3 4.d6+0-1

(169) Rubinstein — Tarrasch
Baden-Baden (16) 1925
Slav [D10]

1.c4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.e3 Af5 4.cxd5
Axbl 5.8xbl ¥Wxd5 6.a3 e5
7.dxe5 &xe5 8.0 f3 Wc7 9.8.c4
£Hf610.0-0 R e711.%c20-0 12.e4
AHbd7 13.Q.85 He5 14.5H)xes
YWxe5 15.9.xf6 Wxf6 16.f4 &d4+
17.%h1 Had8 18.e5 ¥d2 19.Ebcl
Wxc220.2xc2 2Hd421.g3 a6 22.f5
HfdS8 23.e6 £6 24.a4 Hd1 25.%g2
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H8d2+ 26.Hf2 Exc2 27.Hxc2 Hf8
28.%f3 Qb4 29.0e2 Hd5 30.84
Hcs -

(170) Yates — Rubinstein
Baden-Baden (17) 1925
Ruy Lopez [CI1]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 H)c6 3.4.b5 a6
4.0a4 H)f6 5.0-0 Qe7 6.Hel b5
7.4b3d68.c30-09.d4 A.g410.d5
Ha5 11.8c2 c6 12.h3 QA xf3
13. % xf3 cxd5 14.exd5 Wc7
15.d2 b4 16.5)f1?

Recent theory recommends 16. He4,
with a slight edge for White.

16...bxc3 17.bxc3 Hac8 18.4.d2
Hc419.0e3 Was5 20.Hadl ¥xc3
21.4.b1 Hc7 22.5Hg3 g6 23.Ecl
Wa3 24.Hedl Hfc8 25.52d3 Was
26.Hf1 g7 27.h4 e4! 28.H)xe4
Des5 29.Yf4 Hxed 30. Wxes
Hxd3 31.4xd3 Af6 32.h5 Hgs
33.%f3 Qe5 34.g3 Wxa2 35.%g2
a5 36.Hh1 a4 37.hxg6 fxgé6
38.Wg4 Wxd5+ 39.Qe4 Wf7
40.%d1 We8 41. Wd5+ &Hh8
42.5h6 ¥c6 43.%d3 Wc2!
44.%d5 Wc4d 45.%xc4 Hxc4
46.0 xg6 H4c7 47.£4 A.c3 48.Qe4
a3 49.8d5 Hc4! 50.Hxd6 a2
51.Q.xc4 Hxc4 0-1

(171) Rubinstein — Nimzowitsch
Baden-Baden (18) 1925
Queen’s Indian [E15]

1.d4 OYf6 2.5)f3 e6 3.c4 b6 4.83
Ab75.4g2d5 6.cxd5 Hyxds 7.0-
0 £d7 8.Eel £5f6 9.)5c3 Qb4
10.¥b3 c511.a3 §.xc3 12.bxc3 0-
0 13.a4 Hc8 14.a5 Q.d5 15.%b2
bxa5 16.%a3 £)b8 17.% xa5 cxd4
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18. W xd8 Hfxd8 19. cxd4 &) c6
20.2.85 QA xf3 21.exf3 Hxd4
22.Hxa7 h6 23.Q xf6 gxf6 24.f4
Hc2 25.Ha8 Hxa8 26.Q xa8 Hcl
27.Hxcl He2+ 28.Hg2 Hxcl
29.f5 He2 30.Q.e4 Hd4 2-Y:

(172) Alekhine — Rubinstein
Baden-Baden (19) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D30]

Notes by Alekhine from the Wiener
Schachzeitung, 1925.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5f3 a6 4.cxd5
exd5 5.9c3 c6 6.%b3 0.d67.g3

With the idea, by the following ex-
change of bishops, of weakening still
further the dark squares on the
opponent’s queenside. Also good is
7.8.g5, as Pillsbury played against
Janowsky at London 1899.

7..4e7

I rather expected 7...%c7, in anticipa-
tion of the above-mentioned exchange.
In this case, White would play 8.8g2
and then 0-0, preparing e2-e4.

8.Qf4 Q xf4

Alekhine said nothing about this ex-
change. Today, 8...0-0 9.4xd6 ¥xd6
10.4g2 £Hd7 11.0-0 £f6 12.5e5 EbS,
as in Spassky-Polugaevsky, USSR (ch)
1956, is considered to lead to approxi-
mately equal chances.

9.gxf4 Hf5 10.e3 Hd7 11.4.d3
Hfeé!

A fine pawn sacrifice, which it would not
be good for White to accept, for example,

12.8xf5 Axf5 13.¥%xb7 0-0, and now
14.¥xc6 ¥b8!, or 14.%b3 Eb8 15.%a3
¥bb6 16. b3 He4! However, the simple
continuation of his basic plan gives White
a very promising game.

12.He5 We7

Now was a convenient moment for
Black to castle. The next part of the
game is extremely interesting.

13.5)a4!

Threatening to win a piece (b6, Hxc8
and &xf5).

13...9e4 14.)b6 Hb8 15.Q.xe4
dxe4 16.d5!

This advance, envisaged as far back as
the 13th move and preventing the de-
velopment of the bishop, secures White
a clear advantage.

16...f6

Best. Not, of course, 16...
of 17. a4+,

cxd5 because

-aY

///

1251 /{1
/ﬁ@’

/

// ///f
/Q’/ 7,
bi§ i / it

@ /ﬁ
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17.Dec4!

White i s correct in rejecting the tempt-
ing tactical play by 17.dxc6, and by the
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following maneuver leads the game to
a favorable ending. And, indeed, after
17.dxc6 fxe5 18.50d5 ¥c5 19.c7 Ha8
20.5b6 ¥ras+!, Black obtains for the
exchange (which cannot be saved) a
very strong counterattack, for example:
21.2f1 exf4 22. Hxa8 Hxe3+! 23.fxe3
fAh3+ 24.&e2 Qg4+, and Black al-
ready has a draw by perpetual check,
or 21.%d1 exf4 22.5Hxa8 fxe3 23.fxe3
¥c5 24.8el b5 25.8cl ¥d6+ 26.&c2
feb 27.%c3 0-0, and Black is better.
The examination of all these compli-
cated variations required the White
player to spend such a large amount of
time, that he had hardly five minutes
left for thinking over the next 13 moves.
This explains a terrible oversight, oc-
curring in the by then purely technical
stage of the game (28th move).

17...cxd5 18.)xd5 ¥Wf7 19.5\cb6
0-0 20.5)c7! ¥xb3 21.axb3 H)h4
22. 0-0-0! Qg4 23.Hd4 Hf5
24.Hc4 £Hd6 25.Hc5

An ideal position for the rook-unassail-
able and, at the right moment, threat-
ening!

25...Hf7 26.Hg1 Q2 27.5He6 Hbs
28.5)d4

Extreme time-trouble. A few more sec-
onds for reflection would have been
sufficient to make the self-evident
move 28.%d2. After 28...4d3
(28...Af3 is worse) 29.8gc1, Black
could have hardly held on longer, for
example: 29...5d6 30.Ed5 &b5 31.
£c8, or 29..Ee8 30.f5 Hd6 31.5f4
Ab5 32.8d5. In both cases, White has
a decisive advantage. The exchange of
knights obviously is a considerable eas-
ing of Black’s game.
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28...Q4d3

But not 28...&5xd4, since White’s
passed pawn becomes dangerous after
29.exd4, followed by &d2-e3.

29.5)xb5 Q.xb5 30.2d1 Qd3 & »1-Vs

Here the game was adjourned and on re-
sumption a draw was agreed without fur-
ther play. White stands slightly better, but,
upon correct play on Black’s part, he
would hardly succeed in increasing this
advantage. A game rich in content.

Jan Willem te Kolsté

Max Euwe withdrew from the Baden-
Baden tournament, and the organizers
wanted toreplace him with another Dutch
competitor, which resulted in Jan Willem
te Kolsté receiving the invitation.

(173) Rubinstein — te Kolsté
Baden-Baden (20) 1925
Sicilian [B38]

1.c4 c5 2.3 Hc6 3.5\ c3 Hf 6 4.d4
cxd45.5)xd4g66.e4 Dg77.Q0e3d6
8.h3 £Yxd4 9.Q.xd4 0-0 10.Q.e2 b6
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11.0-0 4b7 12.%c2 Hc8 13.a4 €6
14.Efd1 d5 15.exd5 exd5 16.cxd5
A xd5? 17.4.xf6 Q. xf6 18.4f3
A xc3 19.bxc3 Wf620.Q.xd5 Hxc3
21.¥d2 Hfc8 22.a5 bxas 23.Kxa5
Wb6 24.Wa2 Hc2 25.%al1 Wxf2+
26.%Hh1 H8c3 27.4.f3 Hb2

<&

///
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/////
ﬁé //////
////
WEE///%
‘%"ﬁ%

28.Hb5! Hbc2 29.Hb8+ &g7
30.82b7 a5 31.8f1 ¥d2 32.Q e4

We235.Hxcl BExcl+36.%h2 Hc4
37.%d7 Hxe4 38.Hxh7+ &g5
39.%ds8+ &Hf4 40. Bf7+ Fe5
41.8f6!1-0

(174) Réti — Rubinstein
Baden-Baden (21) 1925
English [A34]

1. f3 &f6 2.c4 c5 3.9c3 d5
4.cxd5 H)xd55.8386 6.8.g2 Qg7
7.0-0 Hc6 8. b3 Hxc3 9.dxc3 0-
0 10.Hd1 ¥c7 11.Qe3 &HdS8
12.H2d2 He6 13.Hadl HbS
14.085 Hxg5 15.4xg5 hé6
16.0f4 e5 17.Q.¢e3 b6 18.Q.d5
Ah3 19.%c4 Ye7 20.f3 h5
21.Wh4 Wxh4 22.gxh4 &h7
23.Q85 £6 24.9.e3 Qh6 25.Hf2
Af4 26.0.¢c6 Bf7 27.9d7 Q.xd7
28.Hxd7 Hb7 29.Hxb7 Hxb7

Hcl 33. HEbxf7+ &h6 34.%a4 30.h3 %:-Y

Marienbad, May 20-June 8, 1925

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 T
1 Nimzowitsch x 1 0 % % 1 % 1 % 1 “oo1 1 1 1 “noo11
2 Rubinstein 0 x % % 1 % 1 % 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 11
3 Marshall 1 % x % % % % % 1 1 “v % o1 “hoo1 10
4 Torre YW % % ox % 1 0 1 1 1 1 “Ww o % 1 10
S Tartakower % 0 % % x 1 0 1 1 % % % 1 Y 1 1 9%
6 Réti o % % 0 0 x 1 0 % 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ™%
7  Spielmann “W 0 % 1 1 0 x 0 % % 0 % 1 1 1 1 8
8  Griinfeld o % % o0 o0 1 1 x 1 % Y% Y% % % % 1 8
9 Yates W 0 0 0 0 % % 0 x 1 1 “w oo oh o1 1 7
10 Opotensky o 1 0 0 % 0 % % 0 «x 0 1 Vs 1 1 6%
11 Przepiérka “W 0 % 0 % 0 1 Y% 0 1 X 1 0 1 0 0 6
12 Thomas 0 0 % %% % 0 % ¥ h 0 x Yo 1 0 6
13 Siimisch 0o 0 % % 0 0 0 % % 0 1 “Box 0 1 1 5%
14 Janowski o 0 0 % % 0 0 % % % 0 0 1 X 1 1 5%
15 Michell o 0 % % 0 0 0 % o0 0 1 0 0 0 X 1 3%
16 Haida % 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 o0 1 1 0 0 0 x 2%

The year 1925 is starting to seem like
1912. Rubinstein’s results this year did
not quite match his storied success in
that earlier time, but this performance,
tying for first in a good field, coupled
with his second place in the preceding
Baden-Baden tournament, must have
reminded him of the good old days.

(175) Rubinstein — Przepiorka
Marienbad (1) 1925
Old Indian [ASS5]

Third Brilliancy Prize

Notes by Rubinstein, from L’Echiquier,
1925, p. 140.
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l.c4 e5

Now we have the Sicilian Defense with
an extra move for White. This extra
move should be of great significance
for the first player.

2.5f3d6

Tournament practice has shown that
2...e4 is quite playable.

3.d4 Hd7 4.e4 Hgf6 5.5h¢c3 Qe7
6.83 0-0 7.0.82 c6 8.0-0 Wc7

The system chosen by Black gives him
a difficult game. White is in command
over most of the board and he has com-
plete freedom of action. As the saying
goes in such cases, “God is always with
the stronger battalion.”

9.h3 He810.Qe3 Af811.Hh2b6
12.Hc1 Qb7 13.%c2 Hac8
14.Hfd1 ¥b8 15.% b1 ¥a8 16.d5!
cxdS 17.cxd5 a5 18.)d2 &\ c5
19.Hc4 &Hfd7 20.b4 axb4
21.%xb4 Qa6 22.0f1 O xc4 23.
A xcs Was5 24.5b1 Qe7 25.4b5
Hed826.4.c6 H)b8 27. % xa5 bxas
28.26b6 Hbd7 29.Bb5 &H b8
30.Q.xc5 dxc5 31.Q4.b7 Hc7

¢///
Z//?/

miE
////
:%ﬁ/é/

//;//

32.d6!
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This sacrifice of a pawn ensures the de-
cisive penetration of White’s knight.

32...Hxd6 33.4d5 1-0

White wins easily after 33...Af8
34.2db1l Bcd7 35. Ac8.

(176) Rubinstein — Simisch
Marienbad (2) 1925
Queen’s Indian [E18]

Notes by Kmoch.

1.c4 €6 2.d4 Y6 3.0f3 b6 4.83
Ab7 5.882 Qe7 6.55c3 He4
7.5)xe4 Q. xe4 8.0-0 0-09.H.f4 d6
10.%d2 Hd7 11.H2fd1 a5 12.Hacl
Yes8 13.H el

[According to many sources, this cur-
rently very popular plan involving the
exchange of bishops by &Hel, was in-
troduced in Rubinstein-Spielmann,
Prague 1908).]

13...Q.xg2 14.5)xg2 £5 15.Wc2

Hereafter Black has to reckon with the
breakthrough d4-ds.

15...85 16.4.d2 Wh5 17.f3 Af6
18.0 el Hae8 19. A2 Wf7?

Samisch is preoccupied with endless
preparatory measures, but actually un-
dertakes nothing. It was highly essen-
tial to make the advance ...e5 at once.
For this reason the f5S-pawn had to be
protected: hence 19... g7 or 19...%g6
was first in order.

20.a3 ¥g7 21.b4 axb4 22.axb4
Ha8?

Were it at all possible to obtain a con-
vincing counterattack, this could only
arise by 22...e5 (23.dxe5S A.xe5). As so
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often, Samisch has conducted the game
in an inspired fashion, but has thereaf-
ter lost the thread of it.

23.d5!

Rubinstein carries the attack begun here-
with to its conclusion in splendid style.-

23...%e7 24.dxe6 Yxeb 25.5)e3
£0.d8 26.b5!

Securing a dominant post for the knight
on dS.

26...5e5 27..Hd5 h6 28.Hal!
Hxal 29.Hxal g4

Foreshadowing the end. But the knight
could not maintain itself permanently
on eS.

30.f4 £Hg6 31.2a7 Hf7 32.4.d4!

White has first consolidated his gen-
eral positional superiority. Now the at-
tack on the king begins, supported by
the powerful range of the bishop.

32...%h733.Ha8 Hd7 34.Qb2h5
35.%c3 Wf7

T
4 E /y/w
4 1 / a
/ﬁ/@/ﬁ/

/ / .
e | i

I8
& 7x, E

A Y

36.He3!

A beautiful climax! Black’s bishop is
lost. The threat is 37.&xf5 and
38.8xd8, against which there is no de-
fense.

36...%f8 37.5)yxf5 d5 38.cxd5
Wxf5 39.Hxd8

W
//%

/

x

/ /
/i7ﬁ%é%

//'%/?'
g”/ﬁ//ﬁ
e s

39...He7

If 39...%xd5 (which indeed was origi-
nally intended), Black is mated by
40.Eh8+ ©Hxh8 41.%xh8+ g6 42.
£5+!1 Wxf5 (or 42...Bxf5 43. W6+ Led
44.¥5f4#) 43 g8+ Ph6 44.Acl+, fol-
lowed by mate in two moves. [The
variation given by Kmoch is incorrect.
Black should meet 42.f5+ with 42...
&f7. How will Black’s king be mated?
Instead of 40.2h8+, White wins imme-
diately by 40.f5!]

40.He8! 1-0

Reginald Pryce Michell (1873-1938)
was a strong British amateur (historical
Elo 2420) who represented England in
the 1927 and 1933 Olympiads as well
as eight England versus USA cable
matches between 1901 and 1911.
Michell was a frequent competitor in
the Hastings Premier between 1923-24
and 1935-36, usually scoring around 50
percent. His best performance may

155



The Life & Games of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years

have been Margate 1923 where he tied
for second with Alekhine, Bogoljubow
and Muffang. He scored 2)% points out
of 4 against Alekhine, Bogoljubow,
Réti and Griinfeld.

J. du Mont in his book R. P. Michell, A
Master of British Chess described his
style as follows. “If any feature in
Michell’s play stands out more than
another, it is perhaps his
imperturbability of temperament,
which showed itself to particular
advantage in difficult defensive
positions.”

Michell’s wife Edith was British
Women’s Champion three times and
tied for 4-5th at London 1927 (the 1st
Women’s World Championship) and
took 4th at Folkestone 1933 (the 4th
Women’s World Championship), both
won by Vera Menchik.

(177) R. Michell — Rubinstein
Marienbad (3) 1925
Ruy Lopez [C90]

l.ede52.)f35c63.Qb5a64.Q.a4
Hf65.0-0 N.e76.Helb57.4b3d6
8.c3 0-0 9.d3 Has5 10.H.c2 c5
11.5)bd2 &) c6 12.5)f1 d5

A sharp continuation that is now con-
sidered dubious.

13.exd5 Wxd5 14.We2 Qb7
15.8.b3 Wd7 16.0.g5?!

Presumably Rubinstein’s idea is
16.5xe5 Hixe5 17. 8 xe5 Hae8 18.%e2
&Hds!”? or 18...4d6, but it is not clear
how much compensation Black has for
the sacrificed pawn.
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16...Eae8 17.%4d2?!

Not 17.Hxe5?? HxeS 18. ¥xe5 Ad6,
when Black wins the queen, but 17.£g3
or 17.8ad1 was better.

17...h6 18.4h4 Hh5! 19.H83
0.d6 20.5He3 h7

The obvious threat is 21...f5, forcing
weaknesses in White’s position.

21.h3 Hyxg3 22.fxg3 f5 23.Had1l
Qb8 24.50f1 HdS8 25.We2 &d6
26.0.c2¥£627.Hh2Hh8 28. %12
fAa7 29.%e2 HdeS8 30.%d2 H©dS
31.He2 &Of7 32.%el AbS
33.51d2 He7 34. %2 §.d6 35.Hf1
g6 36.&h1 &g7 37.0h2 g5
38.)df3 e4 39./)g1 Hfe8 40.h4

1 /
///i//

/
Rt

40...exd3!! 41.hxg5 Wxg5
42 . Hxe7+ Hxe7 43.8.xd3 Q xg3
44.5)gf3 Q x£2?

44.Qxf3 would have ended the game
immediately.

45.0) %85 2,83 46.5)gf3c447.4.b1
He2 48.8d1 . xh2!49.8d7+ Hf8
50.Hxb7 Q83 51.Hd7 Hxb2
52.Hd1 a5 53.2d4 Q.e5 54.9g1
b4 55.9)c2 f.xc3 56.%f1 f4 0-1
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(178) Rubinstein — Tartakover
Marienbad (4) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

Notes by Rubinstein from L 'Echiquier,
1925, p. 140.

1.c4 €6 2.0f3 d5 3.d4 &HI6 4.5)¢c3
dxc4 5.e3 a6 6.a4 ¢c5 7.Q.xc4 Hcb
8.0-0 cxd4 9.5y xd4!

This capture with the knight is a new
attempt to reinforce the possibilities of
White’s attack. Now the d4-pawn can
advance in no time and, after its ex-
change, White achieves strong pressure
against the b7-pawn.

9...5yxd4 10.exd4 Q.e7 11.d5exd5
12.5H)xd5 Hxd5 13.Hxd5 0-0
14.%f3 4.d6 15.Hel!

A move which corresponds exactly to
the position, though at this moment it
is not evident why. The pressure which
it initiates against Black’s position will
finally result, after fourteen moves, in
a gain of material.

15...%h4 16.h3 ¥b4 17.2d1 Eb8
18.b3

Instead, 18.4d2 ¥xb2 19.4.c3 deserved
careful consideration. The threat 19.8a3
appears deadly, but Black finds ways and
means of defending himself-Kmoch.

18...8.€6 19.Q xe6 fxe6 20.We2
H.c521.Wxe6+ Hh822.9a3 Was
23.Hd5! Q. xf2+! 24.%h1 Wc3
25.Hcl Wf6 26. Wxf6 Hxf6
27.8d7 Qe3

Probably a mistake, but Black no longer
has an adequate defense against both
28.HBcc7 and 28.4b2.

28.Hxb7! Hb6 29.HExb6 Q.xb6
30.Hc6 h5 31.Q.d6 Hb7 32.b4 a5
33.b5 &Yh7 34.g4 hxg4 35.hxgs
&g8 36.%g2 Hf7 37.Hf3 Qd8
38.Fe4 Pe8 39.Hd5 g5 40. Heb
Ab6 41.Hc8+ Ad8 42.9.c5 HbS!
43.Hc6

But not 43.2xb8?? stalemate!

43...Hb7 44.b6 Hb8

7
A
7

/f/
////

//»3@/,
»:

,,/
V////ﬁ/
/////////
///
%//

45.Hc7!

The sacrifice of the exchange is the fast-
est way to victory.

45...Q xc7 46.bxc7 Ec8 47.Q0.b6
Ha8 48.Q9a7!11-0

For if 48...Bc8 49.4b8 (zugzwang)
&f8 50.%d7, etc.

(179) Réti — Rubinstein
Marienbad (5) 1925
King’s Fianchetto [A00]

1.g3 d5 2.8g2 e5 3.d4 exd4
4.Wxd4 £H)f65.085 He76.Hc3c6
7.0-0-0 0-0 8.5©f3 & )bd7 9.h4
Wb6 10.%d2 He8 11.54d4 Hes
12.2Y)b3 H)c4 13.¥9d4 h6 14. 414
g4 15.8hf1 Q.6 16.& xb6 axb6
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17.H)d2 b5 18.5)xc4 bxc4 19.e4
A xc3 20.bxc3 dxe4 21.Hb2 A f5

Better was 21...f5 — Teichmann.

22.0h3 h5 23.Qxg4 Axg4
24.8Hd4 c5 25.2d6 Hed8 26.Hel
Af3 27.8Hb6 Hd7 28.Qe3 Hc8
29.82b5f630.Hxc5 Hxc531.Q.xc5
&f7 32.Qd4 Hd5 33.a4 Peb
34.La3 &f5 35.Hb4 Hg4
36.Yxc4 Hd7 37.a5 Hh338.Hb5
g2 39.Hb6 g5 40.Q.e3 gxh4
41.gxh4 5 42.c4 4 43.Q xf4 Hxf2
44.He3 Hf7 45.04.85 Hg7 46.c5
Hxg5 47.hxg5 &xe3 48.g6 h4
49.c6 bxc6 50.g7 h3 51.a6 h2
52.a7 h1(¥%) 53.88(%) &f2
54.a8(%) e3

gH_W_WE
7//// »
B 25 //

v
///////
/i/
s

55.%a4 e2 56.%d4+ Hf157.%d3
&Hf2 58.8d2 ¥b1+ 59.&c7 c5!
60.%b3 ¥Wxb3 61.cxb3 &Hfl
62.%d3 Hf263. % c2Hf1 64.Wc4
OHf2 65.Wxc5+ Hfl 66.%cs Hf2
67.%d4+ &Hf1 68.Wd3 Hf2
69.%d2 &f1 70.%Wd3 &f2
71.%d4+ Hf1 72. Wc4 Hf2
73. %c5+ Hfl 74.%c4 Hf2
75. %d4+ Hf1 76.%d3 &Hf2
77.%d2 &f1 78. We3 Q.82 1i-Vs

(180) Rubinstein — Spielmann
Marienbad (6) 1925
Sicilian [B38]
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1.f3 ¢5 2.c4 &H)f6 3.d4 cxd4
4.5yxd4 g6 5.5)c3 Qg7 6.e4 d6
7.0e256)c68. Q.e3 8d79.0-0 h5?!
10.f3 h4 11.%d2 h3 12.g3 Hh7
13.Hadl O f8 14.d5 Heb
15.5Yyxe6 fxe6 16.)b4s Wc7 17.
Hxc6 Q.xc6 18.b4 b6 19.¢5! bxc5
20.bxc5 d5 21.exd5 exds 22. ¥ c2
&f723. 0.d3 A£624. 0 xg6+ Hg7
25.f4 ¥d7 26. Hd4! We6 27.&f2
Hab8 28.4.f5 Wf7 29.We2 &8
30.Hel e6 31. Q.84 Wg7 32. Hed1l
We7 33.H4d2 Hb4 34.%g1 g7
35.Q.f2 Hf7 36.%a6 ¥c7 37.He2
e5 38. fxe5 EHxg4 39.exf6 1-0

(181) Haida — Rubinstein
Marienbad (7) 1925
Queen’s Pawn [D04]

1.3 &6 2.d4 d5 3.e3 c5 4.Q.e2
&Hc6 5.0-0 484 6.5)bd2 e6 7.c4
A.d6 8.a3 cxd4 9.cxd5 Hyxds
10.Hyxd4 H xe2 11.5)yxe2 0-0
12.5)g3 Hc8 13.)f3 Hf6 14.b4
Hes5 15.8b2 &Hc4 16. Q. xF6 Wxf6
17.¥d4 ¥xd4 18.5Hxd4 HfdS8
19.9)f3 QAf8 20.Hfcl h6 21.H)e2
a6 22.g3 8523.h3f624.Hc2 Hes!
25.Hxc8 Hyxf3+ 26.Hg2 Hxc8
27.Hxf3 Hf7 28.2d1 Pe7 29.e4
Hc2 30.2d3 h5 31.84 hxg4+
32.hxg4 b6 33..0d4 Hc4 34.0b3
Pe8 35.0d2 Hc6 36.He2 Q.d6
37.5)f1 Le738..0d2 414 39.)b3
Hc2+ 40.Hf3 Qe5 41.Fe3 Ha2
42.b5 axb5 43.5Hd4 QH xd4+
44.Hxd4 Hxf2 45.Bb3 Hf4
46.2xb5 Hxg4 47.2xb6 f5 48.Ha6
Hxe4+ 0-1

(182) Rubinstein — Torre
Marienbad (8) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D06]
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1.4f3 &f6 2.d4 d5 3.c4 AfS
4.cxd5 Hyxd5 5.83 Hb4 6.Ha3
£H8c67.282 He48.0-0e69.2b5
£Hd5 10.9d2 Q.e7 11.5c3 Hxc3
12.8xc3 0-0 13.9Hel fH.xg2
14.5)xg2 Q.6 15.e3 ¥d5 16.5)f4
Wwfs 17.Hh5 Had8 18.We2 Hd7
19.e4 g6 20.d5 exd5 21.8.xf6
gxf6 22.exd5 HHd4 23.%d1 Hxd5
24.5f4 We4 25.f3 Ye3+ 26.8g2
Hes 27.Hfel &5 28.%c2 ¥Wc5
29. % xc5 Hxc5 30.Hacl Hxcl
31.Hxcl c6 32.Hh5 He3+ 33. Hf2
£d5 34.g4 He8 35..083 Hes
36.25d1 &Hf8 37.5f5 ¥1-1»

(183) Opoéensky — Rubinstein
Marienbad (9) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 dxc4 4.e3
c55.0.xc4 H)f6 6.5)f3 a6 7.0-0 b5
8.4d3 Qb7 9.a3 H)bd7 10.We2
Hc811.Hd1 ¥b6 12.a4c413.4.b1
b4 14.a5! Wc6 15.d5 exd5 16.e4!
dxe4 17.Hd4 ¥c7 18.H) xe4 Q. xe4
19.8. xe4 ¥e5 20.b7 Wxe2
21.5Yxe2 Hc7 22.8xa6 H.c5
23.Qf4 Ha724.0 xc4 0-0 25.5\g3
Hc8 26.4b5 H\f8 27.h3 h5 28.a6
He6 29.0e5 h4d 30.0f5 Hes
31.5H)d6! Q. xf2+ 32.Hf1 HHxd6
33.4xd6 Hc2? 34.Hacl b3
35.4d3 Qe3 36.84.xc2 Qxcl
37.4d3 Qe3 38.8c4 Hd7
39.Q4xb3 Qa7 40.8a4 HdS8
41.0e7 Hxdl+ 42.Qxd1 g5
43.0.84 H)c5 44.2.c81-0

(184) Rubinstein — Nimzowitsch
Marienbad (10) 1925
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

1.d4 &Hf6 2.3 b6 3.83c54.4.g2
A b7 5.dxc5?! bxc5 6.c4 g6 7.b3

Ng78.4b20-09.0-0 &6 10.Xc3
a5 11.%d2 dé6 12.Hel &d7
13.5c2 ©Yb4 14.H)e3 LA xg2
15.&xg2 b7+ 16.f3 Hh6
17.9Hcd1 a4 18.bxa4 Hfe8 19.
A xf6? exf6 20.Hf2 £5 21. &' xd6
Qg7 22 Habl Qd4 23.8g82 Q. xe3
24.5)xe3 Hxe3 25.¥xc5 Hxe2+
26.Hf2 Hxf2+ 27. % xf2 Hxa4
28.a3 Hxa3 29.%e2 Ha8 30.c5
Wa631.Wxab H)xab 32. Hal &H)c7
33.Hxa8+ H)xa8 34.Hf2 HfS
35.Fe3 Pe736.Hd4Pe637.£416
38.%c4 &Hc7 0-1

(185) Marshall — Rubinstein
Marienbad (11) 1925
Queen’s Pawn [D00]

1.d4 d5 2.e3 &£)f6 3.Q4.d3 Qg4
4.5)e2e65.5Hd2 Q15 6.9 xf5 exf5
7.c4 c6 8.cxd5 Hxd5 9. %b3 Wc7
10.5)c4 Qe711.8d2 Hd7 12.Hcl
0-0 13.0-0 &H)7b6 14. H.a5 &d7
15.9)e5 %eb6 16.Q.xb6 axb6 17.
&Hc3 Bfd8 18.a4 Hxc3 19.Hxc3
YWxb3 20.Exb3 Hxa4 21.Exb6
Ha7 22.Hcl f4 23.%f1 fxe3
24.fxe3 £5 25.g3 Q.d6 26.)d3
Df7 27.5c5 Q. xc5 28.Hxc5 g6
29.Fe2 Heb6 30.Hcbs HdA7 »-Y

(186) Rubinstein — Janowsky
Marienbad (12) 1925
Queen’s Fianchetto [AS50]

1.c4 &Hf6 2.d4 b6 3.5Hc3 Qb7
4.%c2 e6?!

4...d5 is better.

5.e4 Qb4 6.84d3 c5 7.d5 exd5
8.exd5 b5 9.b3 0-0 10.H)ge2 d6
11.0-0 bxc4 12.bxc4 Hbd7 13.f4
He8 14.£)g3 Qa6 15.5\ce4 Hyxe4
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16.2xe4 Hb6? 17.Q.b2 £6 18.8f3
Bf8

/ W E
/1/

) &Er7 /
ﬁ/ _

///

/A/ﬁ/
iﬁ%% /ﬁﬁ
= / &

19.5)g5! £xg5 20.Q.xh7+ HhS8

The alternative is to receive an epau-
lette mate with 20...&f7 21.%g6+ ®e7
22.%e6.

21.Q.xg7+ Hxg7 22.%g6+ Hh8
23.2h3 Wd7 24.Qg8+ ¥xh3
25.gxh3 1-0

(187) Griinfeld — Rubinstein
Marienbad (13) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D31]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)f3 a6 4.cxd5
exd55.)c3¢c6 6.8b3 0.d67.0.85
He7 8.e4 dxed 9.Hxe4 0-0
10.9¢c4h611.9d2 §.¢c7 12.0-0-0
b5 13.Q4d3 He6 14.%c2 a5
15.Hc5 Ad5 16.Bhel Hat
17.9)xa6 Hxa6 18.H b1l fHeb
19.9e4 &Hd5 20.4f5 Qxf5
21.Wxf5a422.5e5 a3 23.b3 H.a5
24.%d3 Qxd2 25.Hxd2 ¥dé6
26.Hc1 £6 27..0g4 Ha7 28.He3
Hb4 29.Wc3 f5 30.Wc5 Hd7
31. % xd6 EHxd6 32.H)c2 Hyxc2
33.YHxc2 -

(188) Rubinstein — Thomas
Marienbad (14) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D37]
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1.c4 Hf6 2..0f3 €6 3.d4 d5 4.5)c3
a6 5.0g85 He7 6.e3 H)bd7 7.Hcl
dxc4 8.8.xc4 b5 9.4.d3 c5 10.a4
c4 11.0b1 &)d5 12.Q.xe7 &Hxe7
13.axb5 &Hyxc3 14.bxc3 axbs
15.%d2 4 b7 16.e4h617.0-0 Yc7
18.5el /) f6 19.f3 Ehd8 20.5)c2
Hd7 21.%e3 Wb6 22.f4 Hf6
23.)b4 Hal 24.h3 &Hf8 25.Hh2
Na8 26.%e2 Wb7 27.e5 &H)ds
28.HYxd5 exds 29.f5 Wc7 30.f6
Hab6 31.Hh1 gxf6 32.exf6 Hddé6
33.Hcel Hxf6 34.Hxf6 EHxf6
35.We8+ Hg7 36.%xa8 Wg3
37.881 ¥xc3 38.%xd5 We3
39.%xb5 Wxd4 40.Hcl Hf2
41.Hel ¥c3 42.He4 Hf4 43.He2
Wd4 44.Hh2 Hf1 45.Qe4 Wd6+
46.g3 Wd4 47.h4 EHf2+ 48, Hxf2
Wxf2+49.Hh3 Wf1+ 50.Hg4 Wd1+
51.5h3 ¥f1+52. Qg2 We253. &d7
g6 54. g4+ Wxgs+ 55.Fxg4 f5+
56.&f4 c357.4h31-0

(189) Yates — Rubinstein
Marienbad (15) 1925
Ruy Lopez [C91]

Notes by Rubinstein from L Echiquier,
1925, p. 142.

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 &Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.0a4 £)f6 5.0-0 Qe7 6.Hel b5
7.24b3 d6 8.c3 0-0 9.d4 Qg4
10.Q.e3 He8 11.\bd 2 d5!

With this move Black liberates his
game and at the same time seizes the
initiative.

12.dxe5
[Recent theory considers this a dubi-

ous continuation. Correct is 12.exd5
Hixd5 13.%c2 Hixe3 14.fxe3, with equal
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chances, as in Yates-Asztalos,
Kecskemet 1927.]

12...3xe5 13.exd5 Hd3 14.He2
Hxd5 15.9ed Qxf3 16.gxf3
Hxe3 17.fxe3 c5!

The only continuation to maintain
Black’s slight advantage.

18.8d2 c4 19.Q.c2 ¥b6 20. 4 xd3
Wxe3+ 21.Hh1 cxd3 22.Exd3
b6 23.%b3 Af8

Black has no direct attack at his dis-
posal; so he tries to find a way to ex-
ploit the weaknesses of White’s
kingside by positional play.

24.Had1 Hes 25.6d7 Hf5 26,583
/ / e
4 / %IH

//7
//E//

/,% %,/

This move, which was not easy to find,
decides the game. The following at-
tempts by White to attack are interest-
ing, but easy to repulse.

27.H1d5

According to Kmoch, if 27.£xf5, then
27.. ¥ xf3+ 28.&gl QAc5+ 29. nd4
¥g4+ and 30...&xd7.

27...Bxf3 28.%d1 Hf2 29.5\e4
Hxb2 30. ¥f3 We6 31.2d1 HeS8
32.H7d4 Hxa2 33.Hgl &es!
34.0f6+ Hh8 35./Hg4 Web
36.5f4 £6 37.5)xf6 gxf6 39.Exf6

., B8
%///%1
:I:%// /
/t/////

> >
éﬁ%///

//////g

2 o 39...02.d6!10-1
vty
26...%c6n

Breslau, July 20-August 1, 1925
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 T
1 Bogoljubow x 1. 0 ¥ 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 9%
2 Nimzowitsch 0 x % % 0 1 % 1 1 1 1 1 ™
3  Wagner 1 % x % % 0 1 0 1 % 1 1 7
4 Rubinstein B B % x 1 % % 1 0 % 1 1 7
5 Rét 0 1 % 0 x 1 % 0 1 % % 1 6
6 Becker 0 0 1 % 0 x % % 1 1 1 % 6
7 Grilenfeld 0 % 0 %W % % x %1 % 1 1 6
8 Samisch o 0 1 o0 1 % %W x 0 ¥ W 1 5
9 vonGottschal 0 0 0 1 0 0 o0 1 x 1 0 1 4
10 Tarrasch 0 0 ¥ % ¥ 0 B % 0 x O 1 3
11 Blamich o 0 0 o0 % 0 0 % 1 1 x 0 3
12 Moritz 0O 0 0 0 0 »w 0 0 0 O 1 x 1%
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Though not in the same league as
Baden-Baden and Marienbad, Breslau
was a reasonable result which could
have been better had Rubinstein not lost
a favorable position to the tail ender von
Gottschall.

(190) Rubinstein — von Gottschall
Breslau (1) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D69]

Notes by Emanuel Lasker from De
Telegraaf, 1925.

1.c4 &6 2.d4e63.)c3 d5 4.985
fe7 5.e3c66.2f3 Hbd7 7.Hcl 0-
0 8.4d3 dxc4 9.9xc4d &Hds5
10.Q.xe7 YWxe7 11.0-0 &Hxc3
12.82xc3 e513.5)xe5 Hxes 14.dxes
Wxe5 15.f4 ¥e7 16.f5 2d8

This drives White’s queen to a better
square. The immediate mobilization of
the queenside by 16...b5 is stronger, as
Black can meet 17.8b3 with 17...b4
(18.82d3 Qa6), or 17.2d3 with 17...f6.
According to analysis by Gligoric,
White achieves an advantage after
17.4b3 b4 18. f6! gxf6 19.Excb &xe3+
20.%h1 4b7 21.8xf6.

17.%h5 Hd6 18.e4 HEh6 19.W%e2
b5 20.4b3 We5 21.h3 Qb7
22.Hd1

Now White stands slightly better.
22...Hf8 23.%e3 b4 (D)

24.Hcd3?

Why not 24.8c5? If 24...%xb2, then
25.e5, threatening a further advance
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with the e-pawn and at the same time,
by 26.Hc2 ¥a3, to isolate Black’s
queen. 24...8f6 25.e5! ¥xf5 26.€6 is
also good for White.

24...c5 25.82d7

Threatening 26.Axf7+ Bxf7 27. Bd8+
Hf8 28.8b3+.

25...08.c6

Against the threat mentioned above.
Now Black’s bishop can blockade by
..Ae8.

26.Hxa7?

Missing his last opportunity: White
stands better after 26.8Exf7 HExf7
27.8d8+ Ae8 28.%g3! We7 29.%b8
D8 30.Qa4 Wxd8 31. ¥xd8.

26..Hf6 27.Qd5 Q.xd5 28.Hxd5
¥xb2 29.Hxc5 Hd6 30.e5 Hd2
31.We4 He2 32.%Wd5 Wbil+
33.%h2 ¥xf5 34.%d4 f1
35.%g4 Hel 0-1 (Time)

White lost on time, but his position was
already hopeless.
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(191) Becker — Rubinstein
Breslau (2) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 dxc4 4.e3
06 5.0 xc4c56..)f3 a6 7.0-0 b5
8.84e2 Qb7 9.dxc5 Axc5
10. % xd8+ Hxd8 11. a3 Hbd7
12.b4 9.d6 13. Qb2 Fe7 14.Hfd1
Hac8 15.Hacl & b6 16.5)b1 Hhd8
17.BExc8 Hxc8 18.Hcl Hxcl
19.4 xc1 He4 20.4.b2£6 21.Hfd2
Ha4 22.0a1 Hyxd2 23.Hxd2 e5
24.3f1 Q.ds5 25.Qd3 h6 26.f3
&d7 27.Fe2 Hc7 28.H)\e4 Q xe4
29.9xe4 a5 30.bxa5 Q. xa3
31.2.d3 b4 32.Q.c4 N5 33.Hd2
Hb7 34.a6 Has 35.4.d5 b6
36.f4 exf4 37.exf4 Hxab 38.g4
b5 39.g5 hxg5 40.fxg5 fxg5
41.Q.xg7 b3 42.h3 Qb4+ 43.Fcl
Na3d+ 44.Hb1 Hcd 45.09 xc4+
Yxc4 46. Q4.6 Vi-2

(192) Rubinstein — Moritz
Breslau(3) 1925
Nimzo-Indian [E38]

1.c4 ©Hf6 2.d4 e6 3.Hc3 Qb4
4. c2c55.dxc5 Q.xc5 6.3 Hc6
7.0.85 Q.e7 8. e3 d5 9.cxd5 b4
10.¥%b3 H)fxds 11. § xe7 Wxe7
12.5Yyxd5 §yxds5 13.4 b5+ Hf8
14.0-0 g6 15.e4 H)c7 16.Hacl
£Hxb5 17.¢xb5 &g7 18.We5+ £6
19. Hc7 fxe5 20.Hxe7+ &Hf6
21.Hc7 h5 22.h4 HdS 23.H)g5
Ad7 24.82d1 e7 25.85xb7 1-0

(193) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
Breslau (4) 1925
Ruy Lopez [C98]

Notes by Carlos Torre in the Brooklyn
Daily Eagle, August 20, 1925.

le4de52.)f3HDc63.4b5a64.H.a4
£0H65.0-0 R.e76.2el1b57.4b3d6
8.c30-09.h3 £Ha510.Q.c2c511.d4
Wc7 12.4bd2 Hc6 13.d5 Hd8
14.a4 Hb8 15.c4 b4 16.Hh2 He8
17.84 g6 18.Hgl £6 19..)f1 Hf7
20.9e3 Hh8 21.b3 Eg8 22.4b2
Af8 23.h4 Ye7 24.Hg2 A h6
25.%e2 A f4+26.Hh1 W8 27.%gl
Whé 28.Q.c1 Ad7 29.&f1 Hg7
30.%d3 Ebf8 31.4.d1 He8 32.Fel
Wg7 33.4b2 Hh6 34.0g1 Ye7
35.5h3 Hf736.4.f3 Ah6 37.Fe2
f5

At last Black makes the move, realiz-
ing that White is now ready to swing
the QR to the other side.

38.exf5 gxf5 39.H)xf5 Q xf5
40. % xf5s Wxh4

And here 40...5g5 at once would lead
to a variety of complications. The move
played leaves White a pawn to the
good, but from the nature of the posi-
tion, it seems it is not enough to win.

41.BEh1 &§g5 42.5yxg5 Hxfs
43.Hxh4 Q xg5 44.HExh7+ &xh7
45.0Q e4 a5 46.5g1 HHf6 47. Q xf5+
&g748.0.¢c1 Hxcl 49.8xc1 Hho6
50.2h1+ &g5 51.&f3 HfS8
52.%g3 He8 53.f3 Hb8 54.0.d3
He8 55.8c2 Hf8 56.Q4f5 HeS8
57.5f1 Eh858.4.c2

Most scores end here, but Herman
Helms’ column in the Daily Eagle con-
tinues . . .

58...Hf8 59.Eh1 HEb8 60.4.f5 He8
61. Q.e6 Hb8 62.Af5 He863.Q.b1
Bf8 64. A.f5 Ha8 65.4d3 HbS
66.Hel -2
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(194) Rubinstein — Tarrasch
Breslau (5)1925
English [A20]

1.c4 e5 2.5)f3 e4 3.)d4 Hc6
4.5c2 56 5.5¢c3 Q.c5 6.b3 0-0
7.83 a6 8.0.g2 He8 9.0-0 d6
10.5)e3 Hd411.d3 exd3 12.¥xd3
EHb8 13.4b2 Hcb 14.H)Hcd5 Hes
15.%d2 c6 16.H)xf6+ ¥xf6
17.Hd1 Qd7 18.%h1 HbdS8 19.
Hc3 Qb4 20.a3 Qa5 21.Hadl
Afs 22, f3 g6 23.e4 Hc8
24.¥d4 £6 25.5e2 Qc7 26.0)f4
wf7 27.H h3 b5 28.cxb5 axbs
29.%c3 Qb7 30..0f2 Qb8 31.f4
g6 Yo-Ya

(195) Wagner — Rubinstein
Breslau (6) 1925
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.9b5 a6
4.9a4 HHf6 5.0-0 d6 6.d4 b5
7.dxe5 dxe5 8. ¥Wxd8+ &Hxd8
9.4b3 Hd7 10.a4 EbS8 11.axb5
axb512.5)c3c613.Q.e3f614.Ha7
AHb7 15.8e6 4d6 16.H4d2 He7
17.8h3 &Hydcs 18.H.xc8 Hhxc8
19.Hfal Hc7 20.9)a2 He6 21.)b3
b4 22.pacl c5 23.)d2 Hd4
24.5c4 Hyxc2 25.H1a6 Hyxe3
26.5HHyxe3

Much better was 26.fxe3, and White
maintains his advantage — Teichmann.

Hd7 27.50f5+ &d8 28.Hf1 Hf8
29. &e2 A6 30.Hxd6 H xd6
31.55b3 Hxa7 32.Hxa7 Af8
33.5)a5 &de8 34.b3 Hd8 35.H)c4
h5 36.f3 Hd7 37.Ha6 &f7 38.Ha8
Hd4 39.Hc8 Bd7 40.5a8 -
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(196) Rubinstein — Bliimich
Breslau(7) 1925
King’s Indian [E72]

1.c4 £)f6 2.d4 g6 3.)c3 Qg7 4.e4
0-05.83d6 6.Q.82e5 7.5)ge2 Hcb
8.0-0 exd4 9.5)b5 He8 10.f3 Q.e6
11.Wa4 Hd7 12.4f4 &Hbé6
13.5)xe6 fxe6 14.¥c2a6 15.H)a3
Hb4 16.¥b3 c5 17.4.d2 Hcb
18.f4 Bb8 19.g4 H)d7 20.g5 He7
21.h4 &)f8 22.h5 &¥d7 23.h6 4 h8
24.%d3 b5 25.Hael bxc4 26.5)xc4
d5 27.exds5 exds5 28.H)e5 &d6
29.b3 &Hd7 30.Hyxd7 xd7
31.%xa6 Ha8??
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32.Hxe7! ¥xe7 33.0 xd5+ HfS
34.Q xa8 d3 35.43 1-0

(197) Rubinstein — Griinfeld
Breslau (8)1925
Queen’s Fianchetto [A50]

1.c4 £Hf6 2.d4 b6 3.d5 A b7 4.23
e5 5.9g82 Qb4+ 6.5Hd2 0-0 7.e4
Ha6 8.a3 A.d6 9.b4 c6 10.He2
cxd5 11. cxd5 Hc7 12.0c4 Hfe8
13.4b2f6 14.0-0 a6 15.H\e3 g6
16.f4 We7 17.¥%d2 H)g7 18.H)g4
h5 19.fxe5 fxe5 20.)f2 . xe2
21. W xe2 a5 22.0)d3 Hxf1+
23.Qxf1 axb4 24.axb4 Hxal



1925

25.8 xal1 HHa626.b5 H)c5 27.4¢c3
Hxd3 28. ¥xd3 Q.c5+ 29.%g2
W6 30.4.el1 He8 31.8.e2 Hd6
32.h4 &Hf8 33. 43 He8 1-12

(198) Réti — Rubinstein
Breslau(9) 1925
English [A36]

1.c4c52.23263.082 Ag7 4.5)c3
£c6 5.d3 e6 6.Q.f4 d6 7.%cl1 h6
8.Eb1 H)ge7 9.a3 d5 10.cxd5 exd5
11.5f3 0e612.0-0g513.24.d20-
0 14.b4 cxb4 15.axb4 £Hg6 16.b5
Hce7 17.%a3 g4 18.Hel Hac8
19.5a2 &Hf5 20.e3 ¥d7 21.H)cl
£e5 22.f4 gxf3 23.5xf3 Hc2
24.5)xe5 Q xe5 25.Hf2 b6 26.d4
Ag7 27.5Hd3 £d6 28.%b3 Hfc8
29.)b4 H2c4 30.5yxd5 He8 31.e4
A xd532.exd5 Q.xd4 33. %13 H)f6
34.9h1 Qxf2 35.%xf6 Qd4
36.%xh6 Qg7 37.%h5 HS8c5
38.%e2 EHxb5 39.Hxb5 ¥xb5
40.h4? 0-1

Because 40...Ec1+ wins White’s queen.
(199) Rubinstein — Sdmisch

Breslau (10)1925

English [A20]

1.c4 e5 2..0f3 e4 3.0d4 Hc6
4.5y c2 Hf6 5.5)c3 H.c5 6.b3 0-0

7.3 He8 8.4g2 a5 9.0-0 d6
10.5e3 Hd4 11.d3 exd3 12. ¥xd3
AHd7 13.Hed5 Hes5 14.¥d1 c6
15.f4 g5 16.56d3 &Hxd3
17.%xd3 Qg4 18.He3 Af5
19.0e4 Hxe4? 20.HHxe4 d5
21.%d2 dxe4 22.8Hfd1l HHxe2+
23. %W xe2 We7 24.9.xc5 WxcS
25.g4! 0.86 26.2d7 He8 27.We3
Wes5 28.Had1 ¥b8 29. ¥xg5 1-0

(200) Nimzowitsch — Rubinstein
Breslau (11)1925
Four Knights Game[C48)]

1.e4 e5 2.4f3 Hc6 3.)c3 HHf6
4.9b5 Hd4 5.9Hxd4 exd4 6.e5
dxc3 7.exf6 ¥Wxf6 8.dxc3 ¥es+
9.We2 Wxe2+ 10.4.xe2 d5 11.c4
He612.4f30-0-013.cxd5 Q.xd5
14.Qxd5 Hxd5 15.8e3 H.d6
16.2d1 Ha5 17.a3 Q.e5 18.c3 Eb5
19.2d2 Hd8 20.Hxd8+ &Hxd8
21.8.c1 a5 22.&d1 a4 23.Hel 5
24.Fc2 A6 25.Q f4 c6 26.g3 EHd5
27.h4 h6 28.h5 &d7 29.8bl c5
30.b3 axb3+ 31.Hxb3 &cb6 32.a4
b6 33.Hb1 Hd8 34.Hel b5
35.He6+ &Hd5 36.Hxf6 gxf6
37.axb5c4 38.8.xh6 2Eh8 39. Qg7
Hxh5 40.8.xf6 &c5 41.%9d2
Y xbs 42.Fe3 &5 43.Hf4 Hd5
44.f3 &deb6 45.0d4 Hhl 46.4.g7
Hd1 47.9h8 Hd3 48.Q987 -V

Moscow, November 10-December 8, 1925

Rubinstein had arough time in the strong
Moscow tournament, finishing with a rare
minus score. Besides the competitive dis-
appointment, especially after his fine re-
sults at Baden-Baden and Marienbad,
Akiva produced no works of art. Kmoch
did not select a single game from this 21-

player round robin for his collection of
Rubinstein’s best games.

This was the Polish master’s first visit
east since St. Petersburg 1914. It was
to be his first and only trip to the So-
viet Union.
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(201) Zubarev — Rubinstein
Moscow (1) 1925
English [A34]

1.f3 Hf6 2.c4 c5 3.HD)c3 d5
4.cxd5 £Hxd5 5.83 86 6.0.82 H g7
7.%b3 Hc7 8.5Hg5 0-0 9.d3

Black wins after 9.4xb7?? c4! 10.%b4
a5 11.%b6 Ad4.

9...0¢c6 10.Q.e3 Hd4 11.4.xd4
Wxd4 12.4f3 ¥b4 13.0-0 a5
14.Hacl H.e6 15.%c2 a4 16.)d2
Ha7 17.a3 ¥d4 18.2d1 b6
19.0f3 ¥d7 20.Hel Qb3 21.%d2
HdS8 22.Hc3 h6 23.4.f1 &h7
24.982 &Hb5 25.Hal &Hd4
26.Hecl e5 27.5)xd4 exd4 28.5)d1
He8 29.f4 We6 30.4.f3 Hae7
31.f2 Qd5 32.Q4xd5 Wxd5
33.Hel Wh5 34.%d1 Exe2
35.Hxe2 ¥xe2 36.%xa4 Heb
37.2b1 ¥f3 38.%d1 He2 39.Wf1
c4 40.b4 cxd3 41.2b3 Hxf2 0-1

Cedt

I LOTLOAVOLO!

L [ 8 B Oy k)

(202) Rubinstein — Samisch
Moscow (2) 1925
Nimzo-Indian [E46]

1.d4 £16 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 A b4 4.e3
0-05.5e2d5 6.a3 Qe7 7.5)f4 c6
8.cxd5 exd5 9.89d3 He8 10.0-0
Nd611.f3 %c712.h3 Hbd713.b4
8 14.84 Q.xf4 15.exf4 a5 16.b5
Heb6 17.9De2 ¢5 18.dxc5 Hxcs
19.5Yd4 Heb6 20.He2 H.d7 21.f5
Hd4 22.8f2 Hyxe2+ 23. Q. xe2 Wc5
24.a4 He7? 25.0.a3 We3 26.Q.xe7
Wxe7 27.%d4 He8 28.Hcl Wa3
29.Hc7 ¥d6 30.Hxb7 g3+
31.Hg21-0

(203) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
Moscow (3) 1925
Vienna [C28]

1.e4 e5 2.8.¢c4 HHc6 3.HD)c3 H)f6
4.d3 fQ.c55.285 h6 6.4 h4 d6
7.5d5 g5 8.4.83 Hxd5 9.4.xd5

Bogoljubow-Rubinstein, Moscow 1925, near the end of the game.
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Lasker giving a simul in Chicago in 1924.

He7 10.4b3 Hg6 11.5e2 ¥f6
12.d4 exd4 13.%d3 h5 14.h3 h4
15.8h2 He5 16.H.xe5 dxes5
17.% b5+ &c6 18. % xc6+ bxcb
19.8a4 Q2d7 20.5)c1 f6 21.)d3
A b6 22.c4 dxc3 23.bxc3 c5
24.8xd7+ &xd7 25.0b2 &Hc6
26.a4 c4 27.5)xc4 HhdS8 28.&e2
Hd7 29.2hd1 Had8 30.Hxd7
Hxd7 31.Hb1 a6 32.Hb4 HdS
33.Hb3 Hd7 34.Hb4 Hd8 35.Hb1
Hd7 36.2b2 HdS8 37.2Eb4 Hd7
38.Hb3 Ed8 !:-%

(204) Rubinstein — Gothilf
Moscow (4) 1925
Slav [D15]

1.d4 &6 2.c4 c6 3.5)¢c3 d5 4.5)f3
Af5 5.%b3 ¥b6 6.c5 ¥xb3
7.axb3 g6 8.4f4 H)bd7 9.b4 Qg7
10.h3 He4 11.g4 Hyxc3 12.bxc3
Aes 13.Hg1 A xf3 14.exf3 0-0
15.0.e3 e516.Q2.d3 a6 17.f4 exd4
18.cxd4 &) f6 19.f3 Hfd8 20.f5
HDe8 21.g5 gxf5 22. 4. xf5 Hc7
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23.5d2 Hbs 24.Hd3 He8 25. 4.2
He7 26.EHgel Hae8 27.Hxe7 Hxe7
28.h4 &) c7 29.h5 1-0

(205) Capablanca — Rubinstein
Moscow (5) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5\c3 dxc4 4.e3
Hf6 5. Q.xc4c5 6..)f3 a6 7.0-0 b5
8.8e2 Qb7 9.dxc5 H.xc5
10. % xd8+ &Hxd8 11.a3 Fe7 12.b4
Ad613.4b2 Hbd7 14.Hacl Hac8
15.59b1 Hxcl 16.Hxcl Hc8 17.
Hxc8 Qxc8 18..)bd2 4b7
19.8.d3 g6 20.Hf1 Hg4 21.Q.e4
Axe‘i -4

Emanuel Lasker, just a few years short
of his 60th birthday, won his final game
against Rubinstein to finish with a life-
time score of 3'4-2'% against Akiva.

(206) Rubinstein — Lasker
Moscow (6) 1925
Semi-Slav [D47]
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1.d4d5 2.c4c63.e3 D6 4.H)c3 e6
5.3 H)bd7 6.9.d3 dxc4 7.Q.xc4
b5 8.8.€2a69.0-0 b7 10.b3 He7
11.4b2 0-0 12.5Ye5 c5 13.4f3
Wce7 14.H)xd7 Hxd7 15.HDe4
Ead8 16.EHc1 Wb8 17.%e2 cxd4
18.exd4 Hc8 19.83 Wa8 20.%g2
Efd8 21.Exc8 Hxc8 22.Hc1 Hxcl
23.Q.xcl h6 24.9b2 H)b6 25.h3
Yc8 26.%d3 Hd5 27.a3 Hb6
28.%h2 Ad5 29.%g2 Wc6
30.6d2 a5 31.%c3 Axf3+
32.)xf3 ¥xc3 33.Q.xc3
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33...a4!

Lasker creates a second weakness by
fixing Rubinstein’s a-pawn on a dark
square. This cannot be avoided as
33.4a5 is met by 33...axb3 34.4xb6
ag5!.

34.bxa4 bxa4 35.%f1

White’s only chance is to activate his
king as trying to hang on to his pawn
fails to 35.4b4 Axb4 36.axb4 a3
37.4d2 a2 38.5\b3 &f8 when Black’s
king will penetrate into White’s posi-
tion via d5 or bS5.

34...Q.xa3 36.He2 Hf8 37.Hd3
&ds 38.0.e1 Ad6 39.FHcd Ye7

40.e5 H.xe5 41.dxe5 &d7
42.8d2 hs!

Black removes his kingside pawns from
dark squares and prepares to use his a-
pawn as a decoy.

43.9c1

If 43. &b5 a3 44.Lcl1 Black has
44...£ ¢3! and the knight will start pick-
ing off White’s pawns.

43..8c6 44.Qa3 Hb6+ 45.Hd4
b5 46.Q.f8 Ncd 47.Hc3 g6 48.f4
He3 49.8d3 Hd5

Rubinstein has no satisfactory defense
against ...h4 as on 50.h4 Black trans-
fers his knight to f5.

50.Qa3 h4 51.gxh4 QD xf4+
52.&e4 H)h5

The greedy 52...5xh3? leads to a per-
petual attack on the knight after 53.&f3
Hgl+ 54.912.

53.8f3 &c4 54.24.b2 b3 55.Q.a1
a3 56.884 Hc257.485 Hd3!0-1

Rubinstein is able to win the pawn on
7 (¥h6-h7-g8 x £7) but by the time this
occurs, Black’s king reaches f5.

(207) Romanovsky — Rubinstein
Moscow (7) 1925
Ruy Lopez [C90]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.9a4 £H)f6 5.0-0 Qe7 6.Hel b5
7.2b3 d6 8.c3 Ha5 9.4.c2 c5
10.d3 &)c6 11.4bd2 0-0 12.5)f1
ds5 13.%e2 d4 14.h3 He8 15.g4
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¥c7 16.83 £Hd8 17.a4 EbS8
18.axb5 axb5 19.4b3 dxc3
20.bxc3 HA7 21.0f5 Qf822.Q e3
®h8 23.h4 Hf6 24.Hh2 g6
25.0.85 Hg8 26.5\e3 He627.Hd5
Wd6 28.%f3 H1xg5 29.hxg5 Hb7
30.%g2 e631.5Eh1 &d832.%e3
Wc8 33.We2 Hd8 34.Ha6 He7
35.8hal £)xd5 36.exd5 Q. xd5+
37.94xds Hxd5 38.%We4 HdS
39.0)f3 Qg7 40.2a8 Eb8 41.5)xe5
Web6 42.f4 QA xe5 43.fxe5 Hg7
44.H1a6 &b3 45.5xb8
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45..%c2+! 46.Hgl Hxd3!
47.%xd3 ¥xd3 48.Haa8 Wg3+
49. 511 ¥f4+ 50.Hel Wxe5+
51.&f1 ¥xg5 52. Hg8+ &h6 0-1

(208) Rubinstein — Griinfeld
Moscow (8) 1925
Queen’s Fianchetto [A50]

1.c4 b6 2.d4 4 b7 3.d5 e5 4.e4d6
5.5c3 Q.e7 6.5Xf3 Hf6 7.h3 0-0
8.0e3 H)bd7 9.4.d3 £)c5 10.4.c2
a5 11.%e2 Hfd7 12.g4 He8 13.h4
HFS 14.0-0-0 A.c8 15.8dg1 Ad7
16.h5 %Wc8 17.55h4 Q. xh4
18.HExh4 ¥Wd8 19.HEh2 &e7
20.%d2 Heb8 21.a4! He8 22.h6
g6 23.g5 Hfd7 24.Ef1 Ec8 25.f3
Hab 26.b3 Hacs 27.25hf2 Hab8
28.%b2 Ha8 29.52d1 Hab830.,)b5
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Ha8 31. Wc3 H)f8 32.f4 4 xb5
33.cxbs &HYfd7 34.f5 Hf8 35.2df1
Hae8 36.%d2 Ha8 37.5f3 Hae8
38.%f2 Ha839.%h4 Hae840.8.d2
Ha8 41.%b1 Hab8 42.4.d1 Ha8
43.Q c1 Hab8 44.0 e2 Ha845.51f2
Hab8 46.Q.f1 Ha8 47. Qh3 Had8
48.Q e3 Hh8 49.5f1 Hg8 50.fxg6
fxg6
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51.Hf6! Eb8 52.8.xc5 &)yxcs
53.0e6+ Hxeb6 54.dxe6 Hxf6
55.2xf6 Hd8 56.%f2 d5 57.exd5
Wa3 58.Hxg6+ 1-0

(209) Yates — Rubinstein
Moscow (9)1925
Ruy Lopez [C90]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.Qa4 £Hf6 5.0-0 Q.e7 6.Hel b5
7.24b3 d6 8.c3 Has5 9.Q.c2 c5
10.d4 ¥c7 11.23bd 2 &) c6 12.5)f1?
cxd4 13.cxd4 Q.g4! 14.d5 Hd4
15.9d3 Hh5 16.8e3 QA xf3
17.gxf3 &Hf4 18.Qxf4 exf4
19.8d2 Af6 20.4b3 0-0
21.H)xd4 Qxd4 22.%d2 We7?!
23.Hacl ¥f6 24.Hc2 g6 25.Hecl
Efb8 26.b4 He8 27.&h1 g7
28.4.f1 Heb8 29.Hc6 Qes5
30.4h3 Ha7 31.9c8 Hba8
32.Hc7 ¥d8 33.Hxa7 Hxa7
34.Hc6 a5 35.0.a6 axb4 36.& xb4
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Wh4 37.&g2 ¥g5+ 38.&h1 f5
39.exf5 Wxf5 40.%g2 &d3
41. % xb5 ¥xbs5 42.Qxb5 Hxa2
43.0d3 Hd244.Qe4 HF6 45.5c2
Hd1 46.He2 Qd4 47.Q.c2 Hcl
48.He6+ &g5 49.He2 Q.c5 50.h3
Hal 51.&h2 Ha3 52.&g2 Hc3
53.Q.e4 Hc4 54.h2Hd455.9g2
&h4 56.Hh2 Hb4 57.&g2 Hb7
58.8.d3 g5 59.4.f5 h5 60.4.e6
Hb1 61.9f5 Hd1 62.0.e4 Hd4
63.9h2 Ed164.%g2 0.d465.8.c2
Hcl 66.Qf5 Qe5 67.8d2 Hal??
68.0.e6 H.¢369.Ec2 Q.a5 70.8Eb2
Hd1 71.Bb7 Hd2 72. 4g4! Ab6
73.Bxb6 hxg4 74.hxg4 Hb2
75.Hc6 Bbl

/ / /
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76.Ec4!

The winning idea. Not 76.Exd6? Eb6!
77.8d8 Eb8!, drawing because of in-
evitable stalemate.

76...Hel 77.He4 Hxe4
Forced. If 77...Be2 78.8Ee6!
78.fxe4 Hxg4 79.e5 f3+

Or 79...%f5 80.e6 (or 80.dxeb)
80...%f6 81.2f3, and White wins.

80.%g1 Hf581.e6 1-0

Rubinstein had the bye in round 10.

(210) Rubinstein — A.Rabinovich
Moscow (11) 1925
Nimzo-Indian E44

1.d4 &6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 Qb4 4.e3
b6 5.5 e2 A b7 6.a3 Q.e77.d50-0
8.3 d6 9.4.g2 £H)bd7 10.0-0 e5
11.f4 Hc8 12.5)b5 Ha8 13.f5 a6
14.9bc3 Hc8 15.h3 c6 16.e4 b5
17.dxc6 Q.xc6 18.cxb5 axb5 19.g4
h6 20.5g3 H)b6 21.0d5 Hbxd5
22.exd5 Wb6+23.&h2 Ab7 24.85
hxg5 25.0 xg5 Ec4 26. 4 xf6 Q.xf6
27.5e4 Hfc8 28.%h5 Hc2
29.Had1 &f8 30.5f3 ¥e7 31.b3
b4 32.axb4 §a6 0-1

(211) Ilyin-Zhenevsky —
Moscow (12) 1925
Ruy Lopez [C90]

Rubinstein

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.8a4 £)f6 5.0-0 Qe7 6.Hel b5
7.9b3 d6 8.c3 0-0 9.d3 Ha5
10.8.c2c¢511.3bd2 &H\c6 12.We2
He813..0f1d5 14.a4 Eb8 15.axb5
axb5 16.Hg3 Q.f8 17.2b3 hé6
18.exd5 H{)xd5 19.%e4 H.eb6
20.Q4d2 Hf6 21.Wxc6 Q. xb3
22.5\e4 A.d5 23.%a6 Qb7 24.%a7
Wxd3 25.5)xe5 ¥Wd5 26.H)xf6+
gxf6 27.6f3 ¥c6 28.%a2 f5
29.4f4 Ha8 30.&bl Hxal
31.%xal He4 32.%cl Ag7
33.%d2 b4 34.Exe4 fxe4 35.¥yd8+
Hh736.He5¥ds537. % xds Q.xd5
38.d7 bxc3 39.bxc3 fH.xc3
40.)xc5 Yi-Y2

(212) Rubinstein — Bohatirchuk
Moscow (13) 1925
Dutch [A84]
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1.d4 e6 2.e3 f5 3.c4 Qb4+ 4.5\c3
A xc3+ 5.bxc3 Hf6 6.4.d3 0-0
7.5)e2 d6 8. ¥c2 c5 9.0-0 Hc6
10.f3 ¥c7 11.2d2 b6 12.e4 Has
13.)f4 ¥f7 14.exf5 exf5 15.d5
He8 16.Hael HNc7 17.8f2 Qd7
18.84 b5 19.cxb5 c4 20. A.f1 Hab8
21.5e6 Hxe6 22.dxe6 H . xeb
23.Hfe2 Q.d5 24.Yxf5 &xf5
25.gxf5 Hxbs5 26.Qf4 Q xf3
27.He8 Hxe8 28.Hxe8+ &Hf7
29.He3 QHd5 30.4xd6 AHNc6
31.He2 &f6 32.4h3?

Better was 32.a4 Eb3 33.Hd2 fQe4
34.Qxc4 Bxc3 35.4b5 Dxf5 36.84xch
— Bohatirchuk.

32...Bb1+ 33.Hf2 Hcl 34.Q.a3
Hd1 35.He8 Hd2+ 36.%g3 Hd3+
37.%h4 Hes! 38.Bf8+ Qf7
39.8c1h6!0-1

There is no defense against 40...g5+.

(213) Verlinsky — Rubinstein
Moscow (14) 1925
Réti [A09]

1.3 d5 2.c4 d4 3.b4 c5 4.4b2
g65.e3 4.87 6.d3 H)h6 7. bd2 0-
0 8.exd4 cxd4 9.g3 e5 10.Q.g2 a5
11.b5 a4 12.Qa3 HeS8 13.0-0 f5
14.5 el 5d7 15.Bcl1 Hf7 16.H)c2
Af8 17.Q xf8 Hxf8 18.2))b4 H\c5
19.Hel1 ¥d620.2b1 Qd7 21.4.d5
Had8 22.a3 Q.c8 23.Eb2 He7
24.0f3 Hh6 25.Hbe2 HdeS8
26.%9d2 &g7 27.Wb2 Hgs
28.Wb1 &6 29.%g2 h6 30.%d1
g5 31.h3 H)h7 32.&Hh2 h5 33.h4
g4 34.0d2 HHf6 35.¥bl1 e4
36.%al e3 37.0)f1 H)b3 38.%b2
f4 39.gxf4 ¥xf4+ 40.g2 Hgb6
41.fxe3 dxe3 42.d4 H\xd4 43..)d3
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43..yxd5 44.H\xf4+ QD xf4+
45.Hh1 Hdxe2 46.Hxe2 Hxe2
47.Y9xe2 QAf5 48.H)\g3 HdS8
49.%f1 A ed+ 50.%g1 Hf751.%cl
Hfd752.%xe3 Bd1+ 53.)f1 Af3
54.&0f2 H8d3 55.%eb6+ &Hg7
56.He3 H1d2+ 57.%Hg3 &HfS
58.&Hf4 Hd4+ 59.%Hg5 Hd6
60.%es5 f7 61.0f5 Hgb+ 62.Hf4
He2 63.Wc7+ Hf8 64.0)d6 Heeb
65. %17+ 1-0

(214) Rubinstein — Réti
Moscow (15) 1925
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

1.d4 HHf6 2.0f3 b6 3.e3 Qb7
4.0d3 c5 5..)bd2 e6 6.0-0 He7
7.b3 cxd4 8.5)yxd4 Hcb 9.HDxc6
A xc6 10.8b2 ¥c7 11.%e2 Qb7
12.c4 0-0 13.e4 d6 14.Had1 Hd7
15.f3 Hes 16.4b1 a6 17.52d2
Hfd8 18.2fd1 Hxf3+ 19. ¥ xf3 bs
20.cxb5 axb5 21.¥g4 e5 22.b4
Ac8 23.Wg3 Qeb6 24.a3 Hac8
25.h3 ¥b7 26.Q4.d3 Hd7 27.Hc2
Hxc2 28.Q.xc2 Hc7 29.4d3 hé6
30.Hcl Ag5 31.Hxc7 Wxc7
32. %13 Q.c4 33.We2 Q xd3 34.
Wxd3 Hcl 35.8xcl Wxcl+
36.%h2 ¥f4+ 37.Hgl Wcl+
38.Hh2 Wf4+ %-Y;
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(215) Torre — Rubinstein
Moscow (16) 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D52]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5\c3 &)f6 4.0)f3
Hbd7 5.08.85 c6 6.e3 a5 7.cxd5
cxd58.2.d3 He49.8b3 Hxgs5 10.
Hxg5 h6 11.f3 H.d6 12.0-00-0
13.Hacl Hd8 14.Hc2 b4
15.%xb4 Q. xb4 16.Ha4 H.d6
17.8Hfc1 &Hf8 18.4b5 b6 19.8.¢c6
Hb8 20.5)c3 a6 21.He2 V-

(216) Rubinstein — Dus-Chotimirsky
Moscow (17) 1925
Queen’s Indian [E15]

1.d4 &Yf6 2.c4 e6 3.5)f3 b6 4.g3
Ab75.0g2 d5 6.cxd5 Axd5 7.0-0
Hbd78.5c3 4b79.4f4a610.Hcl
c511.dxc5 Hyxcs5 12. W xd8+ &Hxd8
13. Bfd1+ Pe8 14.H)e5 Q. xg2
15.%xg2 bs 16.b4 Hcd7 17.a3
Hxes5 18.Q.xe5 Nd7 19.Q.c7 Qe7
20.5Ye4 15 21.d6+ § xd6 22.Hxd6
Hf6 23.HExeb+ Hf7 24.He5 g6
25.0.d6 Hhe8 26.Hc7+ &g8 27.
Ae7 Hgs 28.Hec5 hs
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29.9f3! Hf7 30.4.85+ Heb
31.9f4 &f6 32.H5c6+ Heb
33.4.85+ &xg5 34.Hxe6 Hxh2+
35.8982 g4 36.f3 a5 37.fxg4

axb4 38.Ecc6 fxg4 39.Hxg6+ Hf5
40.Hce6 He8 41.e4 1-0

(217) Marshall — Rubinstein
Moscow (18) 1925

Queen’s Gambit Declined [D36]
Notes by Marshall.

Rubinstein was not in good form in this
tourney; but even afterthat explanation,
his downfall after only 25 moves is
striking!

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 £HH)f6 4.Q2.85
Hbd75.e3 H.e7 6.5Yf3 0-0 7.cxd5

My trademark.

7...exd5 8.24d3 He8 9.0-0 c6
10.%c2 H)f8 11.Hael

This is the procedure I prefer. The
modems pin their faith to the minority
attack with a3 and b4, intending b5 in
due course.

11...)e4

The customary freeing procedure. But
White is prepared for it.

12.0.xe7 Wxe7 13.Q xe4 dxe4
14.5Hd2 f5 15.f3!

White reasons that since he has devel-
oped more rapidly and has more mo-
bility, the opening of the e- and f-files
should favor him.

15...exf3 16.)xf3 Q.e6 17.e4

Now we see why White played
11.Hael.
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17..fxe4 18.Hxe4 Had8 19.Hes
hé6

Guarding against the unpleasant threat
&Hg5. Now we see why White played
11.Hael.

20.De4 Wb4

This is not fatal, but it is surely unwise
to remove the queen from the center.
20...8c7 was safer.

21.a3 Wc4

Black is courting serious danger.
21...%b6 should have been played.

22.Wf2 Qf7?

After this he is definitely lost. Correct
was 22...9g6 and if 23.8Ec5 ¥d3.
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23.b3! ¥xb3?

Losing quickly, but 23...%a6, recom-
mended in the tournament book [Das
Internationale Schachturnier Moskau
1925 by Bogoljubow] would also prove
inadequate. White would reply
24.Bxe8 with these possibilities:
24..Bxe8 25.50e5 Ad5 26.0d6 BEd8
27.5f5, with the decisive threat of ¥g3,
or 24...Axe8 25.5e5 Neb 26.5(6+!
gxf6 27.%xf6, with an easy win.
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24.0fd2 ¥a2 25./)c3 1-0
Triumph of the f-file! An original finish.

(218) Rubinstein — Leven fish
Moscow (19) 1925
Dutch [A84]

1.c4 €6 2.d4 Qb4+ 3.Qd2 Q xd2+
4. Wxd2 f5 5.£)c3 £Hf6 6.83 0-0
7.2.g2 d5 8.Xf3 Hc6 9.0-0 He4
10.%c2 ¥d6 11.Hacl a6 12.e3
Yh8 13.a3 Qd7 14. b4 He8
15.5Ye2 dxc4 16.%xc4 Q7 17.
¥Wc2 Hac8 18.%b2 4. h5 19.5fd1
Bfd8 20.)f4 Qg4 21.h3 e5
22.hxg4 exf4 23. gxf4 fxg4
24.He5 Hxe5 25.fxe5 g6
26.%c2 Hg5 27.%xg6 hxg6
28.Q8 xb7 HbS8 29.Hxc7 Hh3+
30.%g2 Hf8 31. Eh1 Hf5 32.f3
Hxb7 33.Hxb7 Hxf3 34. Hxh3+
EHxh3 35.e6 Hxe3 36.d5 &h7
37.8b8 &Hh6 38.d6 1-0

(219) Tartakover — Rubinstein
Moscow (20) 1925
Vienna [C28]

Notes by Tartakover from My Best
Games of Chess, 1905-1930.

1.e4 e5 2.5)c3 Hcb 3.Q.c4 Hf6
4.d3 Q.c55.Q¢e3

Instead of transposing here (or during the
next two moves) into the Giuoco Pianis-
simo by 5.£f3, White gives a special and
particular turn to the opening.

5...d6 6. Q.xc5 dxc5 7.5\ ge2
This horizontal development (instead

of 7.&f3) allows White to open up the
f-file earlier.
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7..)as

Profiting from the opportunity of get-
ting rid of a troublesome bishop, but a
simpler way of reaching this goal was
7...0-0 8.0-0 Leb.

8.84b3 H)xb3 9.axb3 0-0 10.0-0
DHg4

Foreseeing the enemy advance f2-f4,
Black wants to regroup his forces on
this critical file.

11.h3! HYh6 12.f4 exf4 13.5)xf4 f6
14. 913 &7 15.5f2

Lucid strategy — the accumulation of
forces on the half-open file.

15...5)e5

Black, too, is quite happy at having
established on e5 a mobile and well-
supported post.

16. g3 c6

Necessary to parry the menacing
17.&cd5! ¢6 18.5h5! Hgb 19.6¢7 Eb8
20. £Hab Ha8 21.9Hxc5 Wd4 22.5Ha4 bs
23. &c3 b4 24.9Hd1, when White has
succeeded in annexing a valuable
pawn.

17.2h5
19.5d1!

We7 18.Hafl &HhS

With this powerful maneuver (as one
annotator put it), White aims at the dis-
tant square f5 for his knight.

19...2d7 20.9He3 Had8 21.0)f5
QAxf5

“One enemy less,” thinks Rubinstein.
“One base more,” calculates his opponent.

22.exf5! &d7

If 22...£d7 23.£f4! and already White
has the double threat of 24.5e6 and
24.5g6+.

23.Hf4 Hfe8 24.%h1 He7

A good move, preparing to double
rooks and at the same time overpro-
tecting the vital g7-square.

25.He4 Hde8 26.%h4! &Hg8
27. %12

By this intermediate attack on the c5-
pawn he gains time to defend his own
pawn on f5, and so frees the other white
rook.

27...b6 28.Efel &Hh8 29.H1e3
&g8 30.5g3 Hhs

“We have been here before” (Black’s
18th move), only what was the correct
move at that time is revealed here as a
mistake — even a decisive one. Also
erroneous would be 30...Ef7, because
of 31.Bxg7+ Exg7 32.0xf6+, but with
30...5f8 he could still defend himself.

2 4
W
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31.Hxg7!

This massive investment of a whole
rook unveils the hidden weakness of the
f6-point.

31..Hxg7 32.5)xf6 We7 33.5)xe8
YWxe8 34.Wf4!

And not first 34.f6 Bf7 35.%f5 &d8!
36.@x€5 @xfﬁ

34...He7 35.f6 g6 36.Hxe7
Nxe7 37.£711-0

(220) Rubinstein — Spielmann
Moscow (21) 1925
Alekhine [B05]

1.e4 H)f6 2.e5 HA5 3.d4 d6 4.0)f3
Qg4 5.h3 Qxf3 6. xf3 dxe5
7.dxe5 e6 8.g3?! £)c6 9.4 b5 Wd7

10.%e4 H.¢511.c30-012.b4 4.b6
13.0-0 £5! 14.exf6 Hxf6 15. %e2
e5 16.Hh2 ¥fs5 17..0d2 Had8
18.5c4 Hed 19.9Hxb6 axb6
20.8.e3 HHyxc3 21.Yc4+ Hds5 22.
H xc6 bxc6 23.Hadl ¥eb624.9c1
Hf3 25.Hdel Hdf8 26.He2 e4
27.%g1?
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27...Hxg3+128.fxg3 Exf1+29.&xf1
He3+ 30.9.xe3 Wxc4 0-1

1926

Semmering, March 6-30, 1926

Semmering 1926 was a big triumph for
Rudolf Spielmann. Rubinstein had the
satisfaction of beating the tournament
winner, but his score of plus three was
only good for equal sixth. This was a
step up from his disaster at Moscow,
but not the result one would expect
from the pre-World War I Rubinstein.
However, Akiva did play well in many
games. Hans Kmoch chose no less than
six of Rubinstein’s seven wins from
Semmering for inclusion in his book.
Interestingly, the Wiener Schachzeitung
(7/1926, p. 81) report on the event has
Akiva’s place of residence as
Rehbrucke bei Berlin.
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(221) Tarrasch — Rubinstein
Semmering (1) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D52]

1.f3 d5 2.c4 €6 3.d4 c6 4.5)c3
Of6 5.985 Hbd7 6.e3 Was
7.)d2dxc4 8. Q.xf6 H)x£69.Hxc4
¥c7 10.4d3 Qe7 11.0-0 0-0
12.Hc1 ¢5 13.Hb5 ¥d8 13.dxc5
A xc5 15.9)e5 We7 16.%c2 A4.b6
17.8fd1 Hd8 18.a3 Qd7 19.5d6
He8 20.H)xe8 Wxe8 21.We2 We7
22.0.b1 g6 23.g3 Hg7 24.0a2 V-V

(222) Rubinstein — Vidmar
Semmering (2) 1926
Bogo-Indian [E11]



LL1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 T
1 Spielmann x % 1 1 1 0 % % 1 1 1 1 1 % 1 % % 1 13
2  Alekhine » x 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 %1 % 1 0 1 1 1 1 12%
3 Vidmar 0 1 x 1 1 % 0 1 % 1 1 % 1 1 % 1 % % 12
4 Nimzowitsch 0 1 0 x »%» 1 »%» 1 0 1 ¥ 1 1 1 % % 1 1 11%
5 Tartakower 0 O0 0 » x %» 1 0 1 1 1 1 o1 1 1 1 1 11%
6 Rubinstein 1 0 % 0 % x % 1 1 0 % o0 1 % 1 “n 1 1 10
7 Tarrasch % 0 1 % 0 % x 1 0 0 0 1 % 1 1 1 1 1 10
8 Réti “» 0 0 0 1 o0 0 x 1 1 1 0 % 1 1 % 1 1 9%
9 Grinfeld o 0 %» 1 0 0 1 o0 x 0 » ¥ 1 1 1 1 % 1 9
10 Janowski o » o0 0 0 1 1 0 1 x Y 0 Y O 1 1 1 1 8
11 Treybal 0o 0 0 % 0 % 1 0 % Y% x 1 1 1 0 1 % % 8
12 Vajda 0 % % o0 0 1 o0 1 % 1 0 x 0 % % % % 1 T
13 Yates 0o 0 0 o0 » 0 % Y 0 % 0 1 x % % 1 1 1 7
14 Gilg % 1 0 0 0 % o0 o0 o0 1 0 % % x % 0 % 1 6
15 Kmoch 0 0 % % 0 0 o0 o0 o0 O 1 % % % x 1 % 1 6
16 Davidson “w 0 0 % 0 % 0 %» 0 0 0 % 0 1 0 x 1 1 5%
17 Michel % 0 % 0 0 o0 o0 o0 » o0 % w“n 0 W W% 0 x 1 4%
18 Rosselli 0O 0 % 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 ¥» O 0 0 0 0 0 X 1
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1.f3 £Hf6 2.c4 e6 3.d4 Qb4+
4.80d2 Q xd2+ 5. %xd2 d5 6.&Xc3
0-0 7.e3 H)bd7 8.Hcl c6 9.4d3
We7 10.H)e5 dxc4 11.H)xc4 e5
12.dxe5 &HHxe5 13..xe5 Yxe5
14.f4 We7 15.0-0 Hd8 16.e4 Hxe4
17.5H)xe4 Wxe4 18.Hcdl Wd4+
19.Hf2 g6 20.f5 Q xf5 21.Q xf5
Wxd2 22.Hfxd2 Hxd2 23.Hxd2
gxf5 24.8d7 Hb8 25.b4 g7
26.9f2 Hf6 27.h4 Heb6 28.Hc7
HdS8 29.8Hxb7 Hd2+ 30.%f3 Hxa2
31.Hc7 Ha6 32.83 Eb6 33.%e3 h5
34.9d3 Hxb4 35.Hxc6+ &5
36.2a6 Eb3+37.%e2 Exg3 38.2h6
Pe439.Hxh5a540.8h8a4 41.Ha8
a3 42.h5 Hh3 43.%9f1 f4 44.h6
Hxh6 45.2xa3 BEh2 46.2b3 Hd2
47.Ha3 Hd3 48.Ha2 &Hf3 49.5f2+
&g4 50.Hg2+ Hg3 51.Ha2 Hf3+
52.%gl1 Bh353.2b2f554.Ha2 Hc3
55.&f2 Hh3 56.%g1 3 57.2a8
&g3 58.Hg8+ &f4 59.Ha8 Hg3+
60.Hf1 Hg2 61.EHc8 Hd2 62.2a8
Hc2 63.Ha7 f2 64.Ha4+ &g5
65.8b4 f4 66.2b5+ &Hg4s 67.5b3
Hd2 68.Ha3 Hb2 69.Hc3 &f5
70.Ea3 &g4 71.Ec3 VoY

(223) Kmoch — Rubinstein
Semmering (3) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D30]

Notes by Kmoch (K), and by Becker
(B) from the Wiener Schachzeitung, 7/
1926, p. 99.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)f3 c6 4..H)bd2
06 5.3 Hbd7 6.Q.d3 g6

(K) An innovation, but by no means of
special value. The game now takes on
a similarity to the Schlechter Defense,
with the difference that here Black’s
queen bishop remains hemmed in.
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7.0-0 Q.87 8.e4 dxe4 9.5 xe4
Hxe4 10.H.xe4 0-0 11.9.d2

(B) A good plan for development. If
11.24g5?!, then 11...%b6 12.%d2 ¢5 is
unpleasant.

11...%c7 12.8c3 &) f6 13.Qc2
EdS 14.%e2 4d7 15. Hes

(B) This leads to the exchange of the
important knight. Better was 15.8ad1!,
with a slight advantage.

15...0.e8 16.Hfd1

(K) White has a good position, but now
begins to play weakly. Obviously,
16.8ad1 was in order, for it is clear the

knight at e5 must be made secure by
f2-f4 or Bfel.

16...4d7 17.3xd7?

(K) Why? 17.Eel followed by Badl
still gave White a good game.

17...Exd7 18.%e3 Had8 19.4.b3?

(K) Better was 19.b3. White would then
have compensation for the weakness of
d4, in the greater space control of his
pieces.
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19...b5!

(K) A thunderclap! Not only is 20...b4
threatened, butalso 20... bxc4and...c5
thereafter. Suddenly White is lost.

20.2d2 b4 21. Q xb4 Q xd4 22.%f3

(K) Or 22.%g3 QeS5 23.8Bxd7 HExd7
24.¥%h3 Qxb2, etc.

22...c5 23.4.c3 Hd6! 24.Hadl e5
25.8c2 Hc6 26.%g3

(B) If 26. A.e4?, then Black wins a piece
by 26...8xe4 27.¥xe4 Qxc3, because
of the mating threat.

26...%b7 27.4.xd4 exd4 28.9.d3
He6 29.h4 Hde8 30.h5 a5 31.f4

(K) This attack, traceable to despair, is
easily repulsed, and merely precipitates
the collapse. But even apart from this,
Black has a won game.

31..%e7!32.8f1 He3 33.%h2

If 33.%g4, then 33...2d7 34.f5 &h8|,
and Black’s attack will be quicker —
Rubinstein.

33...£534.hxg6 hxg6 35.h6 Wf6
36. 512 We6! 37.2h1 Hf3+10-1

(B)Forif38.gxf3 ¥e3+ 39.8g3 Wxf3+
40.9h2 ¥xhl+, or 39.9f1 &xf3+
40.Ef2 ¥d1 mate.

(224) Rubinstein — Réti
Semmering (4) 1926
Griinfeld [D71]

Notes by Rubinstein from the Wiener
Schachzeitung, 7/1926, p. 103.

1.d4 HHf6 2.c4 86 3.g3 Q.87 4.Q4.82
d5 5.cxd5 Hyxd5 6.e4 Hb4! 7.a3

In case of 7.9e2? or 7.4e3? there fol-
lows 7...8xd4! If 7.¥a4+ £H8c6 8.d5
b5!, as in the Kiel Variation (1.e4 d5
2.exd5 &6 3.d4 Hxd5 4.e4 Hb4, etc.).

7...54c6 8.d5 Hd4 9.He2 Qg4
10.)bc3 e5

If10...2f3+ 11.®f1, threatening to win
a piece by 12.h3.

11.0-0 ¥f6?

Strategically wrong, because it does not
stop f2-f3.

12.f31 Q. d7

Here White wins after 12...9xf3+?
13.®&h1, followed by ¥d3!, or
12... Axf3? 13. Axf3 Hixf3+ 14.Pg2.

13.8e3 c¢c5 14.dxc6 AHbxcb
15.50d5 ¥dé6

Better was 15...€/d8.

16.5)xd4! Hyxd4

Forced. If 16...exd4 17.4f4 fQe5
(17...2e5 18.%h1!) 18.4xe5 ¥xeS5
19.f4!.

17.f4!

Against this move there is no adequate
defense. If ©d4 goes, then the advance

f4-f5-f6 is very strong.

17...0-0 18.Q xd4 exd4 19.e5 ¥c5
20.b4 Wc4
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21.Hcl &ab

Black’s queen is trapped after 21...&a2
22.Bf2 ¥xa3 23. Hal.

22.5)c7 Wxa3 23.5)xa8 Hxa8

Weaker is 23...%e3+ 24.%Hh1 Hxa8
25.4xb7, threatening Ef3.

24.¥xd4 Qb5 25.8fel

Initiating a combination, which merely
prolongs the winning process. Safer was
25.Hal ¥b3 26.4d5 ¥c2 27.8fcl, and
the rook will penetrate to c7.

25...4.f8 26.e6 fxe6 27.Hc7 ¥xb4
28.%e5 He8 29.Hxb7 Wcs5+
30.%h1 ¥xes5 31.Exe5 a6 32.h4
Ad6 33.Hel Qb4 34.Hcl He7
35.8xe7 Q. xe7 36.Hc7 &Hf7
37.Q.e4 h5?

A blunder. Better was 37...a5, and
White’s answer would be 38.&.c6.

38.Q4.xg6+ 1-0

(225) Tartakover — Rubinstein
Semmering (5) 1926
Ruy Lopez [C68]
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1.e4 e5 2.)4f3 Hc6 3.8 b5 a6
4.8 xc6 dxcb 5.5)c3 £6 6.d3 c5
7.0e2 2.d68.)d2 HeT7 9.5)c4 0-
0 10.0-0 b5 11.)xd6 cxd6 12.f4
exf4 13.Q.xf4 d5 14.exd5 Wxds
15.5c3 Wd4+ 16.Hh1 Qb7
17. %e2 &Hd5 18.4d2 Hae8
19. %f2 He3d 20.Hxe3 Hxe3
21.Hael Hfe8 22.Hxe3 Hxe3
23.Hel Hxel+ 24.%xel &Hf7
25.%g3 Wd7 26.9g1 c4 27.dxc4
Wd4+ 28.%f2 Wxc4 29. b6 Wc6
30.%xc6 Q.xc631.H)e2 Q d532.a3
Peb6 33.9f2 Hes 34.83 g5 35.Fe3
£f5 36.h4 h6 37.hxg5 hxgs 38.b3
a539.b4 a4 40.c3 A f741.5)d4 f4+
42.gxf4 gxf4+ 43.Hd2 Hc4
44.0f3 Hfs 45.c2 AHd5
46.)d4+ Vg4 47.9d3 Qc4+
48.Ye4 Af1 49.D)e6 Qg2+
50.Hd4 Af1 51.Hesd Qg2+
52.%d4 Q.11 %-Y%

(226) Rubinstein — Spielmann
Semmering (6) 1926

Queen’s Gambit Declined [D30]
Notes by Kmoch.

1.c4c62.d4 d5 3.e3 HFf6 4.)f3 e6
5.5)bd2 g6

Compare the game against Kmoch from
the same tourney! Spielmann plays his
own defense against the White pawn
formation, but has no luck withal.
Lasker’s 5...c5! is considered the best
move at this point.

6.b3!

This is quieter, but more consequent
than the attacking line in the game cited
above.
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6...%a5 7.9e2 Qg7 8.0-0 0-0
9. %c2 H)bd7 10.4b2 Hd8 11.a3
He8

An indication that natural developing
moves are not available. Black is very
cramped. If 11...c5, 12.b4! would be
very strong, as 12...cxb4 13.axb4
%Wxb4? would be refuted by 14.c5!, and
loss of the queen by Efb1.

12.Hfc1 ¥c7 13.b4 H\b6 14.a4
Hxcd 15.xc4d dxcd 16. Y xc4!
Ad717.He5

[We follow the text as given by Kmoch.
Some other sources show another or-
der of moves: 17.b5 Hac8 18.9e5, etc.]

17...Hac8 18.b5 Nd619.%b3 Q.e8
20.Hc2 &Of5 21.bxcé6 bxcé
22.Hacl HYe7 23.Q4.f3 EHbS8 24. a2
A xes 25.dxe5 Hd5 26.Q.xd5

White has nothing better, as the knight
was too strongly placed. Thus
Spielmann has brought about bishops
of opposite colors, and thereby appar-
ently has attained well founded pros-
pects of maintaining the game. But
Rubinstein’s unusual and implacable
conduct of the attack renders this hope
abortive.

26...Hxd5 27.Q4.d4 a5 28.h3
Wab

[Perhaps 28...c5 gives Black more de-
fensive chances. According to
Levenfish, White should win the
endgame after 29.8Exc5 HExc5 30.Exc5
¥xad 31.%xa4 Axa4 32.Ha5 4b3
33.Bxa7 £d5. The plan is to transfer
the bishop to f6, then play f3 and e4
followed by &f2-Hg3-&f4, and finally

open the h-file by h3-h4-h5 for the
penetration of White’s rook.]

29.Hc4! h5 30.%a3! Hb7 31.e4
Hds

32.%c3

Careful play! After 32.%e3, which ap-
parently would be much stronger, Black
could get some freedom by 32...Hbl.

32...Ebd7 33.%e3 &h7 34.Q.c5!
Hd1+ 35.%h2 Excl

[On 35...%g7, White’s quickest way to
win is 36.%g5, followed by L.e3.]

36.4.£8! 1-0

(227) Nimzowitsch — Rubinstein
Semmering (7) 1926
Bird [A06]

Notes by Nimzowitsch (N), and by
Reinfeld (R), from Hypermodern
Chess.

1.4f3d5 2.b3¢c53.4b2 Ncb6 4.e3
0Hf6 5.4b5 4.d7 6.0-0 €6 7.d3
He78.223bd20-09.H xc6 Q.xc6

(R) Both players are well satisfied with
the exchange: Nimzowitsch because he
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gets control on €5. Rubinstein because
he gets his beloved bishop-pair.

10.9e5 Q.e8 11.f4 Nd7 12.)xd7

(N) Here the alternative 12.%g4 de-
serves examination: 12...&xe5 13.fxe5
Was! 14.82f2 ¥b4 15.e4 L.c6 (Black’s
best) 16.a3 ¥a5 17.exd5 Axd5
(17...exd5 is bad because of 18.e6 6
19.5f3, threatening Hh4 and £f5)
18.5f1 ¥c7! (but not 18...b5 19. a4!,
with paralysis of Black’s queenside)
19.8e3 b5 20.5xd5 exd5 21.e6 f6
22.8af1, and White has the initiative,
for example, 22...&h8 23.5f3, fol-
lowed by BEh3. According to this analy-
sis, 12.¥g4 gives good chances.

12...%'xd7 13.e4 f6 14.%f3 Qf7
15.a4 b6

(R) Black is probably better off with
15...d4, blocking the hostile bishop’s
diagonal and keeping the e-file closed.

16.Hael a6 17.f5 dxe4

(N) Here 17...exf5? is bad because of
18.exd5 Axd5? 19.8Bxe7!.

(R) Giving White a powerful postat e4
for his pieces. Black had better moves
in17...d4,or 17...e5, or 17...Efe8.

18. % xe4 €5 19.He3

(N) Instead, the following regrouping
of pieces for the attack was better:
19.€h4! b5 20.2e4 c4 21.bxc4 bxc4
22.He3, threatening 23.8h3.

19...b5 20.Eg3

(N) Threatening to win a piece by
21.%g4 g6 22.fxg6 ¥rxg4 23.gxf7+ and
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24.8xg4.
20...Hh8 21.,1f3

(N) Still 21.¥g4 g6 22.5e4 was appro-
priate.

21...bxa4?

(N) An error. Black should have played
21...4d6.

22.5)yxe5! YeS!

(N) If22...fxeS5 23.%xeS5 Af6 24.¥xf6!
gxf6 25. Axf6 .

23.¥yg4 Hg8 24.H\xf7+

(R) A pardonable slip in over-the-board
play. The bottled-up state of Black’s
king allows the following fine win sub-
sequently discovered by Kurt
Emmerich, complemented and im-
proved by Alfred Christensen: 24.
Hgb+! Axgb 25.fxgb h6 26.8h3 ¥f8
27.%g5!a3! 28.8xf6! Axf6 29.Bxf6 a2
30.8xf8 al(¥)+ 31.8f1, followed by
the inevitable Exh6.

24.. Y xf7 25. % xa4 &d5 26.%g4
Ad8 27.%g6! h6 28.Hel &d7
29.He6

(N) Simpler was 29.8e4, with control
over the whole board, but this move,
intending the rook sacrifice on f6,
should win even quicker.

29...c4! 30.bxc4?

(N) Intime trouble, White recoils from
the planned complicated, but winning,
combination: 30.Exf6! Lxf6 31.8xf6
gxf6 32.¥xh6+ Wh7 33.%xf6+ Hg7
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34.Hgb cxb3 35.cxb3 &g8! 36.Eh6
Bf7 37.%g5+ Bg7 38.%f4.

30...5b8 31.4.c3 Hbl+ 32.Hel
Ab6+?

(N) It is amazing that by this natural-
looking check Black misses his chance
for a draw: 32...Bxel+! 33.Axel Wa4!

33.9f1 Hxel+ 34.Q xel! Wa4

(N) 34..Be8 35.4b4!, and 35... &e7
is impossible.

35.Eh3! Ef8

(N) Or 35...Be8 36.Hxh6+ gxh6
37.%xh6+ &g8 38.%g6+ ¥h8 39.
Wxf6+ and 40.%xb6 wins.

36..c3 2.d8?

(N) The last mistake. There were still
some chances for a draw with
36...%xc2 37.8xh6+ gxh6 38.¥xh6+
g8 39.%g6+ Hh8 40.Axf6+ Hxf6
41.¥xf6+ g8 42.¥xb6 Wxd3+, and
White has technical difficulties in the
queen endgame.

37.82d2 ¥xc2 38.4.xh6 ¥b1+
39.&e2 Wc2+

E E &
/////”,
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40.Fe3N

(N) The point of the combination. Not
40.84d2+ &g8 41.Bh7 Ef7, threaten-
ing 42...Be7+.

40...2 b6+

(N) Or 40...%cl+ 41.Fe4! Hel+
42.He3! ¥h4+ 43.8d5! gxh6 44.Eh3,
and White wins.

41.Pe4! ¥ye2+ 42, He3!1 1-0

(228) Rubinstein — Alekhine
Semmering (8) 1926
Queen’s Indian [E16]

Notes by Alekhine from the Wiener
Schachzeitung, 9/1926, p. 134, and My
Best Games of Chess 1924-1937.

1.d4 &6 2.c4 €6 3.2)f3 b6 4.83
Ab7 5.982 Qb4+ 6.Hbd2 0-0
7.0-0d5 8.a3 . e7 9.b4 c5

Theonly possibility to keep the balance
in the center.

10.bxc5 bxc5 11.dxc5

Also after 11.8b1 ¥c8 12.%b3 Qa6!,
White has no advantage.

11...8.xc5 12.24b2 H)bd7 13.5)e5
Hxes 14. A xe5 Hg4!

This diversion is by no means so harm-
less as it looks. White loses the game
chiefly because he underestimates its
importance.

15.Q.c3 Eb8 16.Hb1?

183



The Life & Games of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years

Although this move cannot be consid-
ered a decisive mistake, it certainly fa-
cilitates the opponent’s plan. Unsatis-
factory would be also 16.h3 &Hxf2!
17.BExf2 &g5! 18.5f1 QAxf2+ 19.Hxf2
dxc4, etc., to Black’s advantage. But
by continuing 16.cxd5 &xd5 17.5e4,
with the subsequent dislodging of the
threatening knight, White could still
obtain an even game.

16...d4!1 17.8xb7?

Rubinstein does not foresee Black’s sur-
prising 18th move. The only possibility
here was 17.8b4 QAxg2 18.&xg2 Wc7,
reaching a position which would be in
Black’s favor, too, but hardly decisive.

17...Hxb7 18.4 xb7

w R
IM /’/
///{//

/

18...5x£2!

By this pseudo-sacrifice Black forces
the win of at least a pawn with an over-
whelming position.

19. G «f2

The other moves were no better, to say
the least. For instance: 19.5xf2? dxc3,
or 19.%al dxc3 20.2b3 Hg4+ 21.Hxc5
¥d4+, or 19.8a5 £Hxd1 20. Axd8 d3+
21.e3 Hxe3!, with an easy win for
Black in all cases.
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19...dxc3+ 20.e3 cxd2 21.Fe2
Whbs 22.4f3 Hd8 23.%b1 Wd6
24.24 15 25.58d1 Qb4 26.%c2 ¥c5
27.9f2 a5 28.8.e2 g5 29.04.d3 f4!
0-1 (Time)

(229) Gilg — Rubinstein
Semmering (9) 1926
Semi-Slav [D46]

1.d4d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 c6 4.3 H)f6
5.f3 Hbd7 6.02.d3 a6 7.cxd5
exd5 8.0-0 2.d6 9.%c20-0 10.e4
dxe4 11.5)xe4 Hyxe4 12.Q xe4 h6
13.Bel &6 14. 4.5 £d5 15.2.d2
Wf616.Q xc8 Haxc817.Ee2 3 b8
18.Hael Qa7 19.He5 Hcd8
20.%b3 Hd7 21.Hle4 WdS8
22.85h4f523.%d3 He7 24. b3+
&Hds 25.%d3 Hdf7 26.82h5 Wd7
27.Hel Wd6 28.5\e5 Ef6 29.N)\c4
¥d8 30.He5 We8 31.%Yh3 He6
32.8Hxf5 HExf5 33.&xf5 Q. xd4
34..0)f3 Hxel+ 35.Q.xel § xb2
36.%b1 We2 37.h3 H)f4? 38.¥f5
He6 39.0d2 b5 40. % g6 Hf8
41.89b4+ c5 42.Qxc5+ Hxcs5
43. %15+ Hg8 44.Yxc5 Wc4
45. % xc4 bxc4d 46.Hf1 &Hf7
47.Fe2 Yeb 48.5)el A.d449.H)c2
Ac5 50.f3 Ye5 51.Hd2 Hf4
52.&e2 h5 53.Del h4 54.5c2
Les5 55.&d2 &d5 56.He2 g6
57.5d2 a5 58.Fe2 Af8 59.%Hd2
Ah6+ 60.Fe2 Hf461.Hd1 %-Y

(230) Rubinstein — Rosselli del Turco
Semmering (10) 1926
Nimzo-Indian [E44]

1.d4 &6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 A b4 4.e3
0-0 5.5ge2 b6 6.a3 HQ xc3+
7.2xc3 Qb7 8.£3d59.Q8.e2 Hbd7
10.0-0 ¢5 11.dxc5 bxc5 12.cxd5
exd5 13.b4 We7 14.bxc5 Wxc5
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15.54b5 Hes5 16. ¥d4 YWxd4
17.9xd4 Hc4s 18.Hf2 Hfc8
19.2d1 HHe8 20.0)f5 Hf8 21.a4 f6
22.e4! g6 23.Q.xc4 gxf5 24.8 xd5
Hc2+ 25.983 A.xd526.exd5 Hd6
27.9a3 &e7 28.Hel+ &Hd7
29.He6 EHg8+ 30.%f4 £c4 31.He7+
&d8 32.8xa7 £yxa3 33.Ha8+ Hc8
34. Exc8+ Hxc8 35.Hxa3 Hxg2
36.xf5 Hxh2 37.a5 &b7 38.a6+
&a7 39.8d3 1-0

(231) Treybal — Rubinstein
Semmering (11) 1926
Giuoco Piano [C50]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 &) c6 3.Q.c4 A.c5
4.d3 &6 5.5)c3 d6 6.Q.e3 Qb6
7.84b3 He7 8.80.xb6 axb6 9.d4
exd4 10.¥%xd4 0-0 11.0-0 Hgé
12.Hfel Has5 13.Hadl e7
14.50d5 &Hxd5 15.exd5 Wf6
16.He3 2.d717.c3 ¥xd4 18.Hxd4
He8 19.Exe8+ Q xe8 20.5)d2 Hf8
21.)c4 Ha8 22.f4 He7 23.He3
Ad7 24.9f2 b5 25.a3 &f5
26.) xf5 Q.x£527.0.d1 He7 28.g4
Ad7 29.He4+ Hf8 30.h3 c6
31.dxc6 bxc6 32.He3 f5 33.Hd3
&e7 34.He3+ &Hf8 35.5Hd3 Fe7
36.He3+ Hf8 %-Ys

(232) Rubinstein — Davidson
Semmering (12) 1926
Queen’s Pawn[A47]

1.d4 &f6 2.50f3 e6 3.e3 fQe7
4.24d3 d6 5.b3 0-0 6.4.b2 b6
7.55bd2 4 b7 8.0-0 »bd7 9. % e2
He8 10.e4 Q18 11.Hadl &e7
12.5el e5 13.d5 g6 14.c4 Qg7
15.83 £)c5 16.Q.c2a5 17.5)g2 H.c8
18.Hdel Qh3 19.f4 exf4 20.gxf4
Qg4 21.%1f2 Ad7 22.0c1 Hh5
23.e5dxe5 24.fxe5 Q. xe5 25.Exe5

Wxe5 26.Wxf7+ Hh8 27.5f3
Wg7 28.)g5 Hf8 29.Q b2 Hxf7
30.3xf7+ &Hg8 31.Q.xg7 Hxg7
32.85 Nf6 33.a3 He8 34.b4
axb4 35.axb4 Ha6 36.Hb1 He2
37.4d3 Hd2 38.5f4 &h6
39.f7+ &Hg7 40.He5 H.c8
41.5He6+ Q. xe6 42.dxe6 Hf8 43.c5
Hb8 44.08.c4 Hd4 45.cxb6 cxb6
46.Ha1 He4 47. Ha8 Hxes
48.Hxb8+ &e7 49.82xb6 Hd5
50.82b5 ¥xe6 51.Hxd5 Hxds5 52.
Df2EHd653.4.xd5 Hxd5 54.9f3
Dc4 55.Hf4 Hxbs 56.H85 Hc5
57.Hh6 6 58.Hxh7 g5 59.886
g4 60.9g5 Le7 61.YHxg4 1-Y:

(233) Yates — Rubinstein
Semmering (13) 1926
Alekhine [B02]

ECO (note 28) wrongly shows this
game as Vidmar-Rubinstein.

1.e4 HHf6 2.)c3 d5 3.e5 Hfd7 4.f4
e6 5.0)f3 ¢c5 6.24.b5 a6 7.4 xd7+
N xd7 8.0-0 £Hc6 9.d3 g6 10.Wel
Wc7 11.8d1 0-0-0 12.c3 He7
13.8.e3 b8 14.%f2 d4!

After this well-calculated blow Black
seizes the initiative and very soon ob-
tains a considerable advantage.

15.cxd4 H)b4 16.%d2 H.c6!17.a3
A xf3 18.axb4 cxd4 19.8Hxf3 dxe3
20.9)xe3 Wb6 21.Hh1 Wxb4
22.%e2 Hd4! 23.Hafl &bs
24.5Hd1 EHhd8 25.H\c3 Wd7
26.2d1 h5 27.%c2 Wc6 28.%b1
Hb4 29.%c2 H8d4 30.%d2 &b6
31. Hb1 Eb3 32.%c2 a5 33.Hff1
Hdb4 34.)d1 ¥c5! 35. d2 ¥d4
36.5)c3 Q.c537.%c2 Qb6 38.¥d2
h4 39.h3 We3 40.Wc2 Qd4
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41.Hfcl ®a7! 42. Hal EHxb2
43.%d1 Q. xc3?

Black can win immediately by
43..Bxg2! 44.Hxg2 Wg3+, and mate
next move.

44.Hxc3 ¥b6 45.¥g1 Wxgl+

45...Eb1! decides the game more
quickly.

46.xg1 Hb6 47.Eck B2 48.65
gxf5

Simpler is 48...Exc4 49.dxc4 gxf5, etc.

49.Hc8 Hbb2 50.5Hg8 a4? 51.Hxa4
Hd1+52.%h2

/{///{/

/ / /
/// //

/// m “x
////
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Rubinstein probably overlooked that
there is no mate after 52...Ebb1, be-
cause of 53.Exh4. Now he must win
the game for a second time, which he
does with remarkable precision in the
following rook endgame.

52...Hf1!!1 53.5h8

If 53.8Bxh4, then 53...f4! (threatening
54...Ebbl) 54.Egg4 Bb4! (zug-
zwang!) 55.d4 Exd4, etc.

53...Hff2 54.E8xh4 Hxg2+
55.&h1 BEh2+ 56.&g1 Hbg2+
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57.&%f1 Hd2 58.Hab4+ Fc7
59.%g1 Hhe2 60.Hb1 Hxd3
61.2hb4 Hd7! 62.Bxb7+ &d8
63.27b5 de7 64.Has5 Hdd2
65.Ha7+ &f8 66.Hf1 Hh2
67.9g1 Hdg2+ 68.Hf1 Ha2
69.%g1 HEhb2 70.Hxb2 Hxb2
71.Ha3 &g7 72.Hg3+ &h6
73.%f1 Hb5 74.He3 &g5 75.Hg3+
&f4 76.Hg7 Hb7 77.h4 &Hxe5
78.%g2 Hf6 79.Hg8 Hb2+
80.%h3 Hb3+ 81.%Hh2 f4 82.Hg4
e5 83.Hg5 Hg3 84.2h5 Hg8 0-1

(234) Vajda — Rubinstein
Semmering (14) 1926
Semi-Slav [D48]

1.d4d5 2.c4 €6 3.5\c3 c6 4.3 Y6
5.0f3 Hbd7 6.2.d3 a6 7.0-0 dxc4
8.Q.xc4 b5 9.9d3 c5 10.a4 b4
11.5e4 Qb7 12.9Hed2 Qe7
13.%e2 0-0 14.a5! &c7 15.Hd1
Hfd8 16.H)c4 He4 17. H.d2 Hxd2
18.HExd2 cxd4 19.exd4 ¥f4
20.%e3 Wxe3 21.fxe3 Hac8
22.82f2 Hc7 23.h3 &Hc5 24.dxc5
Hxd3 25. Hfe5 Hd5 26.Hxf7
EHdxcs5 27.b3 Af6 28.Hxc7 Hxc7
29.Hd1 h5 30.0d7 Q.e7 31.Hd4
Ac6 32.0db6 Qe8 33.%f1 h4
34.e4 Hh7 35.e5 Qg6 36.Hd7
Hxd7 37.5xd7 Q.c238.5)d2 g6
39.&e2 Hf5 40.5b8 A d8??

A blunder. Now Black loses a piece. In-
stead, after 40...&xe5 41.5Hxab d4!, or
41.0c6+ 2f6 42.0b8 L.d8, he has a con-
siderable, perhaps decisive, advantage.

41.5c6 Q. xa5 42.H0d4+ Hxes
43.5)xc2 Yf4 44.50f3 g5 45.5)fd4
Ab6 46.8Hd3 g4 47.hxgs Hxg4s
48.5yxe6 h3 49. gxh3+ &xh3
50.0\f4+ &gs 51.56d5 Agl
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52.5)dxb4 Hf553.5 xab6 Heb 54.
Fc4 Hd755.8Hd5 A£256.b4 Qb6
57.b5 Qa5 58.5e3 QA b6 59.5\c4
Na7 60.He5+ Hc8 61.Fc6 Ad4
62.5d7 Q£2 63.5Hac5 1-0

(235) Rubinstein — Janowsky
Semmering (15) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D28]

1.d4 d5 2.)f3 Hf6 3.c4 dxc4 4.3
€65.Q.xc4c5 6.0-0 Hc6 7. We2 a6
8.)c3 Wc7 9.82d1 Q.e7 10.dxc5
Axc5 11.a3 e5 12.)085 Qg4
13.5)d5 ¥ c814.f3 Q h5 15.5)xf6+
gxf6 16.3xf7 Q. xf7 17.Q.xf7+
Sxf7 18. % c4 Web 19. W xc5 Had8
20.4d2 Hd3 21.4a5 Wb3 22.
Exd3 ¥xd3 23.Q.c3 Hd8 24.Hel
He7 25.f4 exf4 26.exf4 Hd5
27.h3 Hg8 28.EHf1?? Hxg2+
29.&Hxg2 He3d+ 30. g3 Hxf1+
31.91f2 Hg3 32.%e3 Hhil+
33.9f3 Wfl+ 34.9g4 Hf2+ 35.
&h4 HHd3 36.9g3 Hcl 37.£5
He2+ 38. Hh2 H)f439.Hg3 Hhs5+
40.9g4 HHg7 41. %13 h5+ 42.9f4
Wxf3+ 43.Yxf3 Hyxf5 44.Hf4
Deb6 45.a4 He7 46.Fed Hds
47.2.d2 H)b6 48.b3 H)d7 49.Q.e3
f5+ 50.Hd4 HH)f6 51.8.f4 Hes
52.h4 b6 53.b4 HHf6 54.b5 a5
55.8.e3 Hd7 56.%c4 Le557.4.81
Fe4 58.0412f459.081 3 60.Hc3
&ds5 61.Hd3 HDc5 62.He3 Hxad
63.Hxf3 Hcs5 64.0.e3 a4 65.Q.c1
4 66.9b2 Hxbs5 67.4h8 &Hc4d
68.Hf4 a3 69.9g5 Hed+ 70.
&xh5 Hc3 0-1

The Swiss master Walter Michel, some-
times confused with the German IM
Paul (Pablo) Michel and occasionally
with the British master R.P. Michell, is
best known for defeating Alekhine in a

tournament game at Bern 1925 when
the latter overpressed. He represented
Switzerland at four chess Olympiads.

(236) W.Michel — Rubinstein
Semmering (16) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D28]

Notes by Heinrich Wolf from the Wiener
Schachzeitung, 16-17/1926, p. 262.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.9)c3 dxc4 4.e3

Deserving of attention, in this move
orderoften used by Rubinstein, is 4.e4.

4..4f6 5.Q xc4 c5 6.)f3 a6 7.0-
0 b5 8.Q4d3 A4b7 9.%e2 HHbd7
10.5d1 b6 11.a4!

The right plan, which ensures the c4-
square for White’s queen knight.

11...b4 12.a5?!

A double-edged continuation. Perhaps
the immediate 12.5b1, followed by
&Hbd2 and 24, is better.

12...%c7 13.54b1 Qe7 14.9Hbd2
0-0 15.5c4 Hfd8 16.4d2 Hed
17.Hfe5 HHxe5 18.dxe5 Hxd2
19.Exd2 Q.c6!

After many exchanges Black remains
with two bishops and a pawn majority
on the queenside. White’s play is re-
stricted by the necessity of taking care of
the a5-pawn. Now Rubinstein initiates a
deeply conceived counteroffensive.

20.)b6 Ha7 21.f4 0. e822.Had1 g6!

The defense of the a6-pawn by
22...%b7 is impossible because of
23.Qxh7+, followed by 24.Exd8.
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23.Q.c4

If 23.8xa6, then 23..Hxd2 24.8xd2
c4!, as later happens in the game.

23...Hxd2 24.Hxd2 &g7 25.b3 h5
26.Q.xa6?

Instead of taking the pawn, White
should try to consolidate his position
by h2-h3 and &h2.
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26...c4!!

The beginning of a charming combi-
nation.

27. ¥ xc4

White has nothing better.

27...%c5!

The point. White cannot exchange
queens because of the double threat
against a6 and e3, and thereby Black

wins the aS-pawn with tempo.

28.Hf2 Wxa5 29..)c8 L h4+!
30.g3 Hxa6 31.5)d6

31.gxh4 Hc6 wins.

31...Hxd6n
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This exchange sacrifice crowns the
combination. Black will not have two
minor pieces for a rook, because one
of the bishops must be given for
White’s passed pawn. What Rubin-
stein has in mind with this sacrifice is
the following hidden mating attack,
which decided the game.

32.exd6 Qb5 33.%c7 Hall
34.gxh4 ¥f1+ 35.%g3 Wel+
36.Hf2 Wgl+ 37.Hf3 Whi+
38.Hg2

If 38.&g3, then 38...2.c6 wins.

38...%d1+ 39.%g3 Yg4+ 40.Hf2
Ye2+ 0-1

(237) Rubinstein — Griinfeld
Semmering (17) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D28]

Notes by Heinrich Wolf (W) from the
Wiener Schachzeitung, 16-17/1926, p.
259, and Kmoch (K).

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.)f3 dxc4 4.e3
Of6 5.Q.xc4 ¢5 6.0-0 a6 7.%e2
£c6 8.5)¢c3 Qe7?

(W) This loses an important tempo.
Correct is 8...b5 9.2b3 4b7, etc.

9.dxc5 Q.xc510.a3! 4.d611.b40-
0 12.9b2 We7 13.Hadl b5
14.8d3 Qb7 15.9)e4! Hxe4
16.Q.xe4

(K) Now on the one hand 17.&xh7+
&xh7 18.%d3+ and 19. ¥xd6 is threat-
ened, and on the other, 17.%c2 5
18.4xc6 Bac8 19.5d4!, as for ex-
ample, 17...Bac8 18.Axh7+ &h8
19.%b1, and Black cannot play 19...g6,
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or finally 17...Bfc8 18.2xh7+ &f8
19.%b1 g6 20.8xg6 fxgb 21.%xg6,
with a decisive attack. If Black plays
16...h6 or 16...g6 there would follow
17.%d3 BEfd8 18.%c3, with a decisive
advantage for White. The following
move, which weakens the black king
position, is therefore practically forced.

16...f5 17.4.b1 e5 18.e4! Hd4

(W) 18...f4 was better.

(K) White would have obtained an
equally overwhelming position after
18...f4 by 19.4.a2+ and 20.8d5.

19.5)xd4 exd4 20.Q xd4 fxe4?

(K) Black had to play 20...4xe4, meet-
ing 21.f3 with A.c6!, and 21.2.xe4 with
fxe4! 22.¥g4 Had8. In each case Black
would have a very difficult, but perhaps
aplayable, game. After the text, a pawn
goes.

21.Hfel Hae8 22.%g4! Qb8
23.Q.a2+

(W) This check was also decisive after
22...2a8 or 22...Bf4.

23...Hh8 24.Qxg7+ Wxg7
25. ¥ xg7+ Hxg7 26.2d7+ Hh8
27.Hxb7 Q.e5 28.4f7! 2Hd8 29.g3
Hd4 30.&g2 Hc8 31.He2 Hc7
32.Hb8+ &g7 33.Qa2 Af6
34.Hg8+ ®h6 35.24b1 He7 36.h4
A.g7 37.Hh3 He6 38.EHa8 Q6
39.8a7!

(K) Now White threatens 40.f3!.

39...2.87

R
gg//é/l
/ / »

w

ﬁ’/ %7 %7 }/ﬁ/
Q7 7 7

40. 0. xe4!
(K) A beautiful and astonishing finale.

40...Hdxe4 41.Hxe4 Hxe4
42.Hxa6+ Hhs 43.f3! 1-0

Dresden, April 4-14, 1926

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 910 T
1 Nimzowitsch x % 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8%
2 Alekhine “ x 1 1 % % % 1 1 1 7
3  Rubinstein 0 0 x % 1 1 1 1 1 1 6%
4 Tartakower 0 0 % x % 1 % % 1 1 5
5 vonHolzhausem 0 %» 0 % x 0 1 1 0 1 4
6 Johmer 0o % 0 0 1 x 0 1 0 1 3
7  Yates 0 % 0 %» 0 1 x 0 1 0 3
8 Samisch 0 0 0 % 0 0 1 x % 1 3
9 Blimich o 0 0 0 1 1 o0 % x 0 2%
10 Steiner O 0 0 0 0 O0 1 0 1 x 2
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This ten-player round-robin, held to
commemorate the 50th year jubilee of
the Dresden Chess Club, saw
Rubinstein lose to his two chief rivals,
Nimzowitsch and Alekhine, and deci-
mate the rest of the field. This was one
of Nimzowitsch’s greatest triumphs.

(238) Yates — Rubinstein
Dresden (1) 1926
Alekhine [B02]

l.e4 QN6 2.e5 Hd5 3.Q.c4 Hb6
4.9b3 c5 5.%e2 Hc6 6.55f3 d5
7.exd6 e6 8.)c3 H.xd6 9.Hed
fQe7 10.d3 &Hd5 11.0-0 0-0
12.2d2b6 13.Hadl Qb7 14.Hfel
¥d7 15.0.¢c1 Had8 16.H)g3 Hfe8
17.%e4?! Hf6 18.¥Wh4 Hd4
19.9He5 ¥c7 20.Hh5 &Hxhs
21.%xh5 §d6 22.5g4 Hxb3
23.axb3 f5! 24.5e3 ¥Wc6 25.&h3
b5! 26.5)f1 e5 27.Q.85 Hd7 28.f4
Hf7 29.%g3 He6 30.%f2 Hgb
31.5Yd2 exf4 32.9)f3 h6 33.h4
hxg5 34.hxg5 ¥d7 35.82d2 Q.xf3
36.%xf3 Hxg5 37.Hde2 &b7
38.He8+ AQAf8 39.%Yh3 KHg3
40.%h2 g6 41.9f2 HEh7 42.%g1
wds 0-1

(239) Rubinstein — von Holzhausen
Dresden (2) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D06]

1.d4 d5 2.2)f3 ¢5 3.c4 cxd4 4.cxd5
Wxd55.9¢c3 Ya5 6.)\xd4 a6 7.g3
e5 8.)\b3 ¥b4 9.4.g2 Hf6 10.a3
Wb6 11.Q8e3 Wc7 12.Da4 Hcb
13.5)b6 Eb8 14.Hcl Hg4 15.0d5
wd7 16.4b6 Q.d6 17.0-0 0-0
18.%d2 We6 19.Hfd1 e4 20.H)c5
HA.xc5 21. 9. xc5 Wfs5
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On the alternative 21...5d8 22. He7+
Wxc7 23.4xe7 Bxd2 24. Exd2, White
also wins an exchange.

22.f3 e3 23.H)xe3 HHyxe3 24. ¥y xe3
Neb6 25.Q xf8 Exf8 26.¥Wb6 We5
27.e4 5 28.f4 Wb8 29.e5 1-0

(240) Sdmisch — Rubinstein
Dresden (3) 1926
Queen’s Pawn [D02]

Notes by Wiarda from Der Jubi-
laumsschachkongress zu Dresden.

1.d4 d5 2.5Yf3 e6 3.Q.f4 c5 4.e3
£\c6 5.c3 HHf6 6.8.d3 ¥b6 7. % c1
Ad7 8..nbd2 Hc8 9.%b1 Qe7
10.h3 0-0 11.He5 HfdS 12.9h2
Ae8 13.0-0 g6 14.Hh1 Hd7
15.5)xd7?!

Better is 15.2ef3.

15...Hxd7 16.9)f3 Hdd8 17.Hel
a6 18.%cl1 &g7 19.%d2 Wa7
20.%e2 cxd4 21l.exd4 D6
22.4f4 Hd7 23. He5 HdAdS
24.5)xc6 Hxc6 25.¥4d2f6 26.He2
Af7 27.Hael Hd7 28.g4?! WdS8
28.083 A f829.f3 Qe731.Eh2b5
32.a3 Hb7 33.h4 A.d6 34.9xd6
¥xd6 35.f4 Hc8!

A very good move, which will serve
well for both attack and defense.

36.h5 gxh5 37.Hgl Hh8 38.f5
Eg8 39. Who6 exf5 40. A xf5?

Here 40.gxf5 was better, because after
the text move Black obtains strong
pressure on the g-file. After 40.gxf5
Hxgl+ 41.%xgl, Black cannot play
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Dresden 1926: seated L-R, Nimzowitsch, Alekhine, Otto Kriiger, v. Holzhausen,
Johner; standing L-R: Rubinstein, Sdmisch, Tartakower, Dr. Christof Jobst
(tournament director ), Bliimich, Steiner and Yates.

41...%g3+ because of 42.5g2, and
White wins.

40...0.86 41. Q. xg6 Hxg6 42. % xh5
Ebg7 43.%/f5 Hg5 44.8d3 &d7
45.Hel Hxg4 45.%f1 &f7 46.2h6
H785! 48.%h3 &g8

//

%

AA
7 /

?

@E//

/ﬁ / / _
7

49.E8xf6

This loses immediately. The best de-
fense against the threat of 49..Hgl+
50.Bxgl Exgl+ 51.&h2 Hel! was
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49.%f1, but after 49...%g6! 50.Eh2
BEh5 51.%f2 ¥g5 (threatening
52...Hxh2+ and 53...5h4), Black has a
decisive advantage.

49...Hg3 50.%%h2 Hg2 51.%h3
E5g3 52.¥xg2

Otherwise mate follows in a few moves.

52...Hxg2 53.Hf8 ¥xf8 54.%Hxg2
¥f4 55.He2 h5 0-1

(241) Rubinstein — Bliimich
Dresden (4) 1926
King’s Indian [E62]

1.d4 HHf6 2.0)f3 g6 3.c4 Q.87 4.83
0-0 5.08.g2 d6 6.)c3 Hc6 7.d5
H)b8 8.5)d4 e5 9.dxeb6 fxeb6 10.0-
0 e5 11. &)c2 £Hc6 12.h3 Heb
13.5d5 ¥ d7 14. ¥h2h6 15. Q€3
&h7 16.b3 Hf7 17. ¥d2 Af5
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18.Y)xf6+ Hxf6 19.H)b4! Hf7
20.)xc6 bxc6 21.%a5a6 22. Hadl
fNe6 23.Hd2 We8 24.Hfd1 H.c8
25.%a4 A b726.Q.e4 ¥d7 27.0.82
Haf828.%g1 ¥e8 29.¢b4 ¥a8 30.
Wa4c531.4.d5 A xd532.cxd5 Eb8
33.%e4 a5 34.Hc2 Hff8 35.Hc4
Eb6 36.84 Af6 37.9g2 Ag5
38.Q.xg5 hxg5 39.e3 ¥d8 40.%g3
&g7 41.2h1 Hb4 42.Hb1 Wf6
43.8f1 Hh844.%g2 Hhb8 45.&g3
Eh8 46.f3 Ehb8 47. Hf2 &e7
48.9g2 We8 49.%c2 W f750. Hxb4
axb4 51.¥c4 Ha8 52.%g3 He8
53.%e4 ¥d7 54.2h2 &bs 55.5f2
Wa6 56.h4! gxh4+ 57.Hxh4 Eh8+
58.%g3 ¥c8 59.f4 ¥d8 60.g5 Eh5
61. %13

This was the sealed move. Rubinstein
suggested 61.Bh2 as an improvement.
However, in the tournament book
Bliimich gave 61...Hxh2 62.&xh2 ¥a8
63.fxe5 Wxa2+ 64.%h3 W2, drawing.

61...%c8 62.5h2 HExh2 63.%xh2
Wa8?

This loses. Correct was 63...%f5, with
equality — Bliimich.

64.fxe5 Wxa2+ 65.Hh3! dxes 66.
W6+ Hh7 67.We7+ g8
68.%d8+ g7 69.Yxc7+ Hgs
70.%d8+ Hh7 71.We7+ &g8
72.%e6+ h7 73. ¥f7+ Hh8
74.%f8+ Hh7 75.%Wh6+ Hgs
70. ¥ xg6+ HIf8 77. 446+ g8 78.
g6 Wa7 79.d6 c4 80.%yd8+ 1-0

The following game is number 67 in
The 100 Best Chess Games of the 20th
Century, Ranked, by Andrew Soltis.

(242) Nimzowitsch — Rubinstein
Dresden (5) 1926
English [A34]
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This won the prize for the best-played
game of the tournament. Notes by
Nimzowitsch from the tournament
book.

1.c4 c5 2.3 06 3.5)c3 d5
Rubinstein plays this variation fre-
quently, compare the games Réti-
Rubinstein, Baden-Baden 1925, and
Zubarev-Rubinstein, Moscow 1925.
[See games 174 and 201.]

4.cxdS Hxds 5.e4

One of my novelties.

5..)b4

5...8xc3 6.bxc3 gb looks more solid.
6.Q.c4e6

In case of 6...5d3+, White planned
7.%e2!. [Today this variation is one of
the main theoretical lines.]

7.0-0 £8c6

Perhaps 7...94c6"? is preferable.

8.d3 H)d4 9.5yxd4 cxd4 10.H)e2 a6
Forced. White keeps the extra pawn
after 10...8e7? 11.4b5+ QAd7

(11...¢c6 12.%a4) 12.Hxd4 Af6 13.
wa4.

11.5g3 4d6

If 11...Ae7, then 12.%g4 0-0 13.8h6
Af614.8xg7! Axg7 15.0h5.

12.f4 0-0 13.%f3
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The consequences of 13.e5 A.c7! are not
favorable for White, e.g., 14. g4 &h8
15.5h5 Hg8 16.8f3 f5! 17. exf6 gxf6
18.%Yh4 Hg6 19.8h3 ¥e7, followed by
...&.d7 and ...Bag8, while the plan initi-
ated by the text builds more pressure.

13..Hh814.8.d2f515.EHael Hcb
16.He2 &c7

Better was 16...2d7.

17.exf5 exf5 18.Ah1!

The beginning of an interesting knight
maneuver. The knight will be transferred
via 2 to h3. It should be noticed that this
time consuming maneuver doesnot give
up the e-file and therefore it was impor-
tant, at this very moment, to foresee
22.%d5 (see next note).

18...0.d7 19.5)f2 Hae8 20.Hfel
Exe2 21.Hxe2 &)d8

If21...Be8, then 22.¥d5!, for example,
22...2e7 23.%f7, and White keeps the
situation well in hand.

22.5Hh3 Q.c6

Here, against 22...He8, White has the
piquant reply 23.%h5! Exe2 24. &£g5!
h6 25.%g6 hxg5 26.%h5mate.

23.%h5 g6 24.%Yh4 &g7 25. ¥ 12!
Acs5

White meets 25...%b6 with 26.b4!,
threatening 27. f.c3.

26.b4 A b6 27.¢h4!

Weaker was 27.%el?! Qe4 28.%hl
Wcb! 29.4b3 AdS, after which Black
consolidates his position.

27...He8

White wins immediately after 27...8f6?
28.5g5 h6 29.2h7!

28.He5 & f7
1£28...h6 29.g4!, with a decisive attack,

e.g., 29..fxg4 30.f5! ¥xe5 31. {6+ Wxf6
32.%h6 mate.

29.Q.xf7 Wxf7 30.Hg5 Wg8
31.Exe8 Q. xe8 32.Wel

Black is lost because he cannot put up
resistance against the mating attack.

32...8.c6

White wins after 32...&h6 33.9e6!, or
32...9f8 33.%e5 Ad8 34.Heb6+ He7
35.%c5+!! Bd7 36.0f8+.

33.%e7+ Hh8

//' /ﬁ///
i///Q;%//

34.b5! ¥g7

Black gives up a piece, which is equiva-
lent to resignation. In case 0of 34...axb5,
White planned the following elegant
win: 35.8e6! h5 36.%f6+ &h7
37.5g5+ ¥h6 38.4b4, and mate in a
few moves (38...h4 39.4f8+ ¥h5
40.5f7 g5 41.h3, etc.).

35. ¥ xg7+ Hxg7 36.bxc6 bxcb
37.)f3 c5 38.e5 QAc7 39.9)c4
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Hf7 40.g3 Q.d8 41.0.a5 Qe7
42.08.c7 Heb6 43.0b6 h6 44.h4 g5
45.h5 g4 46.Q.e5 1-0

(243) Rubinstein — Alekhine

Dresden (6) 1926

Queen’s Pawn [A47]

Notes by Alekhine from the Deutsche
Schachzeitung, 1926.

1.d4 HH)f6 2.56f3 €6 3.4 f4 b6 4.h3
Ab75.55bd2 §.d6! 6.8.xd6 cxd6
7.3 0-0 8.Q.e2 d5 9.0-0 &©)c6
10.c3 HHe4 11.H)xed dxe4 12.5Hd2
f5 13.f4 g5 14.5)c4 d5 15.5e5
Hyxes5 16.dxe5 Hh8 17.a4?

The decisive mistake! Correct is 17.g3
Hg8 18.%h2.

17...Hg8 18.%d2 gxf4 19.Hxf4

If 19.exf4 ¥h4!, threatening 20... ¥xh3
and 20...Bxg2+!

19...¥g5 20.A.f1 &g3 21.&h1
Wg7 22.%d4 a6 23.5f2 ¥g3!
24.Hc2 Q. xf125.5xf1 Hac8 26.b3
Hc7 27.He2 Hcg7 28.Hf4 Ec7
29.Hc2 Hcg7 30.2e2 (D)

30...Hg6! 31.Wb4 Hh6 32.h4
Weg7!

Stronger than 32...Exh4+ 33.Exh4
¥xh4+34.&gl.

%
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33.c4

Black wins after 33.€d6, 33...Eg6
34.84f2 f4! 35.exf4 e3.

33...Hg6 34.%d2 Hg3!
Threatening 35...Bh3+ 36.&g1 ¥g3, etc.
35.%el Hxg2 0-1

(244) Tartakover — Rubinstein
Dresden (7) 1926
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

1.f3 H)Hf6 2.b3 e6 3.4b2 Qe7
4.e3 b6 5.d4 Qb7 6.4d3 d6
7.2 bd2 H)bd7 8.e4 0-0 9.c4 c5
10.d5 e5 11.0-0 He8 12.5)el H)f8
13.f4 exf4 14.8xf4 Hgo 15.5Hf2
Hd7 16.)c2 Hdes5 17.0)f3 Af6
18.H)e3 QA.c8 19.5HHyxe5 &Hxes
20.%e2 A h4 21.g3 Qg5 22. 9 xe5
A xe3 23. Y xe3 Hxe5 24.Wf4 e7
25.Haf1 Q. xh326.Hb1 4d727.h4
Ae8 28.Hel £6 29.g4 h6 30.h5
Ad7 31.Hg2 He8 32.Hf1 Hg5
33.%h2 He5 34.%%d2 Hb8 35.a4
a6 36.%gl Wds 37.Hal Wc7
38.%h2 Hbe8 39.¥%f4 ¥b7
40.%h1 HS8e7 41.EHb2 a5 42.Hf1
QA.c8 43.Hg2 He8 44.H9h2 We7
45.81f2 Hg5 46.Hg3 A.d747.9g1
Hes5 48.%h2 Hf8 49. Hgg2 Qe8
50.%yd2 4f751.&g1 ¥h852.Hf5
Ag8 53.Hgf2 He8 54.Wf4 Wd8
55.Hxe5 Hxe5 56.&%g2 Qh7
57.5f3 We7 58.He2 &g8 59.2h2
&Hf7 60.He2 Hg5 61.Eh2 ¥e5
62.%xe5 Hxe5 63.Hf4 g6
64.hxgb6+ Hxgb 65.Q0e2 Hg7
66.2.f3 A.g6 67.2h1 %-%

(245) P. Johner — Rubinstein
Dresden (8) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D21]
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1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.)f3 dxc4 4.e4 c5
5.8 xc4 cxd4 6.5)xd4a67.Q.e3 Hf6
8..4d2 b5 9.4b3 4b7 10.£3 Q.d6
11.a4 Qe5 12.5f1 £Hc6 13.L)xc6
Wxd1+14. Qxd1 Q.xc615.Ec1 Qd7
16.b3 0-017.5)g3 bxa4 18.bxa4 Efb8
19.0-0 a5 20.5f2 Hb4 21.Hd2 Qe8
22.)e2 Q xa4 23.f4 Q xd1 24.fxe5
A xe2 25. exf6 Qb5 26.Hcd1l hé6!
27.0.d4 gx£628.Q xf6 Eixe4 29.h4h5
30.Hcl1 Hf4 31.Q.e5 Bf5 32.Hc5
Nc6?

Correct is 32...8.c4!, and Black wins
after 33.Hxa5 Bf1+ 34.®h2 Hxa5s.

33.H2d3?

According to Palitsch in the tournament
book, White missed drawing with
33.Hxa5. In our opinion, even in this case
after 33...Ef1+! (not 33... Exa5? 34.2d8+
@h7 35.85h8+ &gb 36.Eg8+ and per-
petual check) 34. @&xf1 Bxa5 35.8d8+
&®h7 36.Eh8+ &gb 37.Hg8+ &f5
38.Bg5+ Ye4 39.4f6 Ab5+, Black re-
tains some winning chances, for example,
40.9f2 Ba2+ 41.%g3 Qe2.

. J"' _‘ﬁb‘f‘

igtis

The last round at Dresden 1926.

33...Q.e4! 34.Hxas5?
Now this is the decisive mistake.

34.. . Hf1+! 35.&h2 Hxa$s
36.2d8+ ®h7 37.Eh8+ Hgb6
38.Hg8+ Hh6! 0-1

(246) Rubinstein — L. Steiner
Dresden (9) 1926
King’s Indian [E91]

1.3 g6 2.e4 Q.87 3.d4 c5 4.d5
d6 5.c4 Hd7 6.5)c3 Hgf6 7.Q.e2
0-0 8.0-0 a6 9.a4 Hb8 10.h3 He8
11.4f4 Hes5 12.Wd2 Hxf3+
13.Qxf3 a5 14.485 Af6
15.Q0e3 2d7 16.Qe2 e5 17.dxe6
fxe6 18.2fd1 HEbd8 19.f3 Q.c6
20.)d5! ¥xd2 21.5Yxf6+ Hxf6
22.Hxd2 Hd7 23.a5! e5 24.b4!
cxb4 25.Habl &g7 26.Hxb4 hé6
27.2b3 g5 28.2bd3 Hes 29.4.d1
Bdf7 30.4b3 Hf6 31.c5 L4.b5
32.Hc3 &g6 33.Hc1 h5 34.Hcdl
g4 35.cxd6 gxh3 36.d7 Q.xd7
37.Exd7 hxg2 38.H1d2 1-0
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Budapest, June 26-July 15, 1926

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 T
1  Grinfeld x % 1 % % % % 1 0 % % 1 % % 1 1 9%
2 Monticelli % x 0 0 % % 1 % 1 % 1 1 1 0 1 1 9%
3 Kmoch 0 1 x % % 1 % 1 % 1 % 0 1 % o0 1 9
4  Takécs % 1 % x 0 1 0 % % 0 % 1 1 1 % 1 9
5  Rubinstein % % % 1 x 0 % % 0 % 1 o0 1 1 1 1 9
6  Nagy % % 0 0 1 x 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 % 8%
7 Réd % 0 % 1 % 0 x 0 1 % 1 0 % 1 % 1 8
8 Colle 0 % 0 % % 0 1 x % % % 1 0 1 1 1 8
9 Matisons 1 0 % % 1 1 0 % x 1 0 1 0 % % 0 7%
10 Tartakower % % 0 1 % 1 % % 0 x % 0 % 1 % % 7%
11 Vajda % 0 % % 0 0 0 % 1 % x 1 % % % % 6%
12 Yates o 0 1.0 1 0 1 0 01 0 x 1 0 o0 1 6
13  Steiner % 0 0 0 0 0 % 1 1 % % 0 x 1 1 0 6
14 Havasi % 1 % 0 0 0 0 0 % 0 % 1 0 x 1 1 6
15 Prokel 0 0 1 % 0 1 % 0 % % % 1 0 0 x 0 5%
16 ZnoskoBorovsky 0 0 0 0 0 % o0 0 1 % % 0 1 o0 1 x 4%

Several events were organized in con-
junction with the FIDE Congress held
in Budapest in the summer of 1926. The
most significant were the 2nd unoffi-
cial Chess Olympiad (the first interna-
tional team event ever played accord-
ing to modern standards) and the “FIDE
Masters” won by Emst Griinfeld and
24-year-old Italian master Mario
Monticelli.

(247) Rubinstein — Tartakover
Budapest (1) 1926
Dutch [A84]

1.d4 €6 2.c4 f5 3.e3 f6 4.f4 HDe4
5. Hf3 Qb4 6.5Hbd2 0-0 7.4.d3
H xd2+8. A xd2 Hxd29.Wxd2 b6
10.0-0 A b7 11.Hael ¥f6 12.e4
Hc6 13.9)e5 d6 14. Hxc6 H.xc6
15.d5 fxe4 16.Q.xe4 exd5
17.8.xd5+ Q. xd5 18.cxd5 Eae8
19.83 Xf7 '4-

Budapest 1926 was a great success (equal
first) for the Italian Mario Monticelli
(1902-1995) who became an interna-
tional master in 1950 and received the
grandmaster emeritus title in 1985.
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(248) Monticelli — Rubinstein
Budapest (2) 1926
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.Q.b5 a6
4.0a4 H))f6 5.0-0 d6 6.d3 bs
7.4b3 Has58..\bd2 He79.Hel 0-
0 10.2f1 h6 11.5)g3 He8 12.c3
Hxb3 13.%xb3 c5 11.2)g3 HeS8
12.c3 &H)xb3 13. % xb3 c5 14.d4
¥c7 15.h3 Qf8 16.d5 c4 17.%%d1
&Hh7 18.H4h2 g6 19.H)g4 Ag7
20.5)yxf6+ Q xf6 21.f4 exf4
22.Qxf4 Qd7 23.%Wf3 Qg7
24.Hadl Hf8 25.&%h1 Hae8
26.He2 H.c8 27.Hdel He7 28.a3
Hfe8 29.0.e3 &g8 30.¥f2 He5
31.9f4 H5e7 32.9e3 h5 33.9d4
Qes5 34.0f1 5 35..)0d2 Q xd4
36.%xd4 Hes5 37..)f3 Hxe4
38.EHxe4 Hxe4 39.Hxe4 fxes
40.%xed WI7 41. &Hng5s Hf5
42.%e3 Wxd5 43.%e8+ &g7
44.%e7+ Hg8 45.%c7 &d1+
46.Hh2 ¥ds5 -V,

(249) Rubinstein — Réti
Budapest (3) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D06]
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1.d4 5f6 2.56f3 d5 3.c4 c5 4.cxd5
cxd4 5.5Yxd4 HHxd5 6.e4 HHf6
7.5)c3 e5 8. db5 Wxd1+9.%Hxd1
Ha6 10.f3 Qc5 11.Ha4 0-0
12.5)xc5 HHxcs5 13.8e3 Hd8+
14.%el b6 15.9.xc5 bxc5 16.Hcl
Deb617.5)c7 Hab8 18.H) xe6 fxeb
19.Hc2 Hd4 20.Q.c4 Hf7 21.Le2
Hbd8 22. Hhcl g5 23.g4 h5 24.h3
hxg4 25.hxg4 Hh8 26.%el Hhl
27.211 &d7 28.Hf2 ¥:-Y;

(250) Colle — Rubinstein
Budapest (4) 1926
Queen’s Pawn [DO05]

1.d4d52.5f3 e63.e3c54.c3 Hc6
5. 8d3 & f6 6..Abd2 Q. e77.0-00-
0 8. dxc5 Q.xc5 9.e4 e5 10.exd5
Wxd5 11. ¥Wc2 He8 12. Q.c4 Wd7
13.)g5 Hf8 14. Hrdeds Hxed
15. % xe4 Wf5 16.%d5 4b6
17.24d3 e4 18.Qxe4 ¥xd5
19.Qxd5h620.5)f3 Hd8 21.Q,xc6
bxc6 22.0.e3 He6 23.Hfel 4.d5
24.He2Hd625.2d2 Q.xe3 26.fxe3
He6 27.%f2 Hae8 28.He2 a5
29.b3 ¢530.2d1 Q.c6 -2

(251) Rubinstein — Znosko-Borovsky
Budapest (5) 1926
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

1.d4 &Yf6 2.)Hf3 €6 3.e3 b6 4.0.d3
Ab75.0-0d6 6.H)bd2 H)bd7 7.e4
e5 8.c3 fe7 9. %e2 0-0 10.H.c2
He8?! 11.2d1 exd4 12.5Hyxd4 g6
13.5f1 £g7 14.5e3 He8 15.f3
Af8 16.Wf1 & c5 17.b4 Hceb
18. Qa4 c6 19.89xc6 £H.xc6
20.5)Yxc6 Wc8 21.b5 H)c7 22.a4
NHge6 23.50c4 ¥d7 24.9a3 Hc5
25. 8 xc5 bxc5 26.H2d2 Heb6
27.Had1 He8 28.e5 Wc7 29.f4 a6

30.%Wf3 axb5 31.axb5 dxeSs
32.fxe5 1-0

(252) Rubinstein — Havasi
Budapest (6) 1926
Queen’s Indian [E14]

1.d4 Y6 2.5)f3 €6 3.e3 ¢5 4.c4 b6
5.2d3 Qb7 6.0-0 Q.e7 7.b3 d6
8.4b2 Hbd7 9.5/5bd2 Wc7
10.%e20-011.Hacl Efe8 12.H)el
Had8 13.e4 e5 14.d5 Hf8 15.g3
Hc8 16.)g2 Hg6 17.f3 Q. h3
18.5f2 Wc8 19.0)f1 £)d7 20.5)fe3
Axg2 21.59xg2 Af6 22.h4 Wc7
23.5)e3 Ha8 24.Hh2 &h8 25.5hg4
A.d8 26.h5 HNgf8 27.h6 g6 28.f4
O f6 29.fxe5 dxe5 30.He3 £H6d7
31.Hf1 f6 32.%d1 ¥d6 33.Qe2
Eb8 34.0.g84 a6 35.Qh3 Ha8 36.
Ehf2 Eb8 37.g4 Ha8 38.85 fxg5
39. HEg4 H.c7 40.82f7 He7 41.%f3
&g

B e
wAEEt

&, % it

;, 't 7.,,/
it

42.5yxe5! Hxe5 43.Hg7+ Hh8
44.%f£7 1-0

The following game has to be on the
shortlist of Rubinstein’s worst defeats.

(253) Yates — Rubinstein
Budapest (7) 1926
Ruy Lopez [C77]
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Notes by Tartakover from 500 Master
Games of Chess.

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 &H)c6 3.Q.b5 a6
4.Qa4 HH)f6 5.%e2b56.4b3 Q.c5
7.c3 d6 8.0-0 0-0 9.82d1

Instead of the usual 9.d3, White con-
ceives the bold plan of playing d2-d4
as quickly as possible, without prevent-
ing the pin on f3 with 9.h2-h3.

9..&e72!

Black deliberately allows the d2-d4
advance, considering only its weak
points, and not realizing the full extent
of the threat. If he objected to 9...2g4
10.h3 Axf3 11.%xf3, etc., he could at
least have minimized the hostile threat
by 9...Be8 10.d4 exd4 11.cxd4 Hxe4
12. Qxf7+ &f8, etc.

10.d4 Ab6 11.085 £)d8?

This further lack of concemn has fatal
consequences. In case of 11...exd4,
White has the intermediary maneuver
12.4d5 Ad7 13.cxd4. Black should
without delay have loosened White’s
grip by 11...h6.

12.3h4 Heb?

If now 12...h6, there follows 13.2g6,
winning the exchange, and White wins
after 12...g6 13.%f3 &g7 14.0f5+ gxf5
15.exf5 Ab7 16.%g3. The best defen-
sive move was 12...&h8.

13.)f5 We8??
Black’s position is already tottering. If

13...%d8 14.£Lxe6! fxeb 15.5xg7 Sxg7
16.dxe5, with a winning attack. And if
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13...%d7 (the lesser evil) 14.2.xf6 gxf6
15.8d3, etc. The text move brings ca-
tastrophe.

14. Q. xf6 gx£6 15.Q.xe6 1-0

Forafter 15...fxe6 16.%g4+, Black has
only the choice between mate and los-
ing the queen by 16...%g6 17.9De7+.

(254) Rubinstein — E. Steiner
Budapest (8) 1926
Old Indian [A53]

1.d4 &Hf6 2.50f3 d6 3.c4 Qg4
4.5)c3 Hbd75.83 Q.xf3 6.exf3 g6
7.f4 Ag7 8.882 c6 9.0-0 H)b6
10.b3 d5 11.c5 H)bd7 12.4.e3 0-0
13.Hel He8 14. ¥d3 e6 15.He2
&c7 ... 1-0 The rest of the game is
not available.

(255) Griinfeld — Rubinstein
Budapest (9) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D67]

1.d4d5 2.c4 €6 3.50f3 &) f6 4.4.85
Hbd7 5.e3 Qe7 6.5c3 0-0 7.Ecl
c6 8.8d3 dxc4 9.8 xc4 &Hds
10.Q. xe7 Wxe7 11.9He4 H5f6
12.£Hg3 €5 13.0-0 e4 14.)d2 H)b6
15.4b3 Ag4 16.%c2 Hae8
17.%c5 Hc8 18. Wxe7 Hxe7 19.h3
Heb6 20.Q.xe6 Exeb 21.a3 Hd6
22. He2 Hd5 23.5Hc3 Hxc3
24.Exc3 5 25. g3 g5 26.f4 exf3
27.Exf3 Efe8 28.g4 fxg4 29.hxg4
He4 30.H)xe4 Hxeq Y-

(256) Rubinstein — Kmoch
Budapest (10) 1926
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 Hf6 2.0 f3 €6 3.e3b6 4.2.d3
Qb7 5.2bd2 c5 6.0-0 £Hc6 7.b3
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cxd4 8. exd4 Qe7 9.4b2 0-0
10.Hel Hc811.a3d512.Hc1 Ad6
13.5)e5 We7 14.b4 A7 15.H»)df3
f5 16.%e2 Hcxes5 17. dxe5 H.b8
18.Q.d4 Hfd8 19.c3 H)f8 20. ¥e3
A.c6 21.H)d2 ¥d7 22.f4 Qb5 23.
Ab1¥b724.%h1 Hd7 25.Hgl g6
26. g4 Hg7 27.Hg3 fxg4 28.Hxg4
Ecc7 29. Hcgl Ecf7 30.0f3 Qc7
31.56g5 He7 32.H4g2 AQd8
33.2h3 ¥a6 34.2Yf2 Q. e8 35..0g4
Hh8 36.h4 Wc8 37.%h3 b5
38.0f6 Qb6 39.Hxd5 Q.c6
40.5yxe7 Hxe7 41.%h2 Q xg2
42.%xg2 QA xd4 43. cxd4 HdA7
44.h5 ¥d845.%h3 Exd4 46.hxg6
Hd2+ 47.&g3 ¥d4 48.Hf1 Hb2
49.%%h1

/// /1
B w1 / il
/:/_,

// /// ©
///////

49...Hxb1! 50.Hxbl1 ¥d3+
51.%h2 Wc2+ 52.%g2 Wxb1l
53.g7+ g8 54.gxf8(&)+ Hxf8
55.%b7 ¥c2+ 56.%g3 Wd3+
57.3g4 Wgb+ 58.Hf3 Wd3+ %-Y

(257) Matisons — Rubinstein
Budapest (11) 1926
Four Knights Game[C48]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 &H)c6 3.5Hc3 HHf6
4.0b5 Hd4 5.Hyxd4 exd4 6.e5
dxc3 7.exf6 ¥xf6 8.dxc3 Wes5+
9. %e2 Wxe2+10.Q.xe2d511. Q. f4
c612.9e5 Q.e613.0-0£614.0.83

.5 15.Hfel Hf7 ... 1-0 The rest
of the game is not available.

(258) Rubinstein — Vajda
Budapest (12) 1926
Semi-Slav [D45]

1.d4 d5 2.Yf3 2Hf6 3.c4 €6 4.5\c3
c6 5.3 a6 6.Hes5 Hbd7 7.f4 dxc4
8.Qxc4 b5 9.4b3 Wc7 10.%f3
Qb7 11.%h3 Hyxes 12.fxe5 &H)d5
13.)xd5!cxd514.0d2 Q. e7 15.0-
00-016.Hacl Wb617.Qc2g6

18.Q4.d3!

With the idea of 18...Hac8 19.Ecel,
preserving both rooks for the attack.

18...a5 19.Hf3 b4 20.Ecf1 &g7
21.0e1f£522.exf6 Q xf6 23.Exf6!
1-0

For mate follows 23...Bxf6 24.Bxf6
Oxf6 25.%xh7 g5 26.0.g3.

(259) Proke$ — Rubinstein
Budapest (13) 1926
French [C11]

1.e4e62.d4 d5 3.5 c3 Hf6 4.9.85
dxe4 5.5)xe4 e7 6.xf6+ Q xf6
7. e3 0-0 8.4.d3 &Hd7 9.1 13
We7 10.c3 e5 11. ¥ c2 exd4
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12.cxd4

E. Woehl analyzed the variation
12.8xh7+ ®h8 13.cxd4 g6 14.8xg6
fxg6 15.%xgb b4+ 16.24d2 Wxb2
17.8b1 in Funkschach (October 1926,
p. 606) but of course Black does much
better with 15...2g8 16.%h6+ ¥h7
when White’s three pawns are not
worth Black’s extra piece.

12...% b4+ 13. Hf12!

The text, in conjunction with White’s
next two moves, has a very modem
look to it. The plan is interesting but
probably not as appropriate as the rou-
tine 13.%c3.

3... h6 14.Hg1?! H)b6 15.g47?!
£Hds 16. A.d2 Wd6 17.5Hg3 Hb4s
18.4.xb4 ¥xb4 19.g5 hxg5
20.5xg5

%A// ,,ﬁ
: / i)
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20...%xd4!

Rubinstein correctly and cold-
bloodedly grabs White’s center pawn.

21.8h7+?

This loses without a fight. White should
have tried 21.82d1 hoping for 21...¥%h4
(21...&xb2!) when the plausible follow-
up 22.5h7 He8 23.Hxf6+ xf6
24.¥xc7 Ag4 sees the trapper getting
trapped after 25.8xg4 Wf3 26.%g3
Wxdl+ 27.&g2 gb 28.Axgb winning.

21...9h8 22.0.g8? Wh4 23.Hel
Axg5 24.Hxg5 Qh3+ 25.&e2
Hfe8+ 0-1

The following game is one of
Rubinstein’s classical positional master-
pieces that features a brilliant ending.
Akiva did not always have his way with
Takacs — their lifetime record was even.

(260) Rubinstein — Takdcs
Budapest (14) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D65]

Notes by Kmoch (K).

1.c4 Hf6 2.d4e6 3.)c3d54.485
Hbd7 5.e3 Q.e7 6.55f3 0-0 7.Ecl
c6 8. c2 a6 9.cxd5 exd5 10.9d3
He8 11. 0-0 &)f8

[This position and the analogous one
with White’s rook on al and Black’s
pawn on a7 were a tabiya for
Rubinstein who was at home with ei-
ther color.]

12.Efel
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[The inclusion of Ecl and ...a6 means
that the direct minority attack plan with
Hb1 and b4 is inappropriate but all other
moves typical to the position are play-
able including 12.a3, 12.h3, 12.Bcel
(trying to showing that the freemove ...a6
means nothing or might even be a weak-
ness), 12.2xf6, the game continuation
and 12.©e5. Rubinstein faced the latter
against Euwe (Karlsbad 1928 — game
342) and Havasi (Budapest 1929 — game
353), responding with 12...£g4 in both
instances.]

12..0.g4

[This move succeeds in driving the
knight back but it is wanted on the
queenside or fl to shore up the
kingside. More common is 12... Ae6 as
played by Alekhine against Capablanca
in the 13th game of their world cham-
pionship match.]

13.5d2 £6d7 14. 44! A g5?

(K) This does not turn out well and
should havebeen deferred. 14...2.h5 or
14...5f6 followed by ...2d6 would
have been better.

15.h3!

[Very good! Now 15...2xf4 cannot be
played, since the bishop at g4 would
be trapped after 16.exf4!.]

15..4h5 16.2h2 Qg6 17.Q.xg6
hxg6 18.%b3 Wb6 19.Ha4! &xb3
20.)xb3 He6?

(K) The bishop exerts powerful pres-
sure, and it was not easy for Black to
find a continuation in any way satis-
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factory. The chief trouble is that the b7-
pawn can be protected neither by ...Eb8
nor by ...He7. Still, there were two con-
tinuations that offered Black substan-
tial drawing chances: 20...a5 21.2bc5
b5 22.6xd7 Dxd7 23.Dc5 Dxc5
24.Bxc5 Bab 25.Hecl Heb6 and
20...8d8 21.29bc5 Hxc5 22.6xc5 Ha7,
and since White cannot play 23.Ec3,
Black will have time to drive away the
knight by ... &Ab6, and thereafter to bring
the fleeing rook back into the game.
After the text, Black is enmeshed in a
fatal impasse.

[White maintains an obvious positional
advantage in both continuations given
by Kmoch. Igor Novikov, in Akiba
Rubinstein’s Chess Academy criticizes
the text and suggests 20...4d8 was
forced with the plan of meeting
21.5bc5 by 21..8xc5 22.5Hxc5 Ba7
keeping White’s advantage to a mini-
mum. Black would follow-up with
ideas like ...£e6 and ...Ac7. White’s
bishop on h2 is very strong and needs
to be opposed.]

21.5)a5! Ha7 22.&f1

(K) Protecting the rook against the
threat ...2xd4 and preparing 23.Ec3.

22...0.d8 23.b4!

[The delayed minority attack is often a
very effective weapon as Karpov has
shown on several occasions. His mas-
terpiece against Kharitonov from the
1988 USSR Championship where he
does not play b4 until move 24 is a clas-
sic example.]

23..f5
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(K) Or 23...4c7 24.84xc7 Hxc7
25.9¢c5 HxcS5 26.bxcs, with a win-
ning position for White by means of
the attack on the b-file.

24.5)b2 g5

[Trading on a5 does not solve Black’s
problems as White is able to generate
too much pressure down the b-file and
the h2-b8 diagonal. Novikov gives the
following variations to show this con-
cretely: 24...Qxa5 25.bxa5 Haa8
26.5d3 £Hdf8 27.Eb1 Ee7 28.84d6
Hd7 29.2g3 Ee8 (29...Ead8 30.8b2
He7 31.Hebl Bdd7 32.5e5 Ec7
33.0xg6! Hxgb 34.4xc7 Hxc?
35.Exb7) 30.Eb2 &£d8 31.&c5 Ef7
32.Bebl winning.]

25.9)d3 &f7 26.H2c2 A b6

[Takacs chooses not to trade bishops.
Novikov gives the variation 26...2c7
27.8xc7 Dxc7 28.¢5 Hxc5 29.bxc5
He630.Eb2 He7 31.Eebl Hd8 with-
out an assessment. We believe that
White would have excellent chances to
win after transferring his king to d3 and
then opening a second front on the
kingside with g4. A similar plan is used
successfully in the game.]

27.0.d6 £HHd8 28.5)c5!

/
Ef:t/gi//@/

/%
//
/
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28...5)xc5 29.4.xc5 Q. xc5

(K) Finally, the formidable b-file must
be opened.

30.bxc5 Fe7 31.Hb2 &d7
32.Hebl &c8 33.Fe2 He7 34.Hf3
He4

35.84!

(K) After his opponent is fully tied up
on the queenside, White achieves the
decisive breach on the kingside.

35...86 36.Hg1 £\f7 37.h4 gxh4

[GM Igor Novikov’s suggestion of
37...£h6P is quite interesting. The idea
is that after 38.hxg5 fxg4+ (38...0xg4?
39.8h1!) 39.2g2 £Y5 40.Eh1 Be7 Black
has counterplay based on playing ...g3.
We believe that White is in prime tortur-
ing mode after 41.Eh8+ &c7 42.8f8
putting Black in a sort of zugwang as
42.g3 is neutralized by 43.Eb3 and try-
ing to hold ground with 42...2d7 is met
by 43.He8! when even ...g3 has been
taken away. White will play Eb3-b1 and
then swing his rook over to the kingside
at the right moment.]

38.gxf5 gxf5
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(K) After 38...g5 the strongest continu-
ation is 39.&9c4!, with threats of
40.5d6+, followed by Hxg5, as well
as 40.2d2 and &g4, etc.

./ Dy,
1 / /%/
1 ,/ % /
"ﬁé’t/ i,
/ X

@//
/ﬁé %

.

g//
%%

39.8g7

(K) This move was sealed by Rubin-
stein at adjournment. At the resumption
of play, a minor incident occurred.
Rubinstein came a few minutes late.
Meanwhile, the tourney officials had
opened the envelope and had made the
move 39.Eg2. Rubinstein immediately
demonstrated that he had intended
39.8g7 as his sealed move. After re-
peated demonstration it became clear
that Rubinstein had indicated the text.

[We guess that this incident occurred
because it wasn’t easy to distinguish
between Rubinstein’s written numbers
two and seven. The incident is dealt

with at length by Kmoch and Reinfeld
intheirarticle. “Clear as Mud” in Chess
Review, July 1950 (p. 193c).]

39...5)d8 40.Hg8 f4 41.5h8
[Also decisive is 41.£c4!.]

41...fxe3 42.fxe3 &Hd7 43.Hg2
He8 44.Hxh4 He7 45.H5h8 &c7
46.Hgg8 Hd7 47.5)b3 a5 48.Hc1
Ea8 49.5Hd3 b5 50.cxb6+ &xb6
51.5)c5 Hd6 52.a4 Hc8 53.%g4!
Ha8 54.9f5 &c755.Eh7+ 1-0

(261) Nagy — Rubinstein
Budapest (15) 1926
French [CO1]

Needing a win in the last round to tie
for first, Rubinstein takes a lot of risks
and ends up losing.

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.exd5 exds
4.9d3 4.d65.He2 He7 6.0-00-0
7.c3 ©d7 8.0.85 h6 9.4h4 f5
10.f4 & f6 11.Q.xf6 Exf6 12.5Hd2
g5 13.0f3 gxf4 14.5H)e5 Hg6
15.)xf4 Q. xe5 16.dxe5 Hxe5
17.8.c2 c6 18.%h5 ¥d6 19.Hael
Ad7 20.%Wh4 Hf7 21.He3 &Hg4
22.Hg3 Hg7 23.h3 ¥c5+ 24.&h1
He3 25.5h5! 1-0 (Time)

Hannover, August 9-18, 1926

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 T
1 Nimzowitsch x % 1 1 1 1 1 1 6%
2 Rubinstein » x 1 % 1 1 1 1 6
3 vonHolzhausen 0 0 x »%» 1 1 % 1 4
4 Samisch 0 % % x B 0 % 1 3
S5 Mieses 0 0 0 % x 1 % 1 3
6 Antze 0 0 0 1 0 x 1 % 2
7 Duhm 0 0 % % % 0 x 0 1%
8 vonGottschal 0 0 0 0 0 Y% 1 x 1%
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Nimzowitsch and Rubinstein were eas-
ily the class of this event which was
held to commemorate the Hannover
Chess Club’s 50th anniversary.

(262) Rubinstein — Antze
Hannover (1) 1926
Nimzo-Indian [E34]

1.d4 9f6 2.c4 €6 3.5c3 Qb4
4.%c2 d5 5.e3 0-0 6.a3 Q xc3+
7. %xc3 b6 8.50f3 dxc4 9.0 xc4
Ha610.9.xa6 Hxa6 11.Wc4 &8
12.b4 ¥b7 13.Q4b2 Hac8 14.0-0
c5 15.dxc5 bxc5 16.b5 Hc7
17.Hab1! ¥d5 18.Hfcl ¥xc4
19.Hxc4 Hxbs5?

Falling into a trap.

TET_ES
/////Ax”/ &
/ o
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/////
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’///@

20.Q xf6 H)yxa3 21.2g4! gb

21...5xb1 is followed by 22.Exg7+
®h8 23.8g6 mate.

22.Hcl Hc7 23.0g5 h5 24.8h4 Hc6
25.f4 e5 26.fxe5 Eb8 27.g4 1-0

(263) Rubinstein — von Holzhausen
Hannover (2) 1926
Slav [D16]

Notes by Séamisch from the Wiener
Schachzeitung, 18/1926.
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Rubinstein deep in concentration

1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.20f3 Q.g4

In my opinion this continuation is un-
satisfactory.

4.5e5 Qh5 5.,)c3 nd7

This move has been recommended as
an important improvement on existing
theory, but to judge from the result of
this game, it does not change the as-
sessment that White is better.

6.)xc4 c6 7.83! e6 8.0.g2 Hgf6
9.0-0 Qe7 10.a4

Starting as a Queen’s Gambit Accepted,

the opening has now transposed into a
variation of the Slav that favors White.

10...2b6 11.e5 HNfd7
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12.g4!

A very interesting move, which main-
tains White’s advantage.

12...5)xe5

White has two bishops after 12...2g6
13.5xg6, whereas Black’s open h-file
is without significance.

13.gxh5 Hed7 14.a5 Hd5 15.e4 Hb4
16.£40-017.e5%c7 18.Q.e3 f5?

A blunder. Coming into consideration
is 18...b6 19.a6 b5, though White still
has the superior position.

19.%b3 Hd5 20.H)xd5! exd5
Or 20...cxd5 21.8fc1 ¥b8 22. & xd5), etc.

21.Hfcl &h8

If 21...%b8, then 22.Axd5+! cxd5 23.
Wxd5+ and 24.%xd7.

22. Q. xd5 &ds8 23.Q4.f3 Hb8 24.d5!
We8 25.Q.xa7 Ha8 26. % xb7 cxd5
27.Hc7 Bf7 28.e6 Q.c5+

A trap. If now 29.8xc5?, Black re-
sponds Hxc5 30. exf7 &e3+ and
..&xb7.

29.Hxc5! He5 30.exf7 Hxf3+
31.%h1 %f8 32.%xa8 Wxa8
33.Hac1 1-0

(264) Nimzowitsch — Rubinstein
Hannover (3) 1926
French [CO00]

1.c4 €6 2.e4d5 3.exd5 exd5 4.cxd5
0Hf6 5.Q.c4 Hxd5 6.¥b3 We7+

7.Ye2 Db6 8.)bc3 H xc4 9. xc4
£H.e6 10. a4+ ¥d7 11.0b5 Hc6
12.0-0 a6 13.)bd4 &Hxd4
14. % xd4 Wxd4 15.5xd4 Hd7
16.b3 Qc5 17.9b2 A xd4
18.Q.xd4 %-Y%

(265) Rubinstein — Mieses
Hannover (4) 1926
English [A28]

1.c4 e5 2.)c3 & f6 3..f3 H)c6
4.d4 exd4 5.5Yxd4 Q.c5 6.H)xc6
bxc6 7.83 d5 8.2.82 0-0

A% 'E¢
7

9.0-0!

If White accepts the sacrificed pawn by
9.cxd5 cxd5 10.0xd5 HxdS, Kmoch
gives the following analysis: (a)
11.Axd5 Qb4+ 12.8f1 Ah3+ 13.Fgl
c6 14.4b3 ¥e7, with a strong attack
(15.8e3? ¥e4!); (b) 11.%xd5 Ab4+
12.®&f1 (12.84d2? ¥xd5 13.4xd5
Axd2+ 14.%Hxd2 BEd8 wins a piece)
12..8e6!13.8xd8 Haxd8 14.4.e3 a5,
and Black is clearly better. The threat
...2e7-f6 is difficult to meet.

9...0a6 10.cxd5 cxd5 11.Wa4
Ab7 12.8g5 Hb8 13.Had1l hé6
14.Q.xf6 Wxf6 15.Q4.xd5 Q.xd5
16.Hxd5 Qb6 17. ¥f4! Yeb
18.5fd1 f5 19.He5 Wf7 20. »nd5
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Ebd8 21.H)e7+ Hh8 22.EHxd8
Eixd8 23.5)xf5 Hf8 24.5\h4 g5 25.
Wxf7 Bxf7 26.0f5 $h7 27.g4
Ef6 28. He7+ Hg8 29.b4 a5 30.b5
c531.e4 Hf832.5b7 c4 33.e5 Heb
34.Bb8+ &Hf7 35.5Hd6+ Hg6
36.Exb6 1-0

The following draw proved to be the
difference between first and second
place.

(266) Sdmisch — Rubinstein
Hannover (5) 1926
Vienna [C27]

1.e4 e5 2.5)¢c3 &HYf6 3.Q.c4 Hxed
4.%h5 £Hd6 5.%xe5+ We7
6. Wxe7+ Q. xe7 7.82.b3 Hf5 8.5)f3
c6 9.0-0 d5 10.Hel -0-0 11.d3
Ad6 12.H)He2 Hab 13.¢c3 Ad7
14.Qf4 Hae8 15.8.xd6 Hxd6
16.2)83 £H)c5 17.0.¢c2 g6 18.Exe8
Hxe8 19.%f1 &g7 20.5Hel Hxel+
21.Exel Heb 22. He2 £6 23..0\fd4
Hyxd4 24.0xd4 g5 25. He2 Af5
26.%d2 Qg6 27.b3 Hf7 28.d4
A xc2 29.Hxc2 h5 30.Hd3 Pebd
31.f3 h4 32.g3 hxg3 33.hxg3 f5
34.Fe3 b6 35. Hd3 a6 36.Hc2 a5
37.8d3 b5 38.&c2 g4 39.f4 Hes
40.b4 V2-%

(267) Rubinstein — Duhm
Hannover (6) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D58]

1.d4d5 2.c4€63.5)c3 Hf6 4.0.85
fe75.€30-06.5f3h67.0h4 b6
8.cxd5 exd5?! 9.2.d3 H.e6 10.0-0
Hh7 11.9g3 A4d6 12.5e5 H)f6
13.Hc1 ¢5 14.f4 §.c8 15.%f3 Qb7
16.0h4 Qe7 17.dxc5! bxc5
18.Hfd1 £ibd7 19.0.c4! Hxes
20.fxe5 £d7 21.483 £Hb6
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22.Q.xd5 &Hyxds5 23.5HHxd5 Q. xd5
24.Hxd5 ¥Wb6 25.Ec2 Hfd8 26.e4
Wa5 27.b3 Hac8 28.h4 Wab6
29.Hh2 Wb6 30.Ec4 a6 31.Ha4
Hc6 32.Hc4 &as5 33.Hc2 Heb
34.82f2 Hf8 35.%d3 ¥b6 36.%c2
EHc8 37.Hf3 Hec6 38.%f2 HfS8
39.2d7 He6 40.¥yd2 Hc8 41.%d5
Was 42.h5 Wxa2 43.Qh4 Qf8
44 Hdxf7 1-0

(268) von Gottschall — Rubinstein
Hannover (7) 1926
Four Knights Game[C49]

1. e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.)c3 6
4.4b5 Qb4 5.0-0 0-0 6.8, xc6
dxc6 7.5)xes5 He8 8.5)d3 H.a5!?

This is another interesting Rubinstein
idea that has been forgotten by recent
theory. Instead 8...&xc3 9.dxc3 Dxe4
leads to dead equality as confirmed in
Akiva’s games against Tarrasch
(Hastings 1922), Konig and Maréczy
(both Vienna 1922). The text is a gam-
bit continuation in which Black hopes
his lead in development will provide
sufficient compensation for the sacri-
ficed pawn.

9.f3 Hh5 10.»e2 5 11.50f2 Qb6
12.d4 fxe4 13.fxe4 c5 14.c3 cxd4
15.cxd4 fQe6 16.%d3 Wd7
17.8.e3 £H)f6 18..)f4 H£7 19.Hael
WWa4 20.d5 Q.xe3?!

Rubinstein had 20...9xe4 21.8xb6
&Hxf2 equalizing on the spot. Now
White retains some advantage until a
catastrophic blunder.

21. Hxe3 Wxa2 22.5d1 He5
23.)Hc3 YWxb2 24.Hbl Wa3
25.¥d4 Hae8 26.Hxb7?? ¥cl+
27. 812 g4+ 28.9f3 Hxh2+



1926

29.3g3 Hfl+ 30.9f2 Hyxe3 35.%f3 Wes 36.Lf2 Wel+
31.%xe3 WWc2+ 32.%gl h6 37.&h2He30-1
33.EHxc7 EHxe4 34.5yxed Wxc7
Berlin, November 17-29, 1926
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 910 T

1  Bogoljubow X %» o0 1 % 1 1 1 1 1 7

2 Rubinstein » x ¥ B 1 1 % 1 1 0 6

3  Grinfeld 1 % x % 1 0 % 0 1 % §

4 Spielmann 0 % % x B 1 1 % % §

5 Ahues B 0 0 % x 1 % % 1 1 5

6 Colle 0 0 1 % 0 x ¥ 1 0 1 4

7 Samisch 0 % % 0 ¥ % x W U W% 3K

8 List 0o 0 1 o0 % 0 % x ¥ 1 3

9 Johner 0 0 0 % o0 1 % % x 1 3

10 vonHolzhausen 0 1 % % 0 0 %» 0 0 x 2%
This was Rubinstein’s last appearanceas 16.Hab1l He8 17. &)fs Q. xf5

a resident of Berlin. In the beginning of
December he moved to Antwerp.

(269) Spielmann — Rubinstein
Berlin (1) 1926
Scotch [C47]

1.e4 e5 2.3 N c6 3.5)c3 Hnf6
4.d4 exd4 5.Hxd4 Qb4 6.H)xc6
bxc6 7.0.d3 d5 8.exd5 cxd5 9.0-0
0-010.Q.85 c6 11.%f3 hé6

This is a newly rediscovered Rubinstein
idea. Spielmann was sufficiently im-
pressed with Black’s chances to try it
against Marshall at New York 1927 but
then the line was not seen often for over
70 years. Theory wavered between
11...4e7and 11...2d6 but recently at-
tention has shifted to the text which has
been used successfully by the likes of
Aleksandrov, Najer, Naiditsch and
Sakaev. Black believes his strong bish-
ops provide full compensation for the
doubled pawns.

12. QA xf6 Wxf6 13. ¥ xf6 gxf6
14.)e2 Hb8 15.)g3 Aas

18. Q. xf5 He2 19.g4 Hb4 20. $g2
Ef4 21.Hbd1 h5 22.h3 Qb6 23.
Ad3 Hexf2+ 24.EHxf2 Hxf2+
25.%g3 h4+ 26.Hxh4 Hf3 27.8Hh1
&g7 28. $h5 He3 29.h4 Hes5+
30.4f5 Qe331.5f1d4 32.g5fxg5
33.hxg5 c5 34.b3 Q.d2 35.5f2
Ael 36.8Hf1 4d2 37.8f2 Qel
38.5f1 Q.d2 39.Hf2 ¥:-Y;

(270) Rubinstein — Ahues
Berlin (2) 1926
Nimzo-Indian [E39]

1.c4 Hf6 2.d4 €6 3.9)c3 Qb4
4.%c2c55.dxc5 H.xc56.0)f3 H)cb
7.Q2.85 0-0 8.2d1 h6 9.4h4 Q.e7
10.e3 d5 11.Q.e2 Wa5 12.5)d21?
EHdS8 13.0-0 ¥b6 14. cxd5 exd5
15.H)b3 Heb6 16.5Hd4 Hac8
17.%b1 He5 18.5Hf5!1 Q xf5
19. % xf5 Wxb2 20. % xe5 A.d6
21.%d4 Wxc3 22.Axf6 gxf6
23.%g4+ Hh8 24.¥h5 &Hg7
25.82d4 Hh8 26.%xd5 Hcé6
27.Qc4 Hf8 28.Hg4+ HhS8
29.%Wh5 Q. xh2+ 30.&xh2 f5
31.2d4 1-0
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(271) Colle — Rubinstein
Berlin (3) 1926
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 d5 2.55f3 ¢5 3.e3 €6 4.c3 HYf6
5.5 bd2 £)c6 6.2.d3 4.d67.0-0 0-
08.dxc5 Q.xc59.e4dxe4 10.H)xe4
Hxe411. Q. xed Wxdl 12.Hxd1 f6
13.0e3 fHxe3 14.fxe3 &£HdS8
15.2d2 &)f7 16.Had1 g6 17.Q.c2
a6 18.Qa4 b5 19.4b3 Ha7
20.9)d4 He7 21.a4 bxa4 22.9 xa4
g7 23.4b3 f5 24.Hal HdS
25.Hadl &Hf6 26.5Hc6 EHxd2
27.Bxd2 Hc7 28.5)d4 g5 29.%f2
h5 30.5e2 h4 31.h3 .d7 32.Hd4
Hb733.Q.a4 Q xa4 34.Hxa4 Exb2
35.Hxa6 Hes 36.Hd6 g4 37.9f1
Hc4 38.2d3 Ebl+ 39.9f2 g3+
40.5yxg3 hxg3+ 41.&Hxg3 e5
42.Hd8 Hel 43.82f8+ &eb6 0-1

(272) Rubinstein — Griinfeld
Berlin (4) 1926
Queen’s Pawn [DO05]

1.d4 £H)f6 2..)f3e63.e3b64.0d3
Ab75.55bd2c5 6.0-0 H.e7 7.c30-
0 8.Hel d5 9.e4 dxe4 10.H)xe4
cxd4 11.Hxd4 H)bd7 12.Q4.g5
Hxed 13.Q xe4 H xe4 14. H.xe7
Wxe7 15.Hxe4 Hf6 16.He2 HfdS
17.%d3 Wb7 18.Hael Hac8 19.f4
g6 20.%h3 &Yd5 21.Wg4 %-%

(273) PJohner — Rubinstein
Berlin (5) 1926
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D60]

Notes by Kmoch from the Wiener
Schachzeitung 22-23/1926, p. 341.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)f3 OHYf6 4.5\c3
Ne75.085Hbd7 6.€3 0-07.4d3
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The strongest continuation is 7.Ecl,
and when Black plays 7...c6, then
8.4d3, etc. Now Black transposes into
the Queen’s Gambit Accepted, with an
extra tempo.

7...dxc4! 8.0 xc4¢59.0-0a6 10.a4
b6 11.%e2 Qb7 12.Hfd1 Wc7
13.4f4 8d614.4.g3

Simpler was 14.8xd6 ¥xd6 15. Bacl.
14...Q xg3 15.hxg3 €5 16.d5

This is in Black’s favor. Very good was
16.dxe5 Hxes5 17.HxeS ¥xes 18. e4!,
threatening 19.f4 and an attack on the
kingside.

16...e4 17.Hh2 ¥e5 18.g4

White has a sharp plan in mind. He will
play f2-f4,and if Black captures ...exf3,
then gxf3 by White threatens a further
advance of his mobile pawns.

18...Hfe8 19.2)f1 ¥g5!

Black’s last two moves make the in-
tended f2-f4 impossible.

20.£3 h5 21.gxh5?

An error with big consequences. White
must continue 21.%f2!, threatening
22.9e2 and 23.f4. If 21...hxg4, then
22.f4!, and for the sacrificed pawn
White has a promising attacking posi-
tion.

21...exf3 22. Wxf3 Hes5 23.We2
Had8 24.b3 Heg4 25.e4 Hxhs
26.Hel Hd6 27.5e3 Hes 28.5f5
Hf6 29.%e3 & f4 30.83 Hegb
31.%f3 9¢832.d6 4b7
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Threatening 33...Exf5.
33.%e3 Whs!

Again threatening 34...Exf5, which was
not possible now because of 34.d7!

34.gxf4 Hxf5 35.0.e2 ¥Whé 36.d7
Hd8 37.50d5 Q.xd5 38.exd5 H)xf4
39.0.84

5 e
/,/ﬁ//
/; / / "

rimx /

-
//// // [
BoEoE e

Here 39.%e8+? was bad because Black
wins after 39...%h7 40.&xd8 ¥xg6+
41 312 Heb+!.

39...%g6?7?

Till now Rubinstein’s play has been
excellent, but here he blunders. Correct
was 39...%g5!, winning.

40.%g3! Hf8

If Black’s queen were on g5, he would
win by 40...HExd5 41.He8+ &h7
42.%h2+ (if42.8xd8 He2+!) 42...3g6.
In the actual situation, 40...2xd5 loses
because of 41. He8+ &h7 42.¥xf4,
threatening 43. ¥h2+.

41.He4! Hyxds5 42.Hael Hf6
43.He8+??

White, in time-trouble, misses the win-
ning move, 43.%¥h4!. [Kmoch’s assess-
ment is incorrect. Black can play
43...Bh5. True, White has the advan-
tage after 44.&xh5 &xh5 45.84xh5
Hxed 46. Exed Exd7 47.L.e2, but the
fight is still ahead.]

43...5)xe8 44.dxe8(&)+ Hxe8 45.
Hxe8+ &Hxe8 46.Wb8+ Je7
47. Wc7+ Hf6 48.Wd8+ Fes
49. % c7+ &d4 50.%d7+ Hd50-1

(274) Rubinstein — List
Berlin (6) 1926
Nimzo-Indian [E38]

1.d4 &6 2.c4 €6 3.9)c3 Qb4
4.%c2 c5 5.dxc5 Hab 6.g3 Hxc5
7.2.82d58.cxd5 exd59.a3 Q. xc3+
10.%xc3 He6 11.f3 AHd7
12.8.e3 Hc8 13.%d2 0-0 14.0-0
b6 15.b3 ¥e7 16.0d4 He4?
17.5f5 ¥ds8 18.%xd5 & c3
19.%d2 4b5 20.Hd6 Hc7
21.)xb5 Wxd2 22.4 xd2 &H)xb5
23.e3 Hd824.0 e1 Hd3 25.a4 H\c3
26.b4 a5 27.Q xc3 Hdxc3 28.bxas
bxa5 29. Hfb1 g5 30.Hb5 Hcl+
31.Hxcl1 Hxcl+ 32. A.f1 g4 33.%g2
Hc5 34. Hxa5 &g7 35.4.€2 h5
36.h4 f637.Ha8 HHe4 38.a5 Hal
39.0.c4 Hc5 40.a6 HA7 41.2h8
Hes5 42.0 e2 g6 43.EHg8+ Hf6
44.Hd8 Ha2 45.%f1 &e7 46.Hd1
f6 47.2b1 Hf5 48.Hb4 Hal+
49.%g2 &Hf6 50.Hb6+ g7
51.Hb2 &g6 52.82d2 Hf6 53.2d1
Ha2 54.Qb5 Ha5 55.Hb1 Hf3
56.0.c6 He557.Qb7 Ha2 58.Hb4
Hd3 59.Hd4 Hc5 60.Hd5 He4
61.82b5 &Hxf2 62.4d5 Hd2
63.9f1 £)d3 64.a7 1-0
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(275) von Holzhausen — Rubinstein
Berlin (7) 1926
Giuoco Piano [C50]

1.e4 e5 2.5)f3 Hc6 3.Q.c4 A.c5
4.d3 Hf6 5.3c3 d6 6.Q.e3 Qb6
7.%d2 Qg4 8.5Hg5 A h5 9.f3 hé6
10.H0h3 Hd4 11.4.xd4 Q. xd4
12.0Hg1 Wd7 13.)ge2 Qb6 14.g4
Ag6 15.0-0-0 c6 16.d4 exd4
17.5 xd4 0-0-0 18.)b3 We7
19.5hel Ehe8 20.%b1 Hh7 21.f4
016 22.£5 Qh7 23.h3 Ac7 24.a4
Hb8 25.g5 hxg5 26.Wxg5 g6
27.8f1 Hd7 28.f6 ¥f8 29.%h4
2es 30.Qe2 Qg8 31.Q84 Hd7
32.4xd7 Hxd7 33.Hd3 Hes
34.5)d2 Hd8 35.,)f3 BEh5 36.%%g4
Hcs5 37.Hfd1 He8 38.2085 a6
39.h4 Hces5 40.H1d2 &a7 41.0d1
b8 42.c4 Qa5 43.5Hc3 Qc7
44.Fc2 a5 45.b3 a7 46.Hb2
b8 47.Ha2 Hd8 48.H)cl a7
49.5He2 &a8 50.H)gl Hee8
51.01f3 a7 52.%g2 Qb6
53.%h2 Q.c554.e5 dxe5 55.Exd8
Hxd8 56.Hxd8 ¥xd8 57.% xe5
Qb4 58.Hc2 W8 59.Hd3 Lab
60.%e4 QAc5 61.We5 Wd7+
62.Fe2 Wde6??

Rubinstein, who has been trying to get
something going the entire game,
clearly does not want to draw against
one of the tail-enders, but trading
queen’s here is suicide with the bishop
buried on g8. He could have kept in the
game with 62...2d6 or 62...4b4. This
was one game where Akiva should have
kept the queens on.

63.D e4 Wxe5 64. Hyxe5 Q.d4
65.)g4 Hb6 66.Hd3 c5 67. g5
Fc6 68.55h6 A xf6 69.5)xg8 1-0
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(276) Rubinstein — Simisch
Berlin (8) 1926
Nimzo-Indian [E38]

1.d4 &f6 2.c4 €6 3.5Hc3 Qb4
4.%c2c55.dxc5 Q.xc5 6.3 Hcb
7.2.85 b6 8.e3 Qe7 9.Hd1 a6
10.8e2 4b711.0-0d6 12.5d20-
0 13.Hfd1 Hc8 14.Q4f4 He8
15.%b1 Has5 16.b3 b5 17.He4
A xe4 18. % xe4 bxcs 19.bxcd Wc7
20.%b1 Hb8 21.Wc2 Hb7 22.e4
Af6 23.0e3 H)c5 24.00d4 He7
25.5)b3 HYf6 26.£3 Hfc8 27.g4 h6
28.9g2 Hfd7 29.5d4 Hb6
30.E2h1 Hcb8 31.h4 Wb7 32.85
hxg5 33.hxg5 &H)e5 34.Hel Hc6
35.)xc6 Wxc636.5hl1e537.%d1
g6 38.%el Hbl 39.%h4 Hxh1
40.Hxh1 Hbl+ 41.&g2 ¥b6
42.Hg3 Hb2 43. QA xc5 dxc5
44.Hxb2 ¥Wxb2 45.%f2 &d4+
46.Hf1 Wal+ 47.Hf2 Wxa2
48.%g4 Wd2 49.%c8+ &g7
50.%xa6 Qxg5 51.%al Qh4+
52.%f1 £6 53. &d1 Ye3 54.9g2
Wf2+ 55.%h1 Ye3 56.%f1 Hh6
57.%g2 ¥f4 58.4f1 Hg3
59.%h3+ &g5 60.Hg2 A h4
61.%h1£5 62.exf5 gxf5 63. & g2+
Ag3 64.%e2 &Hf6 65. gl Wd4+

66.9g2 Whi4
68. %f2 Wheo
70.8g2 g5+
72.8g2 Ygb6+
74.5g82 Wg8+
76.9g2 g7+
78.982 ¥gs5+
80.9g2 Ad4

67. &gl Af4
69.%e2 QHe3+
71.&h3 Whs+
73.&h3 ¥h7+
75.&h3 ¥hs+
77.8&%h3 ¥ho+
79.&h3 ¥hs+
81.%el g5+

82.Wg3 We3 83.%h3 ¥cl 84.%g2
&d2+ 85. $h3 Af2 86.Wgs
Who+ 87.9g2 A.d4 88.%d8+ Hgb
89.%d6+ Hh5 90. ¥xh6+ Hxh6
91.f4 €4 92.Q e2 ¥:-Y:
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(277) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
Berlin (9) 1926
Ruy Lopez [C98]

1.e4 e5 2.4f3 &Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.Q0a4 HHf6 5.0-0 H.e7 6.Hel b5
7.4b3 d6 8.c3 0-0 9.h3 Has5
10.8.¢c2 ¢5 11.d4 ¥c7 12..Ybd2
Hc6 13.d5 Hd8 14.a4 HbS
15.axb5 axb5 16.c4 b4 17.5)f1
He8 18.g4 g6 19.9h6 Hg7
20.5)e3 £6 21.9g2 N7 22.4.xg7
Oxg7 23.0d2 Hh8 24.5df1 h5
25.50g3 hxg4 26. hxg4s Hgs5
27.8a4 Hh3 28.8c6 HHf4+
29.&f3 HbL6 30.Hh1 Hxhil
31.%xh1 Ha6 32.Hgl ®Hg8
33.%h2 Af8 34.5h1 ¥g7
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Black could have played more solidly
with 34...4.g7 but the text is perfectly
fine.

35.Qe8

White could have initiated sharp com-
plications with 35.2b7!? as pointed out
by E. Woehl in Funkschach (January
1927, p. 4) . His analysis continues
35...4xb7 (35...%xb7 36.%h8+ &f7
37.Eh7+) 36.9gf5 gxf5 37.0xf5 Ac8
(37...%g6 38.8%h8+ Hf7 39.Bh7+ Pe8
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40.Be7+) 38.5xg7 Axg7 with Black
having three pieces for the queen,
Rybka evaluates the position after
38...8xg7 as offering equal chances.

35... Ha7 36.5Ye2 He7 37.24b5
Hxe2 38.Yxe2 Ha7 39.&Hd3 Wh7
40.%g2 Wf7 41.%h2 Wh7
42.%g1

There is some question as to how the
game continued from this point for-
ward. 42.8g2 Wf7 43.&c2 Ye7
44.9b3 Bf7 45.f3 Ye7 46.%g3 ¥f7
47.5g2 ¥e7 48.8.¢c6 Bc7 49.2h4 ¥f7
50.&h2 487 51.5g2 g5 52.5e3 Ba7
53.8%h7+ &f8 54.0f1 Hal 55.Hg3
Bxhl 56.%xhl1 &g8 57.%al ¥c7
58.%a8 &f7 59.Ha4 Af8 60.&as5
Wxa5+ 61.&xa5 Qe7 62.He2 Ad8+
63.8b5 Le7 64.50c1 Ac7 65.9b3 Ab8
66.5b6 &d8 67.Hxc5 dxc5 68.8xc5
b3 69.%b4 La770.Hxb3 Ad4 71.Fa3
L2a672.b3 Axc4 73.bxcd &7 74.&b4
&b6 is the score as given by Woehl in
Funkschach.

42...%f7 43.%h2 Wh7 44.%g2
Wf7 45.8c2 Ye7 46.&Hb3 Wf7
47.f3 We7 48.%g3 W7 49.0g2
We7 50.Q.¢c6 Hc7 51.H h4 &f7
52.%h2 Qg7 53.2)g2 g5 54.5)e3
Ha7 55.%Wh7+ &f8 56.0)f1 Hal
57.20g3 Hxh1 58. % xh1 &g8
59.%al ¥c7 60.%a8 &Hf7 61.Ya4
Af8 62. Wa5 Wxas5+ 63.&xas
Qe7 64.5He2 H.d8+ 65.Hb5 FHe7
66.5c1 QAc7 67.H4b3 ADbS
68.Hb6 HA8 69.HHxc5 dxc5
70.Hxc5 b3 71.Hb4 LHa7
72.%xb3 Ad473.Ha3 Q.a674.b3
Q. xc4 75.bxcsd c7 Vo-Ya
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1927
L6dz, April 20-May 8, 1927

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 T
1 Rubinstein x 1 1 1 1 1 % % 1 1 % 1 1 1 0 11%
2 Tartakover 0 x % 1 1 0 % 1 1 1 1 1 1 Y 1 10%
3 Makarczyk 0 % x % % % 1 % 0 1 % 1 1 1 1 9
4  Regedzinski o 0 » x % 1 % 1 0 % 1 1 1 1 Yo 8%
5 Chwojnik 0o 0 % % x 1 0 1 1 1 1 (1] 1 1 (1] 8
6  Frydman,P. o 1 % o0 0 x 1 0 % % % |1 1 1 1 8
7 Kohn Yo % 0 % 1 0 x 1 1 % % % 0 1 1 8
8 Blass “w 0 % 0 0 1 0 x % 0 1 1 1 1 1 A
9 Kremer 0o 0 1 1 0 % 0 % x 0 1 Y 0 o1 6
10 Daniuszewski 0 0 0 % 0 % Y% 1 1 X Y 0 0 Ya 1 5%
11 Kolski “ 0 % 0 0 % % 0 0 Y% x 1 “o o % 5
12 Lowcki o 0 0 o0 1 0 % 0 % 1 0 x 1 (1] 1 5
13  Friedman,H. o 0 0 o0 0 o0 1 0 1 1 Y 0 X 1 0 4%
14 Hirschbein o % 0 0 0 o0 o0 0 % Y% % 1 0 X 1 4
15 Kleczynski 1 0 0 % 1 0 0 0 0 0 % 0 1 0 x 4

Rubinstein visited his native land in the
spring of 1927 to play his first tourna-
ment there in eight years. The Second
Polish Championship featured many of
the players who would make Poland
into a power in upcoming Olympiads,
particularly Akiva and Savielly
Tartakover. The result of their indi-
vidual game proved the difference in
determining first place.

Rubinstein (Antwerp) and Tartakover
(Paris) provided a cosmopolitan air
while therest of the country was repre-
sented by: Warsaw (Makarczyk, P.
Frydman, Blass, Kohn, Kremer,
Lowcki, and Kleczynski ); Lo6dz
(Regedzinski, Daniuszewski, Kolski,
and Hirschbein); Krakow (Chwojnik)
and Lvov (H. Friedman).

1.6dz 1927 and other Polish Champion-
ships held between the World Wars are
well covered in Tomasz Lissowski’s Four
Polish Championships. This booklet and
research by Tadeusz Wolsza have pro-
vided much of the biographical informa-
tion which follows, particularly the tragic
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stories of so many of Poland’s golden
stars of the 1920s and 30s.

Kazimierz Makarczyk (1901-1972)
was one of Poland’s top players in the
period between the two World Wars. He
represented his country in the 1928,
1930, 1931, 1933, and 1935 Olympi-
ads and received the IM title in 1950.

(278) Makarczyk — Rubinstein
Lodz (1) 1927
Four Knights Game[C48]

1.e4 e5 2..)f3 Hc6 3.9)c3 Hf6
4.0b5 &Hd4 5.55xd4 exd4 6.e5
dxc3 7.exf6 ¥xf6 8.dxc3 We5+
9. %e2 Wxe2+10.Hxe2c611.4d3
ds 12.Hel 4d6 13.Hf3+ Qeb
14.Qf4 0-0-0 15.8 xd6 Hxd6
16.He5 &d8 17.EHael g6 18.h4 ¢5
19.h5 c4 20.4.f1 Ha6 21.Hal
&e7! 22.hxgb hxg6 23.8 e2 Hf6
24.He3 Hd8 25.0.d1 Ha5 26.Fe2
EhS8 27.f3 Ha6 28.%f2 Qf5 29.f4
Eh1 30.Eel Exel 31.%xel Qe4
32.&f2 &f5 33.83 85 34.fxg5
=85 35.He3 Heb6 36.Hd4 Qg2
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37.b3 Hel 38.bxc4 dxc4 39.Eb1l
5 40.YHxc4 H.f3 0-1

Teodor Regedzinski (1894-1954) was
born near £6dz and developed as a
player when that city was the center of
Polish chess. His first big result was
taking second behind Gersz Salwe in
an unofficial city championship in 1912
and steady improvement led to him
winning the 1918 and 1919 L6dz city
titles. Regedzinski played in almost all
major competitions in Poland in the
years between the two World Wars, but
particularly excelled in team events.

Regedzinski was a member of the
Polish team at four chess Olympiads
(1928, 1933, 1937, and 1939) as well
as the unofficial chess Olympiad held
at Munich in 1936. He constantly
turned in outstanding results playing on
the lower boards behind players like
Rubinstein, Tartakover and Najdorf and
his record bears remembering.

Regedzinski scored 10/13 (+8 -1 =4)
at the Hague 1928, receiving the third
prize for best individual result (no
board order was known in those days).
In 1933 he played third board (+2 -1
=4) at Folkestone. At the unofficial
Olympiad in Munich in 1936, where the
Polish team took home silver medals,
he played third board (+9 -2 =7).
Stockholm 1937 saw him turn in his
best-ever result scoring an outstanding
11/13 (+10 -1 =2) to win the silver
medal for best reserve and third best
result overall. Regedzinski took home
the individual bronze medal (+6 -3 =4)
for board four for his performance at
BuenosAires 1939. Alltold, Regedzinski
won six team and individual Olympiad
medals plus the silver team medal at

Miinchen 1936. This has to be one of the
best career records.

During World War Il Regedzinski
played under the name Theodore Reger
(his father, of German origin, was born
with the last name Reger) in a number
of chess tournaments, including the 7th
German Championship at Bad
Oeynhausen 1940, where he finished
10th. In October 1941 he took 6th at
the 2nd General Government chess
tournament in Krakow/Warsaw won by
Alekhine and Paul Schmidt. He was
appointed by the German Army as an
interpreter because of his linguistic
skills (he spoke Polish, German,
Russian, English and French).

Regedzinski returned toLodzatthe end
of World War II and was arrested by
the newly appointed communist
authorities and sentenced to serve four
years in a heavy labor camp for
collaboration with the fascist regime.
The years spent in prison broke his
health but in 1952 Regedzinski at the
age of 58 not only managed to win the
championship of £.6dz (34 years after
his first victory in 1918!) but also
placed an honorable equal fifth (out of
22) in the Polish Championship at
Katowice. He died two years later from
heart disease.

(279) Rubinstein — Regedzitiski
1.6dz (2) 1927
English [A33]

1.c4 ¢c5 2.0f3 &c6 3.5Mc3 &) f6
4.d4 cxd4 5.Yxd4 e6 6.54db5
Ab4 7.a3 Qxc3+ 8.&4xc3 d5
9.cxd5 Hxd5 10.)xd5 exds 11.g3
0-0 12.2.g2 Qe6 13.0-0 d4 14.b4
b6 15.Qf4 Had8 16.¥¥d3 Hd7
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If 16...4d5, then 17.e4! dxe3? 18.4xdS
exf2+ 19.Bxf2 He7 20.LQe3 ¥c7
21.Exf7! BxdS 22 B xf8+ ®xf823.¢xh7,
or17...2e6 18.82acl, with the idea of bS
and f.c7, with advantage for White.

17.Bacl Hfd8 18.Hc5 4Ad5
19.5b5 a6 20.Q.xds5 HExds
21.Bxd5 Hxd5 22.%xa6 bxab
23.Hcl £)d8 24.Hc8 Hf8 25.4.c7
Fe7 26.H0.xd8+ Hxd8 27. Hxd8
Hxd8 28.%g2 Hd7 29.Hf3 Hc6
30.Ye4 b5 31.Hxd4 Pa4 32.e4
&xa3 33.%c5 Ya4 34.e5 a5
35.bxas &xas 36.f4 1-0

Leon Kremer (1901-1941) won the
Warsaw City Championship in 1929
and played sixth board for Poland (+14
—4=2)in the unofficial chess Olympiad
held at Munich in 1936 where he took
home silver medals for team and
individual results.

(280) Kremer — Rubinstein
Lodz (3) 1927
Réti [A06]

1.3 d5 2.b3 f6 3.4b2 QAf5
4.3 H)bd7 5.c4 €6 6.Q2.¢2 h6 7.0-
0 Ad6 8.d4 c6 9.5Hbd2 0-0
10.9e5 He411.f3 Hxd2 12. Y xd2
6 13.H)xd7 Wxd7 14.0.d3 H.xd3
15.%xd3 a5 16.Hael b5 17.c5?!
Q.c7 18.f4a419.b4 Hfe8 20. ¥g6
Wf7 21.Wg3 Whs 22.a3 Wf5 23.
Wh4 &e4 24.¥h3 He7 25.&%h5
Ph7 26. Hf3 Hg8 27.8h3? QA xf4
28.%h4 Q.c7 29.%h5 e5 30.Hf1
Wg6 31.%h4 exd4 32.Q.xd4 He4
33.%f2 Hge8 34.%f3 Q.e5 35.A.xe5
H8xe5 36.Hg3 We8 37.%f2 f5
38.5d1g5 39.Hd4 g4 0-1

The chess world owes a debt to Dawid
Daniuszewski (1885-1944) for his
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works Pierwyj almanach £.6dZinskogo
obszestwa liubitielej igry (written with
A. Mundt) and Ksiega Jubileuszowa
L 6dzkiego Towarzystwa Zwolennikow
Gry Szachowej 1903-1938 which cover
a lot of Rubinstein’s early career. Many
of Akiva’s results and games would be
lost if not for these two works.

Tony Gillam relates in Four Polish
Championships that Daniuszewski’s
other great achievement has turned into
a tragedy. “Over many years he col-
lected games played in Lodz (and
maybe elsewhere) in a manuscript said
to contain thousands of games. This
manuscript came into the hands of
Lothar Schmid, long after its author’s
death, but it was stolen from his carand
has never been seen again. The manu-
script was probably the only record of
many twentieth century Polish games.”

(281) Rubinstein — Daniuszewski
Lo6dz (4) 1927
Budapest [A52]

Notes by Rubinstein from Swiat
Szachowy, 1927.

1.d4 &Hf6 2.c4 e5 3.dxe5 g4
4.0f4

The theoretical continuations are 4.e4
or 4.2c3. White uses this variation,
because he has an innovation in mind.

4...Q b4+ 5.5d2 Hc6 6.H)gf3 We7

Another possibility is 6...f6 (an idea of
Griinfeld), against which White should
play 7.exf6 ¥xf6 8.g3 &xb2 9.4g2 0-
0 10.0-0, with good play.

7.a3 Qxd2+ 8. ¥xd2 Hgxe5
9.5)yxe5 Hyxes5 10.c5!!
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A very strong positional continuation,
with great significance for the variation
4.9f4. After this move all Black’s
forces are paralyzed. The continuation
10.c5 is played here for the first time
in the tournament practice.

10...0-0

Authors - According to Deutsche
Schachzeitung, 6/1927, better is
10...%xc5 11. Bcl ¥d6 12.%c3
&Hd3+ 13.exd3 Wxf4 14.¥xc7, etc.
Perhaps Rubinstein’s intended
12.%xd6 cxd6 13.g3, with strong
compensation for the pawn.

11.e3 He8 12.Hc1 a5

This move on the wing does not im-
prove Black’s position. Best was
12...d6 13.cxd6 cxd6, allowing an iso-
lated pawn.

13.Qe2 Wf6 14.0-0 b6 15.cxb6
Wxb6 16.%c3 Hc6 17.82fd1 HbS
18.Hd2 h6 19.h3 He7 20.Q.g84 f6

Black is truly in zugzwang!
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Rubinstein s visa for Poland
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21. Q.65 &f7 22.h4 g6 23.4b1 h5
24.%c2 f5 25.Qa2+ &g7
26.%c3+ 1-0

Because of 26..%h7 27.%e7 (threat-
ening Bxc6) 27..Bg7 28.%g5, with
inevitable mate.

(282) Tartakover — Rubinstein
todz (5) 1927
King’s Indian Attack [A07]

1.Hf3d52.b3 Q4f53.4b2eb6 4.83
h6 5.8.g2 Hd7 6.0-0 Hgf6 7.d3
Ne7 8.)bd2 0-0 9.Hel c6 10.e4
Ah7 11.%e2 a5 12.a3 Hc5
13.5)e5 He8 14.h3 Wc7 15.f4
Had8 16.&h1 HHfd7 17.%g4 Af8
18.)3xd7 Hxd7 19.f5 dxe4!
20.fxe6?

Better is 20.5xe4.
20...Hxe6 21.d4
If 21.5xe4 Hxed 22.dxed Egb, etc.

21...e3!1 22.dxc5 Hxd2 23.4.c1 h5!
24.%Wxh5 Hxc2 25.%h4 Qe7
26.%hs5 Qf6 27.Hxe3 Hxcl+
28.Hxc1l Hxe3 29.ég4 Hxg3
30.Hel1 Qg6 31.He8+ &Hh7
32.%d1 Wf4 33.%d6 Wf20-1

Moishe Chwojnik (1901-1962) played
four times in Olympiads. The first, the
Hague 1928, was for his native coun-
try. The other three, in 1952,1954, and
1956, were for his new homeland of
Israel where he played under the name
Menachem Oren.

(283) Rubinstein — Chwojnik
1.6dz (6) 1927
Nimzo-Indian [E32]
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Notes by Rubinstein (R) from Swiat
Szachowy, 1927, and Tartakover (T)
from Shakhmatny Listok, 10/1927.

1.d4 £)f6 2.c4 €6 3.Hc3!

(R) Practice shows that after 3.2f3 b6,
White’s chances to maintain the advan-
tage of the first move are very small.
(T) Rubinstein and Alekhine prefer this
move over 3.9f3.

3...0b4 4.%c2
(R) This is better than 4.&b3.
4...b6

[This dubious continuation gives up the
center. Black has at his disposal many
superior alternatives: 4... ¢5, 4...d5,
4...0-0 and 4...5¢6.]

5.e4 Q xc3+ 6.bxc3 d6 7.f4 A b7
8.e5! He4 9.5Yf3 f5

(T) I9...0-0 10.8d3 d5 11.cxd5 exd5
12.c4!, and Black is in trouble.

10.exf6!

(R) White has bishops and must open
roads for them.

10...5)x£6 11.5)g5

(T) White’s main slogan in this game
is, “Strike while the iron is hot!”

11...%e7 12.8d3 Hbd7 13.0-0 0-
0-0 14.Hel e5 15.Q.f5 &b8

(R) A little bit better was 15...g6 first,
but Black’s already bad game could no
longer to be saved.
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16.Q.a3 g6

(R) This allows a decisive combination.
(T) Overlooking a tactical miracle.
Some chances were offered by 16... 5.

e B K
A,ma/}

94 7

, /
ﬁ/*%/ /ﬁ/ﬁ
B2 &

17.dxe5! gxf5 18.exd 6l

(T) From a technical point of view the
text presents an interesting example of
double check to the queen!

18...%xel+

(R) Black can save the queen with
18...&g7, but then will lose both rooks
after 19.dxc7+.

19.Hxel cxd6 20.Q.xd6+ &Ha8
21. ¥ xf5 1-0

Paulin(o) Frydman (1905-1982), a
mainstay of Polish chess in the 1930s,
represented his country eight times in
chess Olympiads. Like teammate
Miguel Najdorf, he chose to stay in
Argentina, site of the 1939 Olympiad,
when World War II started. Frydman,
who drew a match with Rudolf
Spielmann (+0 —0 =5) in Warsaw in
1935, received the IM title in 1955 and
had a peak historical rating of 2500
according to Professor Elo.

Paulin Frydman and Friedman are
sometimes confused but that does not
look to be the case for Lodz 1927.
There are also some questions regard-
ing Rubinstein’s game versus Kolski
and Regedzinski.

Tony Gillam writes: “There are two
possible corrections to Rubinstein in
16dz 1927. It looks as though the game
Friedman-Rubinstein is really
Frydman-Rubinstein. Also Rubinstein-
Kolski may be Regedzinski-Kolski. In
the first case the source is
Daniuszwski’s book on £6dz 1937 for
Frydman-R, so that seems authoritative.
However in the Kolski game,
Rubinstein drew and Regedzinski won.
The final position has rook and five
pawns versus rook and four pawns
(Kolski Black). It does not look
resignable but if it is the Rubinstein
game then it was played in the last
round and a draw was more than
enough to win the championship.
Regedzinski played Kolski in round
five and I would have suspected him to
play on in that position. Odds favor it
being the Rubinstein game.”

(284) Frydman — Rubinstein
Lodz (7) 1927
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D20]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.)f3 dxc4 4.e4
c5 5. d5 exd5 6.exd5 HH)f6 7.Q.xc4
Ad6 8./)c3 0-0 9.0-0 a6 10.a4
A8411.985 NHbd7 12.5e4 Q.e5!
13.%b3 QA xf3 14. Wxf3 Wb6
15. Q. xf6 HY)xf6 16.H)xf6+ Q. xf6
17.Habl ¥d6 18.b3 Hab8 19.
Efd1 b5 20.0.f1 g6 21.g3 Hg7
22.axb5 axb5 23.Hd2 Hfd8
24 . HEbd1l Hd7 25.Ha2 Qd4
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26.Q4.82 b4! 27.%d3 He8 28.%f1
Hde7 29.4f3 He5 30.%a6?

This loses a pawn. White should play
30.Ea6 %e7 31.9g2.

30...Hxd5! 31. % xd6

If 31.8xdS Wxd5+ 32.8g1 Qxf2+.
.5
// / 1&1
» / /

/
// /§
a///

31...Hxd6 32.Qe2 Hf6 33.Q.c4
He3 34.H2dd2 h5 35.%g2 Hc3
36.2d3 g5 37.Hxc3 bxc3 38.Hf1?
A xf2!39.He2

398 xf2 c2 wins.

39...0.d4 40.%d3 Hf3+ 41.Fed
He3+ 42.&d5 He5+ 43.8c6 g4
44.3b5 £5 45.0.d3 Hf6 46.Fc4
Agl! 47.Fxc3 Hgs5 48.&c4 f4
49.Ha6 fxg3 50.hxg3 h4 51.EHg6+
&hs5 52.8Hd6 h3 53.Hd8 h2
54.2h8+ &g5 55.4f1 He4+
56.%d5 He3 0-1

Rubinstein’s only loss in the champi-
onship, to the tail-ender Kleczynski, is
a strange affair. Havingwon a pawn for
free in the opening, Akiva inexplica-
bly sacrifices the exchange and is
ground down. Jan Kleczynski (1875-
1939) was a Polish writer, art critic,
journalist and chess master. The son of
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the famous Polish pianist who was one
of the best Warsaw chess masters in the
19th century, Jan Kleczynski Jr. played
in numerous Warsaw city champion-
ships starting in the late 1890s. He
wrote a weekly chess column for the
Kurier Warszawski (1897-1939). Jan
Kleczynski died of a heart attack dur-
ing the bombing of Warsaw at the end
of September 1939.

(285) Rubinstein — Kleczyiski
Lodz (8)1927
Dutch [A80]

1.d4 15 2.e3 N6 3.0.d3 86 4.f4b6
5.2f3 8 b7 6.0-0 A.g7 7.5\bd2 0-
08.We2 He4 9.9 xe4 fxed 10.5)g5
e6 11.gxe4 HNc6 12.¢c3 He?
13.)85 h6 14.5)h3 ¢5 15.0f3
W8 16.e4? Qa6 17.%d1 Qxf1
18.Hxf1 cxd4 19.cxd4 Wc4+
20.%e2 Hac8 21.%xc4 Hxc4
22.b3 Hc2 23.Q.e3 d5 24.e5 Hfc8
25.9el H2c7 26.5Hd3 Ec3 27.8Hd1
Of5 28.4f2 Hf8 29.8d2 Qa3
30..)g1 a5 31.g4 Hg7 32.5e2
H3c6 33.&el &h7 34.0h4 Hf8
35.Q.f6 He8 36.2.h4 Hf7 37.Q.f2
£Hc7 38.4.e3 b5 39.&d1 HNc3+
40.Hxc3 Hxc3 41.Qf2 Qe7
42.Qe3 g5 43.Ye2 gxf4 44.5\xf4
085 45.)g2 A xe3 46.5\xe3 Hf4
47.h4 h5 48.gxh5 Hxh4 49.5)g2
He4+ 50.9f2 Hh6 51.82d1 &xh5
52.8h1+ &g5 53.Hel Hgb
54.5)f3 Hf4 55.5h3 &f5 56.8g2
Hc2+ 57.9g1 &g4 0-1 [Kurjer
Warszawski, May 8, 1927]

Rubinstein’s ninth round win over
Henryk Friedman is missing. A many-
time champion of his hometown of
Lvov, Friedman played for the bronze-
medal winning Polish team at the 1935
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Warsaw Olympiad. The following year
he again played for Poland’s national
team which took home the silver med-
als at Munich. Friedman’s best indi-
vidual result mayhavebeen his victory
atthe 19th Trebitsch Memorial (Vienna
1936) ahead of Opocensky and
Spielmann. He waskilled in Auschwitz
in 1942 according to some sources
(Gaige gives 1943).

Moishe Hirschbein, who defeated
Samuel Factor in a match (+4 -2 =4)
in 1917, was an active tournament
player between thetwo World Wars. He
died in the LodzZ ghetto in 1940.

(286) Rubinstein — Hirschbein
Lodz (10) 1927
Queen’s Gambit Declined D64

Notes by Tartakover from Shakhmatny
Listok, 10/1927.

1.d4 ©Hf6 2.c4€6 3.5)c3 d5 4.Q2.85
Ae75.e3 H)bd7 6.5Xf3 0-0 7.Ec1
c6 8.%c2

Rubinstein lives up to his move, intro-
duced into tournament practice with
brilliance in the game Rubinstein-
Znosko-Borovsky, St. Petersburg 1909.

8...He8

It is still not clear which answer is
Black’s best: 8...a6, 8...h6, or even
8...dxc4. 8...5e4, introduced by Wollf,
is coming into fashion.

9.a3!
Much better than 9.2.d3, and the best

way to continue in the fight for the
tempo.

9..h6

Not considered the best because of
10.4f4! Theory continues 9...a6 10.
Ah4 (a fight for tempo!) 10...h6!, and
Black’s defensive plan is acceptable.

10.Q.f4!

Played with a tendency toward block-
ade. For example, in case of 10...a6,
11.c5! follows with advantage, because
the opponent has no possibilities for
...e6-e5.

10...dxc4 11.Q.xc4 £Hb6 12.Q.a2
Adé6

Under the slogan of simplification. But,
as we shall soon see, this only simpli-
fies the opponent’s victory. Consistent,
of course, was 12...2bd5.

13.Q.xd6 ¥xd6 14.0-0 »Hbd7

With the vain hope for ...e6-e5. Even
here 14...2bd5 was preferable.

15.5fd1! ¥e7 16.H\e5 L xe5
Against 16...c5 (an attempt for extri-
cation), White has the beautiful refuta-
tion 17.2b5 Hd8 18.&Hc7 EbS8
19.0xf7!! &xf7 20.£Hxe6, winning.
17.dxes Qg4

Better was 17...2d7.

18.Q.b1 g6 19.He4 H)xe5 20. ¥ c3!
Hd7

Forced. If 20...f6 21.f4, etc.

21.BExd7!
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An object lesson in how to make the
most of a weak f6-square.

21...Q.xd7 22.5f6+ 1-0

Rubinstein’s draws with Black against
Abram Blass fromround 11 is missing.
He had a bye in round twelve.

Moishe Lowcki (1881-1940) was one
of the better Polish players for over
three decades in a career that stretched
from the Russian Championship in
1903 to the Polish Championship of
1937. Professor Elo has his best five
year average at 2440. Tomasz
Lissowski writes that Lowcki,
Przepiorka and Kohn, were arrested in
a Warsaw chess café in January 1940
and were killed in a mass execution
some time before April 1940 in
Kampinos Forest near the city.

(287) Rubinstein — Lowcki
Lodz (13) 1927
Queen’s Pawn A47

1.d4 e6 2.e3 c5 3.0 f3 Hf6 4.b3 b6
5.9b2 Qe7 6.)bd2 Qb7 7.a3 0-
0 8.4d3 d6 9.0-0 &)bd7 10.c4
WWc7 11.Bcl Hfd8 12. %e2 H\f8
13.e4 Hg6 14.g3 e5 15.d5 Q.c8
16.5el Qh3 17.5g2 Wc8 18.f3
Hhs 19.8f2 Qg5 20.Hel HfS
21.f1 QA xg2 22.Exg2 ¥h3
23.5e3 Q. xe3+ 24. % xe3 He7
25.5f2 g6 26.4f1 Wd7 27.f4 £6
28.h3 Hae8 29.&Hh2 &H)f5
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30.exf5! exf4 31.gxf4! Hxe3
32.EHxe3 Wxf533.Q.d3 ¥d7 34.f5
g5 35.He6 Hf7 36.Q4.c1 Hng7
37.Hfe2h6 38.2.b2 Hh5 39.H2e4
Ph7 40.Q.e2 Hg7 41.A.xf6 b5
42.0xg7 Hxg7 43.Q4h5 bxc4
44.f6+1 Hf8 45.He7! Hxe7
46.fxe7+ ¥xe7 47.Hxe7 Hxe7 48.
bxcsd Hf6 49.983 Hes5 50.Hg4!
&d4 51.9f5 Hxcd 52.Heb6 Hb3
53.Yxd6 c4 54.He5 1-0

Rubinstein’s draw with Black against
Stanistaw Kohn from round thirteen
is missing.

Jakub (Josek) Kolski was one of the
strongest players in£. 6dz in the 1920s and
30s. His greatest success was tying for
2nd-3rd with Reuben Fine behind
Tartakower at£.6dz 1935. He died o f star-
vation in the Warsaw ghetto in 1942.

(288) Rubinstein — Kolski
1.6dz (14) 1927
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D55]

1.c4 6 2.5)c3 d5 3.d4 £Hf6 4.Q.85
Ae7 5.e3 0-0 6.3 He4d 7.Q.xe7
Wxe78.%c2c69.0.d3£510.0-0 Hd7
11.Hael g6 12.5)d2 Hixc3 13. &xc3
€5 14.cxd5 cxd5 15.%b3 &f7

ETL0 E
”//a/a/:
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¢y ///////”I/Q?f/ éy ,,,//4, <
/ﬁé% & HR;

16.e4 fxe4 17.5) xe4 exd4 18.)g5
Hcs5 19.%b5 ¥c7 20.b4 Hxd3
21. ¥ xd5+ Hh8 22. W xd4+ Wg7
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23.%xd3 4.f524.%Yb3 h6 25.H)e6
A xe6 26.Hxe6 Hae8 27.EHfel
EHxe6 28.Wxe6 Hh7 29.h3 Wf7
30.%e7 b6 31.b5 h5 32.h4 &g8

33.He2 Hc8 34.%g5 Hc7 35.a4
Yh7 36.f3 Wc4 37.Hed Wcel+
38.%h2 ¥xg5 39.hxg5 &g7
40.He6 Bd7 41.Fh3 1-%

Warsaw, May 8-12, 1927

4 T

Kohn
Makarczyk
Tartakover
Rubinstein

W -

1
X
0
1
0

1

Y2
Vs
X

2
1%
1%

1

3
0
1
X

Nox =N

Ya

This tournament was the greatest suc-
cess of Dr. Stanistaw Kohn’s (1895-
1940) chess career.

Note that the starting date for this event
is the same as the last day for the Pol-
ish Championship. This seems like it
is cutting things awfully close, though
the cities of Warsaw and £6dz are less
than 100 miles apart and the day may
have been used for closing and open-
ing ceremonies.

(289) Kohn — Rubinstein
Warsaw (1) May 8, 1927
Queen’s Pawn [D02]

Notes by Lowcki from Swiat Szachowy,
1927.

1.d4d5 2.)f3c63.4f4 Qf5 4.e3
€65.Q0d3 D6 6.Q.xf5 exf5 7.%d3
g6 8.c4 Hbd7 9.HHc3 dxc4
10.¥xc4 Qg7 11.%b4? b6
12.%c4 0-0 13.0-0 c5 14.5)b5 a6
15.d6 Hed 16.Hyxe4 fxed
17.5)e5

Better was 17.£g5 cxd4 18.5Hxe4.

17...2xe5 18.dxe5 ¥c6 19.Hfd1
b5 20.¥c2 Hfd8 21.Hd4
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Winning the e4-pawn is a bad idea,
because White must return the pawn
later. Better was 21.5 d6, but Black still
retains the advantage.

21...Hac8 22.Hxe4 Hd5 23.f3
Hcd8 24.5Hd4 Hxd4 25.exd4 Hxd4
26.Qe3 Ec4 27.82d1 Q. xe5

Mate follows 27...BExc2? 28.2d8+ Af8
29.4h6.

28.2d8+ &g7 29.%d2 h5 30.b3
Hc3 31.4h6+ $h7 32.4f8 g5!
33.%xg5 &g6! 34. % xe5??

Losing immediately, but instead of
playing the winning move Rubinstein
answers with another blunder.

-
»n

11
7 u oy Py
// ///é

e'n's

/
//%//5//

34...Hc1+??
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Black wins by 34...&bl+! 35.&f2
Wb2+! 36.8g3 Bxf3+.

35.Hf2 EHc2+ 36.FHe3 Hxa2
37.82d61-0

K. Makarczyk — Rubinstein
Warsaw (2) May 10, 1927
Draw (Missing)

(290) Rubinstein — Tartakover
Warsaw (3) May 12, 1927
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D55]

Notes by Tartakover from My Best
Games of Chess, 1905-1930.

1.d4 d5 2.)f3 HHf6 3.c4 €6 4.5\c3
He75.Q85 Hbd7 6.e3 c6

Instead of the normal line 6...0-0 7.Bc1
c6, etc., Black first deliberately
strengthens his d5-pawn.

7.Hcl Hed

An enterprising variation, in which the
struggle for the respective outposts (e5
and e4) constitutes the motivating idea
of all later operations.

8.4 xe7 ¥xe7 9. %c2 5 10.H e5

Black has the advantage after 10.cxd5
exd5 11.8xd5 cxd5 12. ¥xc8+ Hxc8
13.Bxc8+ &f7 14.Exh8 Wb4+.

10...0-0 11.8.d3 Ef6 12.f3 Hixc3
13. ¥xc3 Eh6 14.g3! g5 15.0-0
Hf6 16. e4 fxe4 17.fxe4 Hxf1+
18.Hxf1 &ixe5 19.dxe5 Wc5+
20.9g2 d4 21.%d2 Wxe5 22. %12

According  to Soultanbéieff
(L’Echiquier, 1927), 22.%b4!, deserved
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attention, for example: 22... ¢5??
23.%b5, winning at least a piece, or
22..%g7 23.%d6 Ad7 24.e5, regain-
ing the pawn with advantage.

22...%g7 23.e5 c5 24.Wf3 g4
25.%e4 Hb8! 26.5f6

[If 26.Ef4, then 26...b5!, as in the game.]
26...b5 27.%f4

White has concentrated all his batter-
ies on the kingside and threatens

28.Q4 xh7+!. But Black is able to con-
struct an artificial defense.

27...bxc4

But not 27...24b7+ 28.&gl bxc4
29.8xh7+ ¥xh7 30.%g5+, after which
White wins the queen in the most ad-
vantageous way, since activity by the
black rook is excluded, whereas after
the text move its role on the open b-
file becomes all-important.

28.Q. xh7+ &xh7 29.5f7

Already relishing the victory, but “be-
tween the cup and the lip...”

29...Hxb2+

At first sight this appears only one spite
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check (or perhaps a few), but appear-
ances are deceiving.

30.&g1

T

m mil R

T Wi

>

%.t

// /// i
%%7
//

And not immediately 30...Bbl+?, as
31.2f2 Bb2+ 32.&el wins.

31.Wf6 Eb1+
Now this works, since Black has mean-
while constructed a cage round the ad-

verse king.

32.Hf2 Hb2+ 33.%Hel Hbl+
34.9f2

Useless would be 34.®@e2 Qab+
35.%f2 Bb2+, etc.

34...Hb2+ %-Y

30...c3!
1928

Bad Kissingen, August 12-25, 1928

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 T
1  Bogoljubow x 0 % 1 % 1 % 1 1 1 1 Vi 8
2 Capablanca 1 x % % % % 1 % 1 0 % 1 7
3 Euwe v % x 1 % 1 0 1 0 % % 1 6%
4  Rubinstein o %» 0 x 1 % 1 1 % % % 1 6%
5 Nimzowitsch % % % 0 x % % 0 Y% 1 1 1 6
6 Réti 0o % 0 % % x 1 % % % 1 Y% 5%
7 Tartakower 2 0 1 0 %» 0 x 1 % % Y% % 5
8 Marshall o % o0 0 1 % 0 x 1 1 Yo W 5
9 Yates o 0 1 % % % % 0 x Y% Y% 1 5
10 Spielmann 0o 1 % % 0 % % 0 % x Y% Y 4%
11 Tarrasch 0 % % %% 0 0 Y% % Y% % x Y% 4
12 Mieses o 0 0 0 0 % Y% % 0 Y% Y x 3

Capablanca’s first major event since
losing the world championship saw
Bogoljubow emerge with one of his
greatest triumphs. Rubinstein finished
strongly with three wins and a draw in
his last four games but earlier losses to
the tournament winner and Euwe held
him back.

(291) Rubinstein — Mieses
Bad Kissingen (1) 1928
Benoni [A60]

Notes by Rubinstein from Shakhmaty,
9/1928.

1.d4 c5

Theoretically, this move is not quite
correct, but from a practical standpoint
it offers chances. In this opening White
is obliged to make several moves with
pawns. This creates some weaknesses
and his position becomes, to some ex-
tent, “hanging,” which opens possibili-
ties for Black’s counterattack.
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2.d5 d6 3.c4 g6 4.83 Ag7 5.482
Hf6 6.e4 0-0 7.0e2 Nbd7 8.f4
Hb6 9. ¥c2 €6 10.0-0 exd5

Better was 10...2e8 first, in which case
White will have some difficulties with
the development of the queen knight.

11.cxd5 He8 12.5)bc3 Qg4 13.h3
Axe214.5)xe2 We7 15.)c3 H)hs
16.Hh2 Q xc3?

Black is playing to win a pawn, but this
requires exchanging the bishop which
guards the castled position. Such an ex-
change of'the fianchettoed bishop is very
often fatal, as proves to be the case here.

17.bxc3 f6

It looks like White should lose a pawn,
because 18.Eel fails to 18...£xd5. But
as it turns out, the weakened Black
kingside is not able to resist the attack
of White’s queen bishop. White’s first
step is to open the important diagonal
for the bishop.

E/ R
I/ &1/1
a X At

. A% / /
/ /ﬁ /
/ % /ﬁiﬁ
//*%// //A,
N 7K /

18.c4! Hxe4 19.Q b2 h6 20.Hael
f5 21.g4! ®h7 22.gxf5 gxf5
23.Hgl Hg8 24.Q xe4 1-0

(292) Rubinstein — Tarrasch
Bad Kissingen (2) 1928
Nimzo-Indian [E38]
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1.d4 Df6 2.c4 e6 3.Dc3 Qb4
4.%c2c55.dxc5 QA.xc5 6.3 Hcb
7.085 Qe7 8.e4 Wa59.4d2 Wc7
10.8.e2 0-0 11.0-0 d6 12.Hacl
A.d7 13.8fd1 Hac8 14.Qf4 He5
15.5)xe5 dxes5 16.2.e3 Wb8 17.a3
.c618.b4 b6 19.f3 HfdS8 20.%b3
Bxd1+ 21.Hxd1 Hd8 22.Hxd8+
Wxd8 23.0d1 A7 24.,)\b2 ¥c7
25..)d3 Q4 b7 26.Hf1 a6 27.\b2
Lf828.5Ha4 He829.c5 Q xe2+ 30.
YHxe2 bxc5 %-Ys

(293) Capablanca — Rubinstein
Bad Kissingen (3) 1928
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D20]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.e4 c5 4.)f3
cxd4 5. % xd4 Wxd4 6.H)xd4 Qd7
7.8.xc4 a6 8.5)c3 e6 9.0-0 Hcb
10.Q.e3 Hc811. f e2 &H)f612.Hacl
HNe713.8fd1 Hxd4 14.8 xd4 H.c6
15.f3 0-0 16.Hf2 Hfd8 17.Q4.b6
Exd1l 18.5H)xd1 Qd7 19. Hxc8+
A xc8 20.5H)e3 HHd7 21.4.d4 b5
22.a3 &Hf8 23.)c2 e5 24.Qa7
A.c5+25.Q.xc5+ Hxc5 26.b4 Had
27.Fe3 Qe628.Hd2 Pe7 29.He3
Xd6 30.0d3 £6 31.Q.e2 -V

(294) Rubinstein — Spielmann
Bad Kissingen (4) 1928
Queen’s Pawn [A46]

1.d4 e6 2.e3 Hf6 3..5f3 c5 4.b3
cxd4 5.exd4 b6 6.4b2 {b7
7.5bd2 He7 8.c4 0-0 9.4d3 d6
10.0-0 bd7 11.Hel He8 12.50f1
ds5 13.a3 He4 14.Hcl f5 15.b4
dxc4 16.Q.xc4 §d6 17.5He5 a6
18.£183 b5 19. 2.b3 £yxg3 20.hxg3
D6 21.H)c6 Wd7 22.He5 ¥d8
23.5c6 Wd7 24.5)e5 ¥Wd8 25.5\c6
Wd7 %-%
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(295) Euwe — Rubinstein
Bad Kissingen (5) 1928
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D66]

1.5)f3 d5 2.c4 €6 3.d4 H)Hf6 4.0.85
&Hbd7 5.e3 Q.e7 6.5c3 0-0 7.Hcl
c6 8.8.d3 a6 9.cxd5 exd5 10.0-0
He811. %b3 h6 12. 44 Hh5??

TAEETS
¥ /m /
5//{/”//%5
. g =

AN

/QQV // //

//4' / |
/ﬁ%

13.)xd5! Hxf4

White wins the queen after 13...cxd5
14.A.c7. Today this is a well known
opening trap. That Rubinstein could fall
into this trap once is bad enough but
check out his game with Alekhine from
San Remo 1930 (game 382). Such in-
cidents support the view that players
that learn the game later (as did
Rubinstein in his mid-teens) are much
more likely to blunder as chess is not a
native language for them.

14.Hxf4 H.d6 15.He2 b6
16.55d2 ¥xb3 17.55xb3 &Hf6
18.5c5 &Hd7 19.He4s AfS8
20.0)2g3 g6 21.Hc2 Hd8 22.Q.c4
b6 23.Q b3 a5 24.a3 a4 25.H.a2
&g7 26.8fcl Hds5 27.Hc5 HHb6
28.5d3 Qd7 29.h4 h5 30.H)es
Ne8 31.He4 f6 32.Hd3 Af7
33.Q.xf7 &xf7 34.Hecs5 Ha7
35.8b1 &£d7 36.Hc4 &Hxc5
37.5yxc5 Q.xc5 38.EHxc5 &eb

39.Hbcl Hd5 40.Hxd5 &xds
41.Hc5+ &d6 42. 11 Hab 43.Fe2
Hb6 44.Hc2 BEb3 45.%d2 Peb
46.8c1 Hf5 47.Hc4 g5 48.hxg5
fxg5 49.Hxa4 HbS5 50.Hb4 Has
51.2xb7 h452.&d2 g4 53.&e2c5
54.2h7 &g5 55.f4+ 1-0

(296) Rubinstein — Yates
Bad Kissingen (6) 1928
Nimzo-Indian [E46]

1.d4 HH)f6 2.c4 €6 3.H)c3 QA b4 4.e3
0-0 5.5)ge2 d5 6.a3 Q.e7 7.cxd5
exd5 8. HNf4 He89.0.d3c610.0-0
£Hbd7 11.£3 Hf8 12.g4 A.d6 13.b3
¥c7 14.h3 Qd7 15.5g2 Heb
16. 4 b2 £HH)g5 17.h4 Hh3+ 18.Hh1
A.8319.%d2 Q xg4 20. fxg4 H)xg4
21.Q15 Hgf2+ 22.H8xf2 Hyxf2+
23.9g1 g6 24.5)e2 He4 25. Q. xe4
Ah2+26.%h1 Hxe4 27.5f1 Ad6
28.5\ef4 Hae8 29.Hf3 WYWe7
30.%f2 O xa3 31.Qxa3 Wxa3
32.h3 f5 33. Hhf4 &f8 34.Hg3
H4e7 35.8g1 ¥f6 36.2f3 &h8
37.4d3 Ef8 38.,\gf4 a5 39.5h3
Ha8 40.%b2 b5 41.%Hf2 a4 42.
Wa3 Hea7 43.b4 Hg8 44.5)e5 He8
45. »fd3 Hg7 46.%c1 Hc8
47.50f4 Hgc7 48.Hh1 ¥dé6
49.50fd3 Ha8 50.%c5 ¥xc5
51.bxc5 He8 52..)b4 He6 53. He2
g7 54.Hd3 Hf6 55.EHgl Hc8
56.0d7+ ®e7 57.He5 &f6
58.))d7+ &g7 59.2e5 h6 60.Hg2
Hc7 61.&c3 Hc8 62.Hgl Hf6
63.5)bxc6 Efxc6 64.H)xc6 Excb
65.HYb4 Heb6 66.&Hxb5 Hxe3
67.Hcla3 68.c6 a2 (D)

69.Ha1
Not 69.c7 Ee8 70.&c6 g5 71.2d7 Bf8

72.c8(%) BExc8 73.%xc8 g4! and the
pawns are too fast.
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69...Hc370.Exa2f4 71.Hb6£372.c7
g5 73.hxg5 hxg5 74.Ha3 Hxc7 75.
Exf3! Jf7 76.Hg3 g6 77.Fc6 Bf5
78. £d6 h5 79.Heb VY2

(297) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
Bad Kissingen (7) 1928
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D29]

1.d4 d5 2.2Yf3 ¢5 3.c4 dxc4 4.e3
Hf65.Q xc4 €6 6.0-02a6 7. %e2bs5
8.4b3 Ab79.a4 b4 10.2d1 H)bd7
11.54bd2 cxd4 12.exd4 fQe7
13.9c4 0-0 14.5\ce5 Hds5?!

Better is 14...a5.

15.a5! £Y7f6 16.Q.d2 Hc8 17.Q.c4
¥d6 18.24d3 Q.d8 19.Ha4 Qe7
20.Haal Qd8 21.%el Qe7
22.5c4 ¥b8 23.Hfe5 HfdS
24.%e2 a7 25.Q0e3 HH)xe3?

According to Spielmann (Shakhmaty,
9/1928) and Tartakover (tournament
book), this is the decisive mistake.
Black should play 25...Ec7 instead.

26.fxe3 Hf8 27.H)b6 Hc7 28.Hf1
Nd6 29.Hf2 Qe7 30.Hafl Hd8
31.EHf4 £d5 32.Qxh7+! &xh7
33.Wh5+ &g8 34. Hg6! 1-0
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(298) Rubinstein — Nimzowitsch
Bad Kissingen (8) 1928
Nimzo-Indian [E32]

Notes by Rubinstein from Shakhmaty,
9/1928.

1.d4 & f6 2.c4 €6 3.55c3 QA b4
4.%c2 Q xc3+

Nimzowitsch used this immediate ex-
change several times in Bad Kissingen,
but it offers no more chances than the
other known systems.

5. %xc3 He4 6.%c2 d5 7.e3 ¢5
8.dxc5 Hc6 9.3 0-0

Later analysis has shownthat Black, by
playing 9...&7a5+ 10.2d2 ¥xc5 11.Ecl
Hxd2 12.¥xd2 dxc4 13. Axc4 We7,
could obtain an equal position. This
means an improvement for White’s
play should be sought in the previous
moves. Maybe 7.2f3 (instead of 7.e3)
is better, or even the capture with the
pawn, 5.bxc3.

10.9d2 %e7 11.Hcl ¥xc5
12.cxd5 ¥xc2 13.Hxc2 exd5

The situation is clear to a certain de-
gree. Black is better developed, but he
has an unpleasant isolated pawn on d5.
White has a small advantage and his
next move is awk-ward to meet.

14.Q.b5! Q.d7 15.9.xc6 bxc6!?

A tactical move, to the letter “a la
Nimzowitsch!” A more calm answer is
15...8xc6, but then the bishop on c6
will assume the role of supernumerary,
while White’s knight will be posted on
the excellent d4-square.
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16.5e5 Q15 17.5xc6 Hfe8

The complications after 17...Hxf2
18.He7+ Fh8 19.Hxf5 Hxhl 20.He2
are in White’s favor.

18.Hc1 a5

A gambling move. Now it is no good
for White to capture this pawn, as after
19.24xa5 Ad7 20.b4 Hd6, Black re-
ceives chances for a draw. Also after
19.4.xa5, d4! deserves attention.

19.f3 £d6 20.Q.xa5?

An error in severe time-trouble. The
right choice was 20.2xa5 d4 21. e2
dxe3 22.4b4 Hbs5, and White has a
decisive material advantage.

20...d4?

Black was also in zeitnot and missed
his opportunity. By playing 20...5c4!,
he would have had very good drawing
chances. After the text move his posi-
tion is hopeless. The next ten moves
were played by both sides at record-
breaking speed.

21.0b4 Hxe3+ 22.%Hf2 Exa2
23.8xd6 Hxb2+ 24.&g3 Ad7
25.5xd4 h5 26. Hhel g5 27.h3
Hd3 28.Hcd1l Hc3 29. He7 Qa4
30.Hal h4+ 31.&g4 Hc4 32. Q.e5
1-0

(299) Réti — Rubinstein
Bad Kissingen (9) 1928
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D20]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.e4 c5 4.5)f3
cxd4 5. % xd4 ¥Wxd4 6.5Hyxd4 Qd7
7.8xc4 a6 8.Q.e3 e6 9.Hd2 Hc6

10.H)xc6 Q.xc6 11.£3 Hf6 12.Hf2
fQe7 13.54b3 0-0 14.Ha5 Hfc8
15.Hacl Q.e8 16.Q.e2 b5 17..)b3
&Hd7 18.f4 €5 19.83 A.£6 20. Exc8
Exc8 21.Hc1 Hxcl 22.Q xc1 Hf8
23.f5 e7 24.Qe3 Hd6 25.)d2
Hc5 26.b4 Hasd 27.8d1 Hc3
28.4b3 A.d8 29.h4 a5 30.Q.c5+
c6 31.a3 Qb6 32. H.xb6 Hxb6
33.Fe3 f6 34.Hd3 axb4 35.axb4
Ha4 36.0f1 Hc6 37.84 h6
38.)d2 &H b6 39.Q0e6 Hc7
40.3b3 Has 41.84d5 &d6
42.a5 Hb6 43.Hb7+ Fe7
44.0b3 Hc8 45.9Hc5 4Hd6
46.Q8.d5 ¥:-%,

(300) Rubinstein — Tartakover
Bad Kissingen (10) 1928
Budapest [A52]

Notes by Rubinstein from Shakhmaty,
9/1928.

1.d4 &H)f6 2.c4 e5

It takes a lot of courage to play thisin a
tournament game.

3.dxe5 Hg4 4.Qf4

I prefer this variation, but 4.e4 or 4.2c3
are also very good, possibly even more
aggressive.

4... A b4+ 5.50d2 Hcb6 6.Hgf3 £6
7.exf6 ¥xf6 8.g3

I believe this move is a novelty and may
cause the variation to be re-evaluated.

8...%xb29.4.¢g2 d6 10.0-0 0-0

[According to Tartakover, Black should
play 10...2f5, and if 11.e4 Ad7, fol-
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lowed by ...0-0-0. In our opinion, White
also stands better in this position.]

11.)b3 W16 12.5)g5! h6 13.H\e4
Wf7 14.a3 Qa5 15.5Yxa5 Hxas
16.h3 {§e5 17.¢c5!

A very important move! It demolishes
the opponent’s position.

17...85

The grave consequences of this weaken-
ing will soon be seen. But Black has no
other defensive alternative. If, for ex-
ample, Black cannot capture the f4-pawn
after 17...9g6 18.cxd6 Hxf4 19.gxf4.

18.4.d2!

This move sacrifices an exchange,
which Black does not accept.

18...d5

The positional sense of Tartakover sug-
gests to him that after the win of the
exchange by 18...8b3 19.cxd6 Hxal
20.A.c3! (or even the simple 20.¥xal)
White’s attack is irresistible. But the
move played is also inadequate, be-
cause the king’s position is hopelessly
weakened.

19.)xg5 hxg5 20.Q.xa5 Qeb
21.Q.c3 &H)c6 22.%d2 W5 23.g4
Wf4 24.Q.xd5 Q.xd5 25. % xd5+
Dh7 26.e3 Uf3 27.%xg5 ¥xh3
28.4g7+! 1-0

(301) Marshall — Rubinstein
Bad Kissingen (11) 1928
Semi-Slav [D31]

1.d4 d5 2.0f3 c6 3.c4 €6 4.)c3
dxc4 5.e3 b5 6.a4 b6 7.axb5
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cxb5 8.5he5 Qb7 9.b3 Qb4
10.94d2 &Hf6 11.bxc4 bxc4
12.9)xc4 ¥d8 13.Wa4+ Hcb
14.5e5 Q. xc3 15.8xc3 0-0
16.Q0a6 Qxa6 17.HHxc6 Yc7
18.d5! Ab7 19.Q.xf6 gxf6
20.Wg4+ HhS8 21.Wh4 Hgs
22.Wxf6+ Hg7 23.0-0 Wd7
24.5)e5 ¥yxd5 25.f3 &g8 26.Hfd1
Wces 27.8Hd8+ Hxd8 28. W xd8+
Wf8 29.H2d1 h5

30. %62

White has a considerable advantage
after 30.%h4! — Tartakover.

30...%c5!

But now Black has the advantage!
Rubinstein’s play from here till the end
is excellent.

31.%d8+ &Hh7 32.%d3+ f5!
33.5d7 We7 34.e4 fxe4 35.fxe4
Ac6! 36.e5+ Hh8! 37.5)f6 Wc5+
38.%d4 Hxg2+ 39.%f1 ¥bs+
40.2d3 Hd2! 41.%d8+ QeS8
42. % xe8+ Wxe8 43.Hxd2 Wbs+
44.He2 h4 45.%f2 &g7 46.He4
Wb2+ 47.He2 W3 48.He3 Wd2+
49.He2 ¥f4+50.&g2h3+51.%gl
wf3 52.82f2 ¥d1+ 53.85f1 &d4+
54.Hf2 ¥xe5 55.H)g4 WWd4
56.%h1 We4+ 0-1
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Berlin, October 10-29, 1928

3 4 5 6 7 T

1 2
1 Capablanca x W
2 Nimzowitsch %)% x
3 Spielmann Wa 1%
4 Tartakower Y% Y%
5 Rubinstein 02 01
6 Réti 00 00
7 Marshall 00 0%

e B 12 11 11 8%
02 nAh 10 11 1% 7
x 0% 11 0% %A 6%
12 x 00 0% 'l 5%
00 11 x 01 0% S
1> 12 10 x %A S
“ee Y0 1% BAa o x 4%

Note: Tarrasch withdrew from the tour-
nament after the third round (after losses
to Rubinstein and Tartakover, and an ad-
journed game against Capablanca with
chances for a draw), because of poor
health; so his results were not included
in the final crosstable.

The tournament in Berlin, sponsored by
the newspaper Berlin Tagesblatt, was a
very strong double-round event with no
weak players. Rubinstein’s score of mi-
nus two really should have been fifty
percent but for an inexplicable loss on
time on the last move of the time control
to Marshall in round six. The position was
clearly winning for Akiva and he had
twenty minutes for his last move!

(302) Réti — Rubinstein

Berlin (1) October 10, 1928

Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]
Notes by Réti from Shakhmaty, 11/1928.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.)c3 c6 4.3 &HHf6
5.0f3 Hbd7 6.0.d3 dxc4 7.Q.xc4 a6

7...b5 leads to the Meran variation,
which recently has been considered to
be in White’s favor.

8.a4! ¢5 9.0-0 Qe7 10.%e2 0-0
11.2d1 Wc7 12.9.a2! b6 13.e4!
Ab7 14.e5 Hg4

The other retreats are worse: 14...
He8 15.d5!, or 14...0d5 15.Hxd5
followed by e6, in both cases with
advantage for White.

:’/
& //

15.8.f4!

With this move White sacrifices a pawn
and Black has nothing better than to
accept it. The immediate 15.d5 gives
White nothing, for example,
15..gxe5 16.5xe5 ¥xe5 17.%xe5
Hixe5 18.dxeb fxeb 19. Axeb+ Lh8.

15...cxd4
17.Hac1!

16.5)yxd4 Hgxes5

The point of the combination. The di-
rect 17.90xeb6 fxe6 18.Axeb6+ h8
19.Exd7 fails to 19...53+ 20.%¥xf3
wxd7!

17..f3+
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Forced, because after 17...¥b8, White
wins by 18.5xe6.

18. % xf3 Q xf3 19.Q xc7 QA.xd1
20.Hxd1 Hfc8 21.£)xe6 1-0 (Time)

(303) Rubinstein — Tarrasch
Berlin (2) October 11, 1928
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D06]
Notes by Kmoch.

1.c4 ¢c5 2.)4f3 &) f6 3.d4 cxd4
4.5Yxd4 d5 5.cxd5 H)yxdS5 6.e4 Hf6
7.)c3 e5 8..)db5

At St. Petersburg 1909, against Mieses,
White played 8.2b5+, and the compari-
son of the two games is interesting. The
text move is two-edged. [For another
example of 8.2db5 see Rubinstein-Réti,
Budapest 1926, game 249]

8... ¥ xd1+?

A grave and, in fact, decisive error, as
the resulting ending proves to be very
unfavorable for Black. 8..a6! would
havebeen a strong move. In thiscase it
is questionable whether Black’s game
would not be more desirable after
9.%a4 £Hc6 10.4g5 Le7.

9.Yxd1 Ha6 10.f3 Q.c5 11.Ha4
Ne712.8e3 2d713.2c10-014.a3
HfdS8 15.&el He8 16.Q.e2 HNd6
17.9ac3 Hyxb5 18.5H)xbs b6 19.b4
0e620.Hf2 Hd7 21.2hd1! Hxd1

21..Bad8? 22.Hxd7 Bxd7 23. Bc8+
fd8 24.©xa7. Rubinstein exploits the
opening error of his opponent in con-
structive fashion.

22.Hxd1 &f8 23.g3 Ye8 24.f4 f6
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Even more unfavorable, if possible,
would be 24...exf4 25.gxf4 f6 (what
else?) 26.d6+ Axd6 27.8xd6 Ac8.

25.fxe5 fxe526.Q.c1! Q.c8 27.4.b2
A6 28.5Yd6+ Fe7 29.H\c4!

Dashing Black’s last hope. After
29.6%xc8+ Hxc8 30.4xa6?, the game
becomes quite even after 30...Ec2+ and
31..Hxb2.

29...Feb6

30.5)xe5!

A pretty little combination! As fruit of
the unsurpassed technique, White gains
the most important pawn, and the posi-
tion can no longer be held.

30...)c7

If 30...2xe5 31.Qc4+ Hf6 32.8d6+
and 33.8.xe5.

31.Q.c4+ Pe7 32.H)c6+ Hf8
33.Q.xf6 gxf6 34.2d8+ He8

A very pretty finale might arise after
34..®g7: 35.8g8+ ¥h6 36.Hd8 Lg4
37.8f7+ &h5 38.Hxg4!! Sxg4
39.8e2+®h3 40.%gl, and there is no
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available defense against the threats
41.9h6 and 42.4f1 mate.

35.b5 4b7 36.Hd7 HQxc6
37.bxc6 1-0

An outstanding game!

(304) Spielmann — Rubinstein
Berlin (3) October 12, 1928
Ruy Lopez [C86]

1.e4 e5 2..0f3 &Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.Qa4 5HHf6 5.0-0 b5 6.4b3 He7
7.%e2d68.c30-09.d4 Q.g410.d5
Has 11.0.c2 ¢c6 12.dxc6 Hxcb6
13.h3 4.d714.Q.e3 Wc7 15.5)bd 2
Hd8 16.55h4 Heb6 17.0)f5 Hfe8
18.f4 exf4 19. Q xf4 H)xf4 20.Exf4
ds5 21.Haf1 Q.xf5 22.8xf5 dxe4
23.Yxe4 Hyxe4 24.H xe4 f£6
25.%h1 Had8 26.84d5+ Hh8
27.4f7 Bf8 28.¢Yh5 h6 29.%g6
¥d6 30.4.d5 Hd7 31.Q.e4 1-0

(305) Rubinstein — Nimzowitsch
Berlin (4) October 14, 1928
Nimzo-Indian [E32]

Notes by Rubinstein from Shakhmaty,
11/1928.

1.d4 &Y f6 2.c4 e6 3.2)c3 Qb4
4.%c2 d6 5.e3 ¢c5 6.Q.d3 Hc6
7.5)ge2 e5

A closed center, which many players
often provoke in similar situations, is a
strategic error here, because Black
proves to be very constricted.

8.d5 Q.xc3+ 9.Wxc3 He7 10.¥c2
0-0 11.0-0 £\g6

When the center is closed by d4-d5, it
is known that Black’s counterattack lies
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in the move ...f7-f5. Therefore, instead
of the text, Black should play 11...5e8
as preparation for the further ...f5. But,
in this particular position White could
fight successfully against that by the
moves f2-f4 and e3-e4.

12.)g3 He8 13.£3

Premature would be 13.f4, because
Black achieves some freedom after
13...exf4 14.exf4 Hg4 (threatening
...oxh2).

13...8d7 14.9d2 a6 15.h3 b5
16.b3 Wb6 17.Hh2a5 18.EHabl b4

Now Black has a very narrow passage
for an attack on the a-file. While it does
not promise very much, it is difficult to
recommend something better.

19.f4 exf4 20.exf4 Hf8 21.4.cl
Wds 22.%f2

Here the immediate 22.84b2 would be
a blunder because of 22...g4+!.

22...a4 23.Q4b2 H g6 24.Hbd1
axb3 25.axb3 Ha7 26.Hdel Hxel
27.Hxel H)f8 28. 4 xf6!

White exchanges his excellently situ-
ated bishop to force Black’s queen to a
bad square and to create a threat against
the d6-pawn. The point of White’s idea
lies in his 30th move.

28...Wxf6 29.5e4 ¥Wh6 30.f5!1Ha3
31.5b1 Ha6 32.g4

Threatening to win the queen by 33.g5
and 34.Qe?2.

32..£6 33.%g3 Q.c8 34.Hel!
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Stopping Black’s plan of ...2d7-He5,
because if now 34...5Hd7, then
35.5xd6! .

34...2b7! 35. %e2!

A strong move with two aims: it stops
once again ...2d7 and threatens to win
the queen with the moves h4 and g5.

35..5d7

Black does not understand the idea be-
hind his opponent’s previous move, but
already there is no adequate defense.
Now the game is decided by the fol-
lowing beautiful combination.

/ / %
%ﬂ //f/j'.éy 7/1{7
. /ﬁ%ﬁ%

/%M@

M/M/%
7 /%// 7
. 7

36.5yxd6! EHxd6 37.%e8+ HI8
38.He7 g6 39.%f7+ Hh8 40.He8
EdS8 41. Wxf6+!

Not 41.8xd8? ¥e3+, and Black has
perpetual check.

41...9g8 42.We6+ Hg7 43.f6+ 1-0

(306) Capablanca — Rubinstein
Berlin (5) October 15, 1928
Queen’s Pawn [D02]

1.d4 d5 2.0f3 c5 3.dxc5 e6 4.e4
Axcs5 5.exd5 exd5 6.8.b5+ Hch
7.0-0 He7 8..Ybd2 0-0 9.5)b3
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Ab6 10.2el Qg4 11.0d3 Hg6
12.h3 4. xf3 13. % xf3 &Hces
14.%f5 Hxd3 15.%xd3 d4
16.9.d2 ¥f6 17.He4 Had8
18.Hael ¥c6 19.g3 HfeS8
20.Q.a5 Exe4 21.Wxe4d H)f8
22.¥Wxc6 bxc6 23.He7 HAS
24.0 xb6 axb6 25.8Hb7 &Hd7
26.Ec7 EHd6 27.Hc8+ AOfS8
28.5)d2 c5 29./)c4 He6 30.5b8
Hel+ 31.%g2 g5 32.a4 Hal
33..)xb6 g7 34.Hc8 HNeb
35..0d7 Hxa4 36.HHxc5 Hb4
37.2d3 Hbs 38.%f3 h6 39.b4
h5 40.g4 hxg4+ 41.hxg4 f6
42 .Hc4 Hf7 43.HHc5 HdS8
44..\b3 1-0 (Time)

According to Spielmann, this was
Capablanca’s best game of the tourna-
ment. Incidentally, this win allowed
Capablanca to equalize his score against
Rubinstein and avenge the loss at San
Sebastian 1911! The lifetime score be-
tween these two players was 4% -4'; |
one win apiece and seven draws.

(307) Marshall — Rubinstein
Berlin (6) October 17, 1928
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D52]

Notes by Botvinnik from Shakhmatny
Listok, 4/1929, p. 56.

1.d4d5 2.c4€63.Nc3 N6 4.Q.85
Hbd7 5.e3 c6 6..Xf3 a5 7.cxds

A continuation recommended by
Tarrasch. Truly, White hasan excellent
game if Black captures with a pawn.
But, as is known, Black obtains strong
counterplay with 7...5xd5.

7...xd5 8. &b3 4.b4 9.Hcl e5
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This move, found by Yugoslav masters
in 1925, reinvigorated the Cambridge
Springs variation. The situation is very
complicated and it is difficult to assess
conclusively. In any case, the continu-
ation chosen by Marshall is clearly re-
futed in this game.

10.e4

[This move is not mentioned in recent
opening books.]

10...£)xc3

As was shown by Ershov, even stron-
ger was 10...exd4. If now 11. exd5,
then 11...dxc3 12.bxc3 Qa3 13. Edl
(13.dxc6 is impossible, not because of
13...£¢5? 14.cxb7 Axb7 15.¥b5+, but
because of 13...bxc6! 14.2d1 EbS,
with advantage) 13... 0-0, and Black
has a strong attack.

11.bxc3 fHa3 12.Hd1l exd4
13.Hxd4

All was forced and now Black has a
very comfortable game. Hence
Marshall’s attempt is unsatisfactory.

13...0.¢c5 14.82d2 0-0 15.4.d3

Granted White has a bad game, but here
a better try was the waiting move
15.%¢c2! If Black then continues, as in
the game, 15...2b6 16.2.c4, or if
15...He8 16.4d3 Ab6 17.0-0 &c5
18.h3, then White prevents the devel-
opment of Black’s bishop on g4. Now
Black has at his disposal a very inter-
esting combination.

15...4.b6! 16.0-0 Hc5 17.Wc2
Ag4l18.Qe7

Forced, because the bishop on g5 was
in danger and 18.He5 is met by
18...5Hxd3. Now, it seems that after
18...Bfe8 19.4xc5, White eliminates
all threats. But here comes a little
“trouble.”

18...Q xf3!
20.%xd3

19.4.xf8 &Hxd3

If 20.8xd3 Axe4, or 20.gxf3 £f4, fol-
lowed by ...HExf8.

20...%g5!

The point of the combination. Black
regains the exchange but also simpli-
fies the position. The result is that the
weakness of White’s pawns is more tan-
gible and, in fact, he loses a pawn by
force.

21. W xf3 Wxd2 22.Qe7 HeS8
23.Hd1

With the hope of 23... Axf2+ 24.%f1
Wc2 25.%e2! ¥Wxe2+ 26.%xe2 and
27.8d7.

23...%xa224.%f5£6 25.Wd7 &f7
26. Qa3 Exe4 27.h3 Hel+
28.%h2 Hxd1l 29.%xd1 &ds
30.Wc2
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1-0!

In this completely winning position,
with 20 minutes at his disposal for the
last move of the time control,
Rubinstein overstepped. [We presume
that Rubinstein must have thought he
had already made thirty moves.]

(308) Rubinstein — Tartakover
Berlin (7) October 18, 1928.
Dutch [A84]

Notes by Rubinstein from Shakhmaty,
11/1928.

1.d4 e6 2.c4 5 3.e3 Y6 4.f4

It seems to me that this system in the
Dutch Defense is my novelty. Its better
side is that it substantially hinders
Black’s attack on the kingside. Its short-
comings are that White maintains a
very slight opening advantage, and
Black has no problems developing.

4..50e4 5. f3 Qb4+ 6..0bd2 b6
7.8d3 Q.xd2+ 8.8 xd2 &Hxd2
9.%xd2 2 b7 10.0-0 0-0 11.Hael

White prepares the opening of the cen-
ter by e3-e4. But this plan is dubious,
because in this case the f4-pawn needs
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protection and Black will have some
counterplay. The right plan is to main-
tain the situation in the center and to
begin operations on the queenside.
Hence, White’s last move is inaccurate.

11...9f6

Indirectly attacking the f4-pawn, Black
hinders the implementation of White’s
plan.

12.b4

Now it is clear that it was better for the
queen rook to remain on the queenside.

12...5¢c6 13.He5 Had8 14.H)xc6
A xc615.b5 4 b716.Hc1d617.a485

Black begins to play actively. Because
of the threatened a5, Hal, and axb6,
White will penetrate into his position.

18.fxg5 ¥xgs5 19.Hf2
20.Hcf1 Hg7

Bd7

Black should not rush to the attack,
because now his f-pawn will be isolated
and eventually lost. The defensive
20...2df7 was more modest, but also
more sound.

/7 =37, 7
0%
% V/

21.d5!
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The turning point of the game. With this
move White achieves an advantage.

21...0.c8

Tartakover considers that 21...82f6 was
better here. It is true that in this case
Black will have chances for counterat-
tack, but at the same time he faces his
opponent’s very strong attack. After
21...Bf6 22.dxe6 Efg6, White’s best
defense is 23.g3. Now the main con-
tinuation for Black is 23...%h4, where-
upon there could follow 24.e4 Qxe4
25.8xe4 ¥xe4 26.He2 ¥h4 27.%d5
$h8 28.&xf5 Exg3+ 29.&hl, and
White wins.

22.dxe6 Q. xe6 23.8f4 Q c8 24.e4

With this move White wins a pawn and
Black’s attack has ceased. The game is
practically decided.

24..Hh8 25.exf5 A b7 26.H1f2
Bf6 27.Q4f1 He7 28.%c3 He5
29.h4 ¥g7 30.&h2 We7 31.g4
He3 32.%d4 We5 33.482 QAxg2
34.Hxg2 ¥Wxd4 35.82xd4 g7
36.g5 Ef8 37.h5 Hg8 38.Hg4 Hes
39.h6+ Hf7 40.Hg3 Hel 41.g6+
Df642.gxh7 Exgd+ 43.Fxg4 He8
44. He2 Hh8 45.He6+ Xf7
46.%g5 Exh7 47.Hg6 &Hf8 48.f6
c5 49.Hg7 HExg7+ 50.hxg7+ &f7
51.&%h6 1-0

Some sources, especially the two Rus-
sian books on Rubinstein by Razuvaev
and Murakhveri and by Glatman, give
the additional moves 51...d5 52.cxd5
c4 53.9h7 c3 54. g8(¥) + Ixf6
55.%g7+ 1-0. The number of errors in
these books and the nonsense of these

moves suggest giving credence to
Rubinstein’s notes in Shakhmaty as
well as Kmoch’s Rubinstein’s Chess
Masterpieces.

Sadly the following game was the last
time these two greatrivals were to meet
over-the-board. Réti died the following
year of scarlet fever at the age of only
40.

(309) Rubinstein — Réti
Berlin (8) October 20, 1928
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D52]

1.d4 £)f6 2.c4e6 3.5\c3 d5 4.Q2.85
Hbd7 5.e3 c6 6.5)f3 Was5 7.cxd5
He4 8.dxe6 fxe6 9. Wa4 Wxa4
10.5yxa4 Qb4+ 11.He2 b5
12.5)¢c3

Recent theory recommends 12.£c5.

12...3xc3+ 13.bxc3 QA.xc3 14.Hcl
b4 15.&d1 e5 16.dxe5 Hc5
17.Hd4 He6 18.5f3 Hxg5
19.5xg5 Qg4+ 20.&Hc2 0-0-0
21.2d3 Qe2 22.Hhd1!! HExd3
23.Hxd3 Q. xd3+ 24.&Hxd3 EHd8+
25.&c4 HdA2 26.He4 EHxa2
27.5HYxc3 bxc3 28.f4] EHxg2
29.Hxc3! &d7

Black does not want to risk getting his
king getting stuck on the back rank af-
ter 29...Rxh2 30.8a3.

30.Ha3 &e6 31.Hxa7 hs5 32.h4
Hg4 33.&d4 g6 34.Hg7 Hgl
35.Fe4 Hg2 36.52c7 Hc2 37.%d3
Hcl

37...Bc5? 38.8g7 &f5 39.8f7+ Hg4
40.8f6 winning (Pytel).
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38.e4! Hd1+ 39.e2 HEcl 40.&d2
Hc441.9d3 Hcl 42.8g7 HEd1+43.
Ye3 Hel+ 44.Hd4 Hd1+ 45.Fc5
Hcl+ 46.%b6 c5

46...Egl is met by 47.8xg6+.

47.Hxg6+ Pe7 48. f5 Hel 49.Fc6
Hxe4 50.&d5 Hxh4 51.85g7+ &8
52.f6 Hf4 53.%e6 Ha4 54.Hc7
Ha6+ 55.%f5 h4 56.Hc8+ Hf7
57.e6+ 1-0

(310) Rubinstein — Spielmann
Berlin (10) October 22, 1928
Queen’s Pawn [A46]

1.d4 e6 2.e3 &Hf6 3.)f3 c5
4.5Ybd2 Hc6 5.c3 d6 6.e4 &c7
7.a3 Qe7 8.4d3 0-0 9.0-0 b6
10.Hel e5 11.d5 £)d8 12.c4 Hh5
13.5f1 g6 14.3g3 &Hf4 15. Af1
£f6 16.Qe3 Hf7 17.%d2 Hg5
18. Q. xf4 HHxf3+ 19.gxf3 exf4
20. ¥ xf4 5 21.exf5 Q xf5 22.5)xf5
Hxf5 23.%e4 He5 24.¥c2 Hg5+
25.%h1 Hf8 26.He4 Q6! 27.f4
Hh5 28.Hael ¥g7 29.b3 ¥hé
30.f3 8.d4 31.%d2?

According to Tartakover, White should
play 31.B1e2, and after 31...BExf4
32.Bxf4 ¥xf4, exchange queens with
33.%e4.
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31...9e5! 32.h3 Qxf4 33.%e2
Qe5 34. Wg2 Hhfs 35.f4 Hxf4
36.Hxf4 Wxf4 37.Q0e2 We3
38.Hf1 Hxfl+ 39.%xf1 &g3
40.%g2 ¥xb3 41.%g4 Wxa3
42.9g2 We3 43.h4 Wf4 44.%xf4
QA xf4 45.Hf3 Q.d2 46.Fe4 0-1

This was the sealed move. Rubinstein
resigned without further play.

The following game is rated number
seventy-seven by Andrew Soltis in his
book The 100 Best Chess Games of the
20th Century, Ranked.

(311) Nimzowitsch — Rubinstein
Berlin (11) October 25, 1928
King’s Indian Attack [A06]

1.f3d5 2.b3 Af53.Q.b2e6 4.g3
h6 5.Q0g2 £Hd7 6.0-0 Hgf6 7.d3
Ne78.e30-09.%e2c610.Hhl a5
11.a4 &) c5 12.Hd4 H.h7 13.f4
Dfd7 14.Hd2 Wc7 15.e4 dxe4
16.5Yxe4 Hyxe4 17.dxe4d eS!
18.5)f3!

Whiteavoids 18.2f5 &xf5 19.exfS 46
which is fine for Black — Soltis.

18... exf4 19.gxf4 Hfe8 20.e5 £)c5
21.4d4 He6 22.Hadl Hxd4
23.Q xd4 Af5 24.Q.e4!

Nimzowitsch eliminates the only piece
that holds up f4-f5 and e5-e6.

24...Q xe4+ 25. % xe4 Had8 26. e6!
Af827.0e5 Wc8?

The decisive mistake. Necessary was
27...%e7. Black holds, as after 28.f5
Hxdl 29.8xd1 fxe6, White achieves
only double-edged play according to
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Spielmann in Shakhmaty, 11/1928, p.
228. Nimzowitsch asserts that on
28.EBxd8! ¥xd8 29.exf7+ &xf7 30.c4
White has a slight advantage. We as-
sess it as equal.

28.f5 fxe6 29.f6 Hxd1 30.f7+ HhS8
31.8xd1 HdS 32.%g6! 1-0

(312) Rubinstein — Capablanca
Berlin (12) October 26, 1928
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 e6 2.54f3 & f6 3.e3 c¢5
4.55bd2 d5 5.a3 H)bd7 6.dxc5
Axc5 7.b4 Qe7 8.4b2 0-0 9.c4
dxc4 10.5)xc4 H)b6 11.Hxb6
Wxb6 12.2d3 Qd7 13.8d4 ¥c6
14.0-0 ¥d5 15.%e2 EHfc8
16.Had1 ¥b3 17.4.xf6 Q. xf6 18.
Axh7+ &xh7 19.Bxd7 &g8
20.h4
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The following analysis by Akiva and
Sammy Rubinstein, done sometime in
the mid- to late 1940s, suggests that
White missed a very promising oppor-
tunity here in 20.e4!.Their analysis
runs: 20... e5! (20...%xa3 21.e5 Ad8
22.%e4, and White’s powerfully cen-
tralized queen and rook on the seventh
give him an advantage. This is charac-
teristic of the lines arising after 20.e4!)
21.h4 ¥xa3 22.g5 Axg5 23.hxg5

Wxb4 24.g6! (24.%a2 Bc4 25.8bl ¥c3
26.Bbxb7 ¥cl+ 27.®%h2 Ef8
[27...8f4+? 28.g3 ¥xe4 29.g6!!])
24...fxg6 25.%d3 ¥c5 (25...Bc5
26.%d6; 25...Bc6 26.%d5+ &h8
27.¥xe5 ¥c3 28.%h2+ &g8 29.8xb7)
26.%b3+ Hh8 (26...%c4 27.8d8+)
27.%h3+ Hg8 28.%eb6+ Hh7 29.8d3
winning.

20.h4 ¥Wxa3 21.0g5 Q.x85
22.hxg5 Wxb4 23. Wf3 WS
24.Hxb7 a5 25.2d1 a4 26. Hdd7
a3 27.Hxf7 a2 28.Hxg7+ ¥xg7
29.Hxg7+ & xg7 30. % f6+ Hg8 31.
g6+ Hf8 32.f6+ 11-1s

(313) Rubinstein — Marshall
Berlin (13) October 27, 1928
English [A32]

1.d4 &6 2.c4 €6 3..)f3 c5 4.83
cxd4 5.5 xd4 Hc6 6.Qg2 QA b4+
7.82d2 Q xd2+ 8.%xd20-09.5\c3
d5 10. cxd5 exd5 11.0-0 ¥b6
12.8Hfd1 Qeb6 13.55xc6 bxcé
14.9)a4 ¥b5 15.b3 Hae8 16.e3 c5
17.Hc3 ¥b8 18./Axd5 H.xd5
19.Q4 xd5 Hd8 20.e4 Hxe4 21.
We3 Hf6 22.Wxc5 Hc8 23.Was
Hc2 24.Q4f3 He8 25.Hd3 Ecc8
26.%a6 h6 27.Had1 Hc2 28.%a5
Wb6 29. % xb6 axb6...2-%

The rest of the game is not available.

(314) Tartakover — Rubinstein
Berlin (14) October 29, 1928
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D61]

1.d4d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 Hf6 4.9.85
AHbd7 5.e3 c6 6.0 f3 Qe7 7.¥c2
0-0 8.Hd1 hé6 9.4f4?! H)h5!
10.Qe5£6 11.2.83 £)xg3 12.hxg3
f5 13.cxd5 cxd5 14.Q4d3 & f6
15.9)e5 Q.d6 16.f4 Q xes5 17.fxe5
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Hg4s 18.%e2 Ygs5 19.Hd2 Ad7
20.2Hh4 Hac8 21.Hcl a6 22.a3
Hc7 23.Ehh1 Hfc8 24.5a2 Qb5
25.Bxc7 Hxc7 26.9.xb5 axbs
27.b3? (D)

Hxe3! 28. Wxe3 Hc2+ 29.%Hd3
Exa2 30.%xg5 hxg5 31.Hcl Hxg2
32.Hc8+ &f7 33.Hc7+ g6
34.Hxb7 Hxg3+ 35.&d2 f4
36.Hxb5 g4 37.Hb8 He3 38.He8
g3 39.Hxe6+ &®h7 40.Hc6 g2
41.Hcl He4 42.a4 £3 43.a5 f2
44.26 f1(%) 0-1
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/ - / x
/ /g/g/i

1 1
/ i G Sam
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1929

1929 was a banner year for Rubinstein.
Rebounding from a poor result at Ber-
lin in the fall of 1928, Akiva scored a
solid 5-2 at Ramsgate and then really
got going. Showing tremendous endur-
ance for a forty-six year old man, he
played three big tournaments in a row;
Carlsbad (July 31-August 26), Budapest
(August 31-September 17) and finally
Rogaska Slatina (September 18-Octo-
ber 7). Many masters played in two of
the events, but only Peruvian-Italian
master Esteban Canal joined
Rubinstein for all three.

One might suspect that such a strain
would have had an adverse effect on
the sensitive Rubinstein, but just the
reverse was true. He played extremely
well, finishing fourth at the monster
Carlsbad tournament (13 }2-7'%), second
at Budapest (9'2-3'%), and first at
Rogaska Slatina (11'4-3%).
Rubinstein’s overall result, which in-
cluded only three losses in forty-nine
games, was 34'5-14': during the sixty-
nine day span. That is seventy percent
against good opposition. Nor did this
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endurance contest have an unfavorable
influence on his future results. His next
event was San Remo in January-Feb-
ruary of 1930, where he was third in a
good field.

The highlight of the Kent County Con-
gress, held from March 30 through
April 8, was a Scheveningen-style tour-
nament (each member of one team
plays each member of a second team)
referred to as the “team practice tour-
nament.” One of the purposes of this
event was to give British players train-
ing for the Venice team tournament to
be held later in the year. Olympiads had
been held in London (1927) and The
Hague (1928), but Venice did not come
to pass, the next competition taking
place in Hamburg in 1930. The foreign-
ers easily beat the British 31'2-17%.

(315) Rubinstein — Tylor
Ramsgate (1) March 30, 1929
King’s Indian [E67]

Notes by J. H. Blake from British Chess
Magazine, 1929, p. 227.
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Ramsgate, March 30-April 6, 1929

7. Znosko Borovsky 3

6. Soultanbéief 4

S. Koltanowski 4%
4. Maréczy 4%

3. Menchik
2. Rubinstein §
1. Capablanca 5%

5

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 T
1 Thomas 2 2 0 1 ool 0 3%
2 Yates Yo % % 0 % 0 1 3
3 Tylor o 0 Y% 0 Y% Y % 2M%
4 Winter 0 0 % % 0 Y% 1 2%
5 Michell O o 0 % % 0 1 2%
6 Sergeant 0 0 2 Y% Y% 0 Y 2
7  Price 0 o0 0 0 | 0 1%
1.d4 Hf6 2.c4 86 3.0f3 N g7 4.g3 21.g4 Wc7 22.9gl!

0-0 5.0g2 d6 6.0-0 Hbd7 7.5)¢3
c6 8.h3 Hb8

This serves no effective purpose, and
in fact the rook never moves again.
8...%c7, still preparing for ...e5, is to
the point. Black cannot expect to make
anything of the King’s Indian Defense
unless he establishes a pawn at either
eS, dS or c5.

9.a4 a5 10.e4 ¥c7 11.0.e3 h6
12.Hcl Hd8 13.%c2 Hf8

Now 13...e5 has become risky because
of 14.c5, and the position of Black’s
queen and queen’s rook would then be
quite tenuous.

14.Hh2 Qe6 15.)d2 4d7
Black can do little but mark time.

16.f4 ®h7 17.f5 g5 18.5\f3 g8
19.e5 H6h7 20.&e4 Wc8

To induce White’s next, for the purpose
of opening the long diagonal upon
which White’s king stands.

Better than 22.&h1, which would
leave his bishop unprotected after his
24th move.

22...0e8 23.Hfel Hd7 24.0f2
dxe5 25.dxe5 e6

/ 7
18
79z

Wiwaliiea
/}/:/1

%
&

/
ﬁ/ﬁ//*%// x7
/@%
/ Qa7
=

This prevents 26.d5, but if Black had
fully fathomed his opponent’s inten-
tions, he would have played 25... Ebc8.
White could not then have continued
26.5b5 (or 26.2d5) because of
26...cxb5 27.cxb5 Wxcl. He could,
however, proceed to tighten Black’s
position still further by 26.c5, with £f1
and &d3, or Ac4, to follow.

26.H)b5! Y8
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For if 26...cxb5 27.cxb5 Hc5 28. Bxc5
¥d7 29.Becl, witha winning advantage.

27.25d6 ¥c7 28.c5 b6

Slow strangulation is threatened. If
28...f6 29.fxe6 Hxe5 30.4g3 or
30.2d4.

29.cxb6 Hxb6 30.HHxe8 Exe8
31.Hxc6 exf5 32.%c2! ¥ds8
33.2d1 &Yd7 34. gxf5 H)hf8 35.f6
Ah836.8.c51-0

(316) Winter — Rubinstein
Ramsgate (2) April 1, 1929
Semi-Slav [D45]

1.d4d5 2.c4€6 3.)c3 c6 4.3 &H)f6
5.00f3 a6 6.cxd5exd57.2.d3 4d6
8. 0-0 0-09.¥c2 H)\bd7 10.a3 He8
11. b4 Hf8 12. 4 b2 We7 13.Ha4
Ac7 14. &c5 Hed 15.a4 H.d6
16.b5 axb5 17.axb5 Q.g4 18.Q xe4
dxe4 19.5)e5 Q.xe5 20.dxe5 cxbs
21.%Wxe4 He2 22.Hxa8 Hxa8
23.Hcl Ha2 24.Wd4 Q.c4 25. Hed
Heb 26.%c3 h6 27.Hal Hxal+
28.Q2.xa1b629.f4 a7 30.f5 &\c5

7%%%%%i
[ / &
fﬁ’ﬁ//

}3/
A
ﬁ%

31.e6fxe632.5)xc5 bxc5 33.£6 N

The refutation of White’s combination.
Now 34.fxg7 is impossible because of
34...%f1 mate.
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34.h3 YWxf6 35.%xf6 gxf6
36.Q4xf6 Hf7 37.9e5 AQAd5
38.24.d6 c4 39.2b4 Hf6 40.Lf2
Pe5 41.g3 h5 42.He2 Qg2 43.h4
Ye4 44.9.¢5c345.Qb4 Qf3+0-1

(317) Rubinstein — Yates
Ramsgate (3) April 2, 1929
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 56 2..0f3 e6 3.e3 d5 4.b3
Hbd7 5.9b2 ¢5 6.5)bd2 b6
7.24d3 4b7 8.0-0 2.d6 9.dxc5
Hxc510.4.b5+ He7 11.He5 Wc7
12.f4 Hac8 13.\df3 a6 14.Q.e2
Hce4 15.2.d3 53 16. ¥ el Hfed
17.%h4+ £6 18.Wg4 Hcg8 19.0)d4
Wc8 20.5\ef3 h5 21.%h3 g6
22.%h4 b5 23.a3 ¥c7 24.Hacl
Dc8 25.Q0e2 Ad7 26.Hal WcS8
27.Hacl Wc7 28.Hal »%-%

(318) Michell — Rubinstein
Ramsgate (4) April 3, 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4d5 2.c4e€63.5)c3 DNf6 4.4.85
Hbd7 5.e3 He7 6.3 0-0 7.Ec1
He88.0d3 dxc4 9. .xc4 c5 10.0-
0 a6 11.dxc5 Hyxc5 12. ¥Wxds8
Hxd813.5d4 Q.d7 14.5fd1 Hac8
15.0e2 &Hf8s 16.84f4 Ha4
17.9H)xa4 H.xa418.b3 Q.e819.4c7
Hd7 20.8.a5 Ec5 21.EHxc5 Q.xc5
22.0f3 Hxd1l+ 23.Q.xd1 &d5
24.Ye5 Hb4 25.Q xb4 H xb4
26.8f3 Qc3 27.5)c4 b5 28..0d6
Ad7 29.4b7 Qb4 30.\e4 a5
31.9f1 Ye7 32.Fe2 5 33.50d2
&Hd6 34.0f3 e5 35.83 Qeb
36.5)ble4 37.Q.g2 a4 38.a3 Qa5
39.b4 Q.c4+40.Hd2 A.d8 41.5\c3
AFf6 42.f3 exf3 43. Q. xf3 Hes5
44.9d1 g5 45.8h5 &d7 46.4f3
Xc7 47.0d1 g4 48.H4g2 h5
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49.5\c3 h4 50.gxh4 Q4 xh2 51.h5
Ae552.Hc2 4.8753..d5+ Axd5
54.0 xd5 v%5-Y

(319) Rubinstein — Price
Ramsgate (5) April 4, 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D64]

1.d4 &6 2.c4 €6 3.)c3 d5 4.2.85
fe7 5.e3 Hbd7 6.53f3 0-0 7.Hcl
c6 8.%c2 Hed 9.4 xe7 Wxe7
10.08.d3 5 11.5)e5 &)y xe5 12.dxe5
Ad7 13.0-0 Hh8 14.HHe2 Hac8
15.f3 £\ c5 16.82fd1 2fd8 17.%c3
Hyxd3 18.Hxd3 Qe8 19.c5 g5
20.f4 Wg7 21.5d4 Ad7 22.%d2
Hg8 23.Ha3 Ha8 24.Hf1 Ye7
25.%c1 Hg7 26.Hf2 Hgb6 27.2b3
Eb8 28.%c3 g7 29.Ha3 Hg8
30.¥%d2 a6 31.Hc3 Q.c8 32.a4 h5
33..f3 g4 34..)h4 HEh6 35.g3 V-
Y4 [Birmingham Post, April 16, 1929]

(320) E.Sergeant — Rubinstein
Ramsgate (6) April 5, 1929
Ruy Lopez [C72]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 &Hc6 3.94.b5 a6
4.Qa4 d6 5.0-0 Hge7 6.5\c3 b5
7.24b3 Ha5 8.d3 h6 9.5He2 Hxb3
10.axb3 Hg6 11. H)g3 He7
12.8e€3 0-0 13.h3 He8 14. &d2
Af815.d4exd416.Hxd4 4b717.
f3 d5 18.exd5 ¥xd5 19.4.f2? c5
20.c4 ¥d7 21.cxb5 axbs 0-1
[Tijdschrift van de KNSB, 1929, p. 183]

The following game is from a manu-
script by Sir George Thomas (1881-
1972). The late Ken Whyld relates,
“Forty years ago I asked Sir George
Thomas about his game scores. He gave
most of them to the paper salvage cam-
paign during the war (what a sad
waste), but had retained a few, includ-

ing this one which as far as I know, has
never been published.”

Brian Harley, in The Observer of April
7, 1929, later reprinted in Chess and
Its Stars, gives the following account
of Rubinstein’s last round game at
Ramsgate:

“Thomas tried the orthodox Queen’s
Gambit Declined against Rubinstein,
Polish champion. The position came
down to a rook, knight, and pawns.
Each time he moved a piece, Rubinstein
moved himself as well to asort of Kosy
Kormer, a jig-saw of tables and chairs
constructed for his ease by his impre-
sario, with whom alone he held con-
verse. There Rubinstein sat, waiting for
Sir George to play, and smiled at the
ceiling, like a seraphic sphinx. Oh, Mr.
Rubinstein! A draw at the lunch ad-
journment was accomplished by
friendly nods.”

(321) Thomas — Rubinstein
Ramsgate (7) April 6, 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.)c3 2nf6 4.9.85
Hbd7 5.e3 Q.e7 6.0f3 0-0 7.Hcl
He88.8.d3dxc4 9.8 xc4 c510.0-
0a611.dxc5 Hxc512. ¥ xd8 Exd8
13.a4 9.d7 14.b3 &Hf8 15.Hfd1
Ne816.Hf1 Hxd1+17.Hxd1 Hc8
18.Hc1 b5 19.axb5 axb5 20.5)xb5
Hxb3 21.Eb1 Exc4 22.Exb3 Ecl+
23.&e2 Hc2+ 24.FPel Hed
25.Q.xe7+ & xe7 26.0fd4 Ha2
27.)c3 Hxc3 28.Hxc3 e5 29..\f5+
16 30.0d6 A.d7 31.Hcl Ke7
32.5)e4f533.5)c3 Hb234.Hb1 Hc2
35..)d5+ &e636.0b4 Hc537..0d3
Ha5 38.&d2 Qb5 39.8Hb2 &d6
40.5)c1 Q.c6 Vo-Ys
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Carlsbad, July 31-August 26, 1929

The fourth international Carlsbad tour-
nament, held in the Kurhaus Hotel Im-
perial under the direction of Viktor
Tietz, was a great triumph for
Nimzovitch. The tournament was ex-
ceptionally strong with all the great
players of the day participating except
Alekhine and Lasker. The battle for first
place was fiercely contested as can be
seen by the following recounting.

Spielmann took the early lead with 9
points from his first 10 games, but
Capablanca soon caught up with him
and later Nimzovitch as well. Spielmann
defeated Capablanca in the penultimate
round and before the last day
Nimzovitch and Spielmann were first
with 14 points and Capablanca a half
point back. Nimzovitch defeated
Tartakover at the finish while
Spielmann was unable to convert a fa-
vorable positions against Matisons.

Akiva was not in the battle for first but
played several memorable games (cf.
his brilliant rook and ending against
Matisons) . His only loss was to the tail-
ender Gilg in a position in which he self-
destructed in a pawn up endgame.

Alexander Alekhine reported on the
great Carlsbad tournament for the New
York Times. His observations about
Rubinstein, particularly how he recov-
ered from a crisis in 1924 and 1925,
make for interesting reading.

Another, besides the experienced tour-
nament player Capablanca, proved that
he is fully conversant with modern chess
tactics and that is the Polish grand
master, Akiba Rubinstein. All the admir-
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ers of this genius of chess will be pleased
to hear this. Rubinstein’s career in chess
has been original. After sharing first
prize with Lasker in the great tourna-
ment at St Petersburg in 1909 and win-
ning four first prizes in other large tour-
naments, all experts and Lasker, the
world champion himself, considered
Rubinstein qualified to be Lasker s suc-
cessor. His innovations in the opening
theory and his masterly ability to find
microscopic advantages in the final
game have procured him a place of high
honor in the chess hierarchy.

Then came the World War. In the post-
War tournaments was Rubinstein quite
changed. He no longer was the calm,
methodical strategist who was able to
turn the faults, almost imperceptible, of
even the greatest players in his favor,
but a man who apparently decided to
replace his nerves, ruined during the
years of the War, with a new tempera-
ment in his game. Hereby he obtained
an exceedingly large number of bril-
liancy prizes — at the Teplitz tournament
he won five such prizes — but this sys-
tem did not prove successful for any
length of time.

In 1924 and 1925 he suffered heavy
defeats and had to change his system
again. Luckily he has succeeded. He has
realized the necessity of balancing the
modern theories of chess with his spe-
cial talent. That this is the correct point
of view is shown in this tournament. The
“second chess youth” which Rubinstein
is surely approaching will find him, ac-
cording to his talent, a very great man.

New York Times, August, 28, 1929, pp.
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 T
1 Nimzowitsch x % 1 % % 1 1 1 % % 1 1 Yo 2 W 1 0 1 “o1 “oo1 15
2 Capablanca % x 0 Y% 1 Y% Y% Y% Y% Y% 1 [/ | 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 21 14%
3  Spielmann o 1 x 0 % % % % 1 0 Y% % 1 1 1 1 o1 1 1 1 1 14%
4  Rubinstein “ 1 x Y% oh v o1 1 1 Yo v o1 oo 1 “o 0 Y1 13%
5  Becker “ 0 % Y% x 1 1 1 0 0 1 7 T Z N B Z S | “o1 1 20 12
6  Vidmar 0o % % % 0 x 1 % Y% n Y 1 “oo1 0 % % 0 1 1 1 1 12
7 Euwe 0o % % % 0 0 x Y Y% 1 “wo %o %1 1 Z T | “oaoo1 1 12
8  Bogoljubow 0 % % Y 0 Y Y o x Y Y 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 % 1 1 1 11%
9  Griinfeld “vw % 0 0 1 Y% Y% %n x Y Y% % 1 0o % 0 1 “oo1 “o1 Ya 11
10 Canal “w % 10 1 % 0 % % x 1 “W 0 0 Y% % 0 1 0 % 1 1 10%
11  Matisons o 0 % 0 0 % % Y B 0 X 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 Yo 0 Y1 10%
12 Tartakower 0 % % % % 0 % 1 Y% Y% 0 x % v W Y v a1 10
13 Maréczy “w 0 0 % % Y% % 1 0 1 0 Y x 0 0 0 1 [ | 1 “o1 10
14 Colle “ 0 0 % Y% 0 0 0 1 1 0 % 1 X 1 “o1 0 % 0 1 1 10
15 Treybal “ 0 0 0 % 1 0 0 Y Y% 1 “o1 0 x Y% %0 1 1 “o1 10
16  Simisch 0o 1 0 % % % % 0 1 % 0 Y% 1 “w % x 0 Y ¥ o1 0 9%
17  Yates 1 0 % % 0 % % 0 0 1 0 % 0 0 ' Y x 1 Yoo 1 1 9%
18 Johner o 0 o0 o0 ' 1 0 1 % 0 0 % Y 1 1 1 0 x % 0 % 1 9
19 Marshall “w 0 0 % 0 0 Y% Y 0 1 “ow % 0 % 0 % Y Y x 1 1 1 9
20 Gilg o 0 0 1 0 0 % 0 % % 1 oo 0 1 0 % Y 1 0 x % % 8
21 Thomas “Ww % 0 % % 0 0 0 0 0 % Y%n Y% 0 Y 0 0 % 0 % x 1 6
22 Menchik 0o 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 % O 0 0 0 0 o 1 0 0 0 % 0 X 3
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19-20. This and other reports by
Alekhine on Carlsbad were originally
reproduced in Chess Notes #1274 and
#1319.

Nimzowitsch’s book on the event
Izbrannye partii mezdunarodnovo
turnira v Karlsbade 1929 is definitely
underrated. It is not as large as many
tournament books of the time but
Nimzowitsch’s witty and perceptive
comments still make it an enjoyable
read. The English language translation
by James Marfia (Carlsbad Interna-
tional Chess Tournament 1929, New
York 1981), edited by the late Jack
O’Keefe, is worth seeking out. We have
used Nimzowitsch’s annotations here.

(322) Rubinstein — Treybal
Carlsbad (1) 1929

Ruy Lopez [C75]

Notes by Nimzowitsch

This game was one of the finest
achievements of the tournament.

1.e4 e5 2.54f3 &Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.9a4 d6 5.0-0 Ad7 6.c3 Hge7
7.d4 H)g6 8.Hbd2 Qe7 9.Hel 0-0
10.5f1 Q.g4 11.Q xc6!

This transforms the game into an end-
ing, which was made possible by
10...Ag4. Was Black’s last move a
lucky accident, then? No, because it
was White’s opening deployment that
brought about this reaction. Once Black
developed his knight to g6, rather than
f6, he found himself deprived of any
opportunity to take a counter-initiative
in the center-by means of ...exd4, for
instance. Thus he had to undertake
something else, since perpetual passive
defense alone cannot possibly lead to a
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good result. Nevertheless, we should
have preferred quiet development by
10...4f6, although White would still
keep the advantage then by 11.5e3.

11...bxc6 12.5)e3 He6 13.Wa4
Wd7 14.dxe5 H)yxe5 15.5)xe5 dxe5
16.5d1 %e8 17.55f5

The point to White’s whole maneuver
is that Black’s reply is now forced,
since 17...Axf5? 18.exf5 would leave
him without any compensation for his
bad pawn structure on the queenside.

17...c518.)xe7+ ¥xe7 19.Q.e3 c4

This leads to the exchange of White’s
b-pawn for Black’s e-pawn, which fa-
vors White. Black would find little to
be happy about in the rather artificial
continuation 19...Bfb8 20.%¥a3 Eb5,
for example, 21.b3 a5 22.c4 Bb4
23.8b2 f6 (23...8xc4? 24.%¢3) 24.f3
Hbb 25.%f2 H c6. Still, we believe this
would have been the logical course for
Black, since the b-file, with the addi-
tion of his c- and a-pawns, would have
retained the characteristics of a sort of
tank (with the tendency to roll onward
by ...a5-a4). The text leads to the ex-
change of White’s b-pawn for Black’s
e-pawn, which favors White.

20.%a5 HfbS 21. ¥y xe5 £6 22.¢g3
Hxb2 23.h3 HdS8

Offering further simplification, and
why not? Rubinstein is agreeable! In-
sofar as such qualities may be discussed
in relation to serious play, we should
like to point out here that even over the
board one may discern Rubinstein’s
characteristic traits, meekness and com-
plaisance (which of course does not
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prevent him from finding the very fin-
est of plans).

24.Hxd8+! ¥xd8 25. 1 h6 We7 26.
Hd1 Eb8 27.4.f4 Hd8

Seeking further simplification, Black
overlooks White’s 30th move. He
should have defended the pawn by
27..Ec8.

28.Exd8+ ¥Wxd8 29.H.xc7 Wd3
30.%d6! ¥xd6

White meets 30...&f7 with 31.%xab
wxc3 32.%b7 ¥al+ 33.&h2 ¥xa2
34.f4, and Black is in serious trouble.

31.94.xd6
The game looks dead drawn.
31...f5 32.f3 fxe4 33.fxe4 Q. d7

A defense against the threatened inva-
sion of White’s king via d4 to b6. We
would have played instead 33...&f7
34.3f2 Be8 35.Fe3 Hd7 36. Ae5 gb,
when Black could still have put up a
stiff resistance.

34.Hf2 Hf735.He3 Heb636.418
Of7 37.0d6 He6 38.4f4 Qe8
39.%d4 Qb5 40.Hc5 Hd7

:///57//// i
B //

e
. //

R @///;
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White may exchange his a-pawn for the
Black c-pawn any time he wishes, but
that would not yet be sufficient. First,
making use of zugzwang, he advances
his e-pawn to €6. Only then will it be
time for the exchange of pawns.

41.e5 Leb 42.g4 gb 43.a3 h5
44.gxh5 gxh5 45.h4 &f546.Q4.g3
Leb6 47.24h2! He7

The blockade of the e-pawn turns out
to be an illusion; the zugzwang has done
its work.

48.9d5 Hd7 49.e6+ He7 50.Fe5
Sf8 51.0f4 Hg7 52.085 Hgb
53.8d5 Hf5 54.7 Lgb 55.Hc5
Lf7 56.Hb4s Peb 57.a4 Hcb
58.Fxc4 . xa4 59.Fcs5 Hd7 60.c4
Pc7 61.2d5 Hd7 62.Fes5 Adl
63.Hf6 He8 64.c5 1-0

White’s pawns must queen after 64...a5
65.8d2 a4 66.4b4.

(323) Nimzowitsch — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (2) 1929
Larsen [A05]

1.3 &Hf6 2.e3 c53.b3 g6 4.4 b2
Ag7 5.d4 cxd4 6.5)xd4 Hcb6
7.8 e2 &Hyxd4 8.Q.xd4 d6 9.0-0 0-
010.c4 £d711.Hd2 §.c612. %2
Yc7 13.e4 Hfd8 14.Hadl e5
15.Q.e3 Hd7 16.5)b1 Hc517.5c3
He6 18.04.24 He8 19.Q xe6 Hxeb
20.2d2 a6 21.Hfd1 Hc8 22.a4
Af8 23.50d5 H.xd5 24.Hxd5 Wc6
25.%d3 We8 26.Q.c1 Hc6 27.Qa3
YWc8 28.%f3 Qe7 29.h3 WfS8
30.%g4 We8 31.H1d3 WfS8
32.Hg3 ¥h633.%yd1 Wf834.%d2
A h4 35.Hgd3 Ae7 36. Ab2 &es
37.f4 exf4 38.e5 QAf8 39. exd6
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Hcxd6 40. % xf4 Hxd5 41.82xd5
Ne742.0c3£643.%c7 Wcb Vi-Ys

José Raul Capablanca y Graupera

(324) Rubinstein — Capablanca
Carlsbad (3) 1929
Queen’s Pawn [A46]

1.d4 &6 2.2)f3 e6 3.e3 c5 4.b3
Hc6 5.94b2 b6 6.Hbd2 Qb7
7.2d3 cxd4 8.exd4 & )b4 9. f1
Hc810.c4 Hc611.4d3d512.0-0
Ad6 13.a3 0-0 14.Hel dxc4
15.bxc4 4 16.)f1 HHa517.We2
Wc7 18.d5 Hxc4 19.A.xf6 gxf6
20.dxe6 fxe6 21.5Hd4 H.d5
22.5Yxe6 Q. xe6 23.Wxeb6+ HhS
24.He4 HYe5 25.0.a6 Elce8 26. %15
A h6 27.Hael Hd8 28.82h4 ¥Wg7
29.2h3 Hd4 30.¥h5 Hg4 31.5g3
Af432.80d1 Q.xg3 33.EHxg3 Hxg3
34.hxg3 We7 35.%f5 %:-%

Opening theory has grown exponen-
tially the past eighty years, and middle
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game strategy has also made tremen-
dous advances, but what of strategic
endings of the sort we areabout to see?
Do the top grandmasters of today play
these better than Rubinstein did, espe-
cially when they have no adjournments
and often compete with time controls
that allow for little thought in the con-
cluding phase of the game?

Pal Benko, a two-time world champi-
onship candidate and a recognized
endgame expert, ranked Rubinstein as
the top endgame player of all-time in
the second edition (2002) of Chess Lists
by Andrew Soltis

(325) Matisons — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (4) 1929
Ruy Lopez [C68]
Notes by Kmoch.

Thanks to the modern, highly de-
veloped opening technique, even the
greatest masters cannot secure in the
first fifteen or twenty moves any ad-
vantage from an opponent bent on
drawing. Many grandmasters, like
Spielmann for example, lose their zest
for the game, and concede the draw. Or
they are apt to take all kinds of chances
in the opening moves, avoiding simpli-
fication, it is true, but frequently also
courting disaster. Rubinstein is different.
He prefers to bait no traps in the open-
ing, but to play correctly and according
to “theory,” and does not shun simplifi-
cation. But he knows how to spot the
chances for an attack even in the simplest
positions. In such cases he plays un-
daunted for the win and has gained nu-
merous successes in this manner.

The game before us is a piquant ex-
ample of this technique. Obviously,
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Rubinstein wins only because his oppo-
nent is guilty of several errors. But no
game can be won without some mistake
on our opponent’s part, and what is more
important, mistakes do not merely hap-
pen of their own accord. Ample opportu-
nity must be afforded for their occur-
rence! From this angle the following
game is instructive and thrilling.

1.e4 e5 2.5)f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.0 xc6 dxc6 5.d4 exd4 6.%xd4
Wxd4 7.Hxd4 Q.d6

Rubinstein prefers this line, whereas other
masters play 7...84d7 and ...0-0-0.

8.8e3 c5 9.5He2 £6 10.H4f4 Qeb
11.8xd6 cxd6 12.4f4 [Hf7
13.5c3 He7 14.0-0-0 0-0-0
15.5cd5

Now Black has a strong bishop. Against
this White occupies the strong point d5,
assuring him full equality.

15...Ehe8 16.f3 Hxd5 17.1xd5
Axd5 18.2xd5 He5 19.8Ehd1

Apparently Matisons will not permit
Black’s d-pawn to advance. For now if
19.8xe5, 19...dxe5 would be the obvi-
ous reply. But there would have been
no advantage to Black in this.

19...Bxd5 20.2xd5

TR W
{//}///ﬂ
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20...Hd7 21.c4 g6 22.YHc2 Heb
23.&c3 5!

Suddenly it is revealed that Black has
slightly the better game. Why? Because
his king has greater mobility and his rook
has more scope. Based on these facts
Black now takes the initiative. Where did
White err? The nineteenth move! Instead
he should have played 19.Exe5.

24.exf5+

If 24.&d3 fxed4+ 25.%xe4, then
25...Bb8!, with the threat 26...b5, etc.
If 25...b5 at once, the reply 26.b4!
brings an immediate liquidation.

24...gxf5 25.2d2

25.g4 fxg4 26.fxg4 Bf8!, and now if
White exchanges rooks at 5, he gets
a bad and probably lost pawn ending.
[White can still maintain equality
with 27.8h5.]

25...b5 26.b3?!

White plays too timidly. 26.b4 was
much stronger.

26...h5 27.g3 £41

On the other hand Rubinstein attacks
with great vigor. If 28.g4 hxg4 29.fxg4
Bh8, with the sequel 30.&d3 &e5
31.He2+ &f6 32.Pe4 g5, etc. Dueto
the unfavorable position of his pieces,
White’s passed pawns remain fixed and
immobile.

28.He2+ &f5 29.He4 fxg3
30.hxg3 Hg8 31.82f4+?

Here White might have played 31.g4+
hxg4 32.Hxg4, as Black is lost after
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32... Bxgd? 33.fxg4+ Hxgd 34.cxb5
axb5 35.a4. White meets 32... b4+ with
33.8d3 Hxg4d? 34.fxgd+ Sxg4 35.De4,
etc. But Black retains the attack by
32...Eh8!. In spite of this, White should
have chosen this line, as he now gets
into insurmountable difficulties.

31...%e6 32.He4+

Or 32.g4 h4 33.g5 Exg5 34.8xh4 Hg3
35.8f4 b4+, and White soon loses ei-
ther the a-pawn or the f-pawn.

32...%d7 33.g4 EHf8! 34.He3

After 34.gxh5 Hxf3+ 35.&c2 Bh3, and
36...Bxh5, a rook-and-pawn ending
results, where the extra pawn suffices
to win, though pawns alone would only
draw.

34...h4! 35.a4 bxa4 36.bxa4 HeS8!
37.&d2 Exe3 38.&xe3 ds! 0-1

Rubinstein never lost to Ernst Griinfeld
(+4, =12) and in the following game
Nimzowitsch gives us an idea of why.

(326) Rubinstein — Griinfeld
Carlsbad (5) 1929

Queen’s Pawn [A47]

Notes by Nimzowitsch .

Rubinstein’s games with Griinfeld al-
most invariably take the following
course: By means of overhasty simpli-
fication, Griinfeld gets himself into dif-
ficulties, after which Rubinstein wins
the game by means of extremely judi-
cious simplifications. The dynamism
inherent in Rubinstein’s simplifications
becomes especially clear when these
are compared with the less fortunate
simplifications of his opponent (as, for
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example, Griinfeld’s 18...Axc4, com-
pared to Rubinstein’s 31.€/xc5).

1.d4 &Hf6 2.)f3 e6 3.e3 b6
4.55bd2 A b75.4d3c56.0-0 Q.e7
7.e4 cxd4 8.H)xd4 Hc6

“Paulsenization” of the position by
8...d6 would certainly have favored
White after 9.c4! ©bd7 10.b3. [Recent
theory considers this hedgehog pawn
structure playable for Black, but, of
course, that was not known in 1929.]

9.5 xc6!

Typical Rubinstein non-resistance. One
who preferred complexity would
doubtless have played 9.£2f3 instead.

9...dxc6?

He could have proceeded bravely with
9...8xc6, since 10.e5 (recommended by
Kmoch) 10...d5 11.£e4 f5! 12.5g3 b5,
which leaves Black with a centralized
knight, must be in his favor.

10.%e2 ¥c7 11.f4 Hd7

If you’re afraid of the wolves, stay out
of the woods! Black should have
castled here, meeting 12.e5 with
12..£4d5 13.c4 £Hb4 14.4b1 a5! 15.a3
a6, followed by ...Hc5.

12.c3 e5

Again, weakly played. The correct con-
tinuation was 12...&c5 13.4c2 a5!

13.9)c4 L.f6 14.f5 Hc5 15.8.c2
Na6 16.Q.e3 0-0 17.Q.xc5 bxcs
18.Q2.d3 Q. xc4
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And this is certainly an example of pre-
mature simplification. After 18... Bad8
19.h3! (threatening 20. &xe5)
19...Bfe8! 20.8ad1 hé, the attempt to
unpin the knight, by 21.5Hxe5 &xe5
22.8xa6 Hxdl 23.Bxdl %xe4
24.¥xe4 Hxe4 25.a3, would allow
Black to develop a counter-initiative by
25...84h4 26.g4 hs.

19.Q xc4 Hfd8 20.Had1 Hxd1 21.
Hxd1 HdS8 22.Hxd8+ Wxd8

Rubinstein plays the following
endgame with amazing accuracy.

23.Hf1 g6 24.fxg6 hxgb 25.83
g7 26.h4 ¥d7 27.8g2 &d6
28.2.b3 ¥d7 29.%c4 ¥d2+

Instead, 29...%e7 wouldhave consigned
Black to utter passivity, while White im-
proved his position with 30.&f1, 31.&e2
and 32.8a4. Still, this was his proper
course, since White’s initiative would
have been rather limited in scope.

30.Hf3 Hh6 31. W xc5 Wxb2
32.%e3+ &g7 33.%xa7 Wxc3+
34. g4

The simplification begun with 31.%'xc5
has borne fruit: White wins the f-pawn.

34...%d3 35. % xf7+ Hh6 36.%c4

If 36.¥xf6?, then a perpetual check at
e4 and h1l.

36...%d2 37.%f1 &g7 38.%d1
g2 39.%f3 ¥&d240.&h3 ¥ds8

Now White, by advancing his g-pawn,
creates new threats on the f-file, which
eventually force a trade of queens.

// .8

41.%c3 Wd6 42.g4 Hd8 43.85
ADb6 44.¥f3 &8

If 44...%e7, then White wins by 45.h5
¥xg5 46. {7+ ®h6 47. {8+ Hxh5
48.4d1+.

45. % xf8+ Hxf8 46.Hg4 Qe3
47.2241¢c548.04b3 d249.Qc4

Black’s c- and e-pawns now hamper his
bishop.

49...9g7 50.a4 L8 51.L 3! He7

If 51...4el 52.&e2 Axh4? 53.a5, and
White wins.

52.&e2 fHa5 53.&d1 Qb4
54.0 e2 &d6

///
////
/,,//////

2 2
Y &

.

iﬁ/%/ﬁ
////
////A/

55.h5?
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[According to Pytel White missed a
clear path to victory with: 55.&c2 Qel
(55...c4 56.84xc4 Ael 57.h5 gxhs
58.86 Le7 59.87; 55..Fe7 56.8b3!
fel 57.h5 gxh5 58.2xh5 followed by
®b3-c4-b5) 56.h5 gxh5 57.4xh5 Le7
58.&d3 Ah4 59.g6.]

55... gxh5 56.Q.xh5 He7 57.c2
c458.Q¢e2

>
///@/
///// ///

58...c3??

[58...&f7! 59.Axc4+ Hgb 60.4d5
Ixg5 61.Hb3 Qel 62.&c4d f6
63.8b5 Pe7 64.a5 Bd8 65.b6 Hc8
66.26 Af2+ 67.&c6 Hb8 and Black
draws — analysis by Becker.]

59.%b3 &Hf760.A.d3 Qa5 61.&cd
g6 62.Hb5 Q.d8 63.a5 A xg5
64.26 Q.e3 65.Hc6 Hg5 66.Hb7
&f4 67.4.b1!

Not 67.a7? Axa7 68.&xa7 Fe3 69.
Abl &d2 70.&b6 &cl 71.4d3 &d2,
and Black draws.

67...8d4 68.a7 Q.xa7 69.Hxa7
&e3 70.Hb6 1-0

Marshall and Rubinstein were well
matched. Though Akiva emerged with
a plus score in over 30 games stretch-

250

ing from Ostende 1906 to Liege 1930,
their encounters were always spirited
and rich in content.

The following game is typical of their
contests. The two veterans handle the
opening and middlegame in solid fash-
ion but that does not prevent them from
mixing it up in the endgame.

(327) Marshall — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (6) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4 d5 2.0)f3 £Hf6 3.c4 €6 4.5)c3
Ae75.985 Hbd7 6.3 0-0 7.Ecl
He88.a3a69.cxd5 exd5 10.&%b3c6
11. .d3 Hf812.0-0 ©H)h5 13. Q. xe7
Hxe7 14.Da4 £Hf6 15.3b6 Hb8
16.5Ye5 H6d7 17.Hxc8 Hxc8
18.4.f5 Eb8 19. A xd7 Hxd7
20.5yxd7 ¥xd7 21.Hc5 Heb6
22.Hfcl Hbe8 23.%d3 KEgé6
24.H5c2 ¥g4 25.%f1 h5 26.Hel h4
27.f3 ¥f5 28.e4 dxe4 29.fxe4
Wxf1+30.&xf1 Hg4 31.Hce2 Hf 4+
32. &gl f5 33.exf5 Hxe2 34.Hxe2
Hxd4 35.g3 hxg3 36.hxg3 &f7
37.8g2

/

1/ %@/
t///////
/ // /

'/

// ¢E¢
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37...2d5!

Rubinstein looks for practical chances to
win. The direct 37...%f6 is met by 38.%f3
answering 38..&xf5 with 39.He7.
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38.g4 Hd3 39.%f2 Eb3 40.2d2!

White’s king is cut off along the third
rank and he is tied down to the defense
but Marshall, who was an excellent
endgame player, has found the right
answer. He stations his rook on the d-
file for potential counterplay and pre-
pares to bring his king to c2.

40... a5

Rubinstein avoids allowing White activ-
ity as seen in the variation 41..%f6
42.8d6+ Pe5 43.2 6. The text prepares
to fix the weakness on b2 and advances
the pawn in anticipation of a potential
running game between Black’s queenside
and White’s kingside pawns.

41.Fell a4 42.FHd1 Hf643.5d6+
Xe7 44. Heb6+ Hf7 45.&c2 Hg3
46.Hg6 Hf3 47.Hd6 Hf4 48.2d7+
D6 49.85+!

Marshall is equal to the task and does
not allow himself to get ground down
like so many of Akiva’s opponents.

49... Hxf5 50.Exg7 Ec4+51.%d3
b5 52. Hg8 &g4 53.Hg7 &f5
54.Hg8 Hg4 55. Hg7 Hf5 -V

Pytel points out that if Black’s keeps
pressing he can even lose. For example,
56...Ec5 57.Bg6 ®h5 58.Hg8 Hxg5??
59.Exg5 &xg5 60.&d4.

(328) Rubinstein — Siamisch
Carlsbad (7) 1929

Queen’s Pawn [A46]

Notes by Nimzowitsch.

1.d4 &6 2.5)f3 e6 3.e3 c5
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Rubinstein would probably have re-
plied to 3...d5 with 4.b3, proceeding
thereafter to obtain the better game by
means known only to himself.

4.5bd2 £c6 5.a3 b6 6.2.d3 4b7
7.0-0 ¥c7

On 7...d5 8.b3 — compare the note to
Black’s third move.

8.We2 He79.c3

Since Sdmisch has definitely decided
not to play ...d7-d5 in favor of a neo-
Romantic deployment, Rubinstein
changes his plan; by threatening to play
e3-e4, he now induces Black to play
...d7-d5 after all.

9...d5

But now this continuation looks very
good for Black: he controls 5, whereas

White has yet to play b2-b3 and f.c1-
b2 to contest this important square.

10.b4

Prevents the e-pawn’s advance, be-
cause of 11.b4-b5.

10... 0-0 11.b5!

Taking overthe e5-square —atthe price,
of course, of weakening White’s entire
queenside!

11...5a5 12.84b2! c4! 13.9.c2
Ad6 14.a4

So it turns out that Rubinstein is not
interested in the sort of counterchances
he could obtain with e3-e4.
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14...a6

Beginning a punitive expedition: now
the b-pawn, so cavalierly advanced,
will come under fire. Rubinstein fore-
saw all of this, however, and now de-
fends the b-pawn.

15.Q.a3!

Clearing the b-file in order to protect
the pawn, and also preparing the occu-
pation of the center (the square e5) by
exchanging bishops.

15... f xa316.EHxa3 axb517.axbs

g6 18.5\e5 ¥g7 19.8b1 Hd7
20.£4 £6 21.5)xd7

Very simple. White is happy to ex-
change his knight for the knight on d7,
which forms an important link in
Black’s defense.

21...%xd7 22.)f3 Hae8 23.Ha2
He7 24.g4?

Carelessness. White misses Black’s com-
bination. He should have first played h2-
h3, and only then g2-g4. Rubinstein’s
plan was as follows: g2-g4-g5 forces
Black to play ...f6-f5; then White contin-
ues 2f3-e5 and h3-h4-hs, after which the
b-pawn is thrown to the wolves, while
White’s rooks move quietly to the h-file,
with a decisive attack on Black’s king; a
deep plan, indeed! After forcing the
knight on c6 away from the center,
Rubinstein slowly but surely achieved a
superiority there, while the poor b-pawn
survived thanks to the efforts of White’s
rooks. As the struggle progressed,
White’s central attack developed slowly,
dislodging the knight on f6; the g-pawn
would then have rolled forward, forcing
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..f6-f5, and leaving the square e5 once
again in White’s hands. Only then would
the rooks have abandoned the b-pawn and
(after h2-h4-h5) occupied the h-file, in
order to participate in the attack on
Black’s king.

Perhaps, when playing 11.b5,
Rubinstein had not foreseen every one
of these details. Perhaps he reasoned,
less concretely, “from the center to the
wings” as follows: I shall have to de-
fend the b-pawn with my rooks for
awhile; I have the upper hand in the
center, so I can do without my rooks
for the time being. Later, when my cen-
tral attack grows in intensity and spreads
to the king’s wing, I shall sacrifice the b-
pawn, in order to get my rooks over to
the firing line on the kingside.” We do
not know exactly how he reasoned it out;
but in any event, we think White’s plan
was extraordinarily deep.

24...e5!

An interesting combination, sacrificing
the exchange.

25.fxe5 %xg4+ 26.%g2 %xg2+
27.Yxg2 fxes5 28.5)xe5

///z @1
N //' Y
/ 17 ///,

// 2’//
/Q//@/ﬁ

28...Exe51? 29.dxe5 d4+ 30.%g1
d3 31. Ad1 He8 32.Qg4 Hxe5
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33.%f2 h5 34. 4h3 g5 35.4d7
He7 36.Q.¢c6 Hf7+ 37.Fel g4
38.Hb4 HHxc6 39.bxc6 Q.xc6 40.
Hxb6 Qf3 41.Ha5 Qg2 42.e4
Hf1+43. Hd2Ef2+44.He3 Hf3+
45.9d2 Hf2+ 46.Fe3 Hf3+
47.5d2 Bf2+ 48.Fe3 ¥-Ys

The following game was a tragedy for
Rubinstein. How many pawn-up
endgames did he lose in his career!

(329) Gilg — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (8) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4d52.c4€63.)c3 H)f64.085
Hbd7 5.0)f3 Qe7 6.Hcl1 0-0 7.e3
He8 8.a3 a6 9.%c2 h6 10.4.h4
dxc4 11.Q.xc4 ¢S5 12.0-0 bs
13.8a2 Qb7 14.dxc5 Hxc5
15.Hfd1 Wb6 16.b4 Hce4d
17.5H)xe4 H.xe4 18. ¥ c7 Wxc7
19.Hxc7 QA xf3 20.gxf3 a5
21.Q.xf6 Q. xf6 22.bxas

22.2b1 axb4 23.axb4 Ha4 24.2dd7 was
better than what White gets in the game.

22... Hxa5 23.Hb7 Hxa3 24.4b1
Eb3 25.0e4 b4 26.2dd7 HfS
27.&g2 Hb2 28.%g3 h5

There is no easy way to do business.
28...g5 is met by 29.f4 when after
29...gxf4 30.exf4 White is still going
to play f5.

29.h4 Q.c3 30.4.d3 Hd2
30...8el allows 31.84g6!
31.f4 g6 32.e4 e5?

Now Black’s f7-square becomes vul-
nerable.

33.fxe5 Q. xe5+ 34.f4

The tide is starting to turn. Now if
34...216 35.e5 fe7 36.e6 and White is
very active. Black might have considered
this the safer way to try to make a draw.

34... b8 35.8.c4 Hxd7 36.HExd7
b3?

The only chance was to hang on to the
b-pawn for counterplay with 36...4.c3.

37.Q.xf7+ Hf8 38.fxe5 b2 39.H.a2
b1(¥&) 40.4.xb1 Hxbl 41.Ff4
Hgl 42.e6 Hg4+ 43.Fe5 He8
44.82h7 Hgl 45.%f6 Hf1+
46.Hxg6 Hf4 47.Hxh5 &e7
48.85h6 Hxe4 49.Hf5 Hel
50.2h7+ Hf851.Hf7+ Le852.h5
Hf1+ 53.9g6 Hel 54.h6 Hxe6+
55.5f6 Hel 56.h7 Hgl+ 57.%h6
Pe7 58.Hf5 1-0

(330) Rubinstein — Colle
Carlsbad (9) 1929
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 Hf6 2.5Hf3 e6 3.e3 b6
4. bd2 4b75.94d3d56.0-0 2.d6
7.b3 0-0 8.4.b2 Hbd7 9.He5 c5
10.%f3 Wc7 11.84xd7 &Hxd7
12.%h3 f5 13.f4 c4 14.bxc4 dxc4
15.9Yxc4 Hf6 16.Hxd6 ¥ xd6
17.d5 BEh6 18.%f3 H)c5 19.Hfd1
A xd520.8.c4 Axf321.Hxd6 Hgb6
22.Q4f1 Hc8 23.c4 Hf7 24.Q.e5
Ye7 25.a4 HH)b3 26.Ha2 Has
27.Had2 Q.c6 28.Ha2 HdS
29.Hxd8 &=xd8 30.Q.c3 H)b7 31.a5
&5 32.axb6 axb6 33.Ha7 Qb7
34.2d4 Hc7 35.Q.e5+ Hc8 36.83
Hd7 37.Q.e2 Hyxe5 38.fxe5 Hh6
39.04f1 b8 40.Ha2 g5 41.Q.g2
_Q,xgz 42.@xg2 &b7 43.85d2 &Hcb6
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44.Hd8 g4 45.Hc8+ &d7 46.82f8
&c6 47.8f7 &c5 48.Hc7+ b4
49.Hc6 ¥c3 50.HExb6 FHxc4
51.Hd6 &c552. &gl Hc4 53.8g2
3 54.9g1 Fc4 55.982 VY

(331) Vidmar — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (10) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D30]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5Yf3 )6 4.2.85
Hbd75.e3 He76.84d3h67.4h4
c5 8.cxd5 HHxds5 9.Q.xe7 YWxe7
10.)c3 &Hxc3 11.bxc3 cxd4
12.cxd4 e5 13.dxe5 0-0 14.e6
Wxe6 15.0-0 Hc5 16.5d4 Ye7
17.Bc1 Qd7 18.4b1 Hac8
19.%h5 b6 20.Efd1 EHfe8 21.h3
Wg5 22.¢xg5 hxg5 -

(332) Rubinstein — Spielmann
Carlsbad (11) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D37]

Notes by Rubinstein from Shakhmaty,
9/1929, p. 169.

1.d4 e6 2.c4 &)f6 3.)Nc3 d5 4..f3
fHe75.e3

White is playing the so-called normal
variation of the Queen’s Gambit De-
clined. He does not look for a big
opening advantage by 5.8g5, but
strives to retain the small advantage
of the first move.

5...0-0 6.a3 a6

Here Black’s last move is not ne-
cessary, and as we shall see, it is of no
importance for the further play. Later
in this tournament, in this situation,
Yates played against me the immediate
6...b6, and achieved a good position.
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7.b4 b6 8.84b2 c5 9.dxc5 bxc5
10.bxc5 Q. xc5

Now Black will have an isolated pawn
in the center, which will cause him diffi-
culties later. Were Black striving for sim-
plification, he could play here 10...dxc4.

11.cxd5exd512.He2 He613.0-0
Hbd7 14.0d4 b6 15.5a4 Hxa4
16.%xa4

16...%d6

In my opinion this queen move is bad,
which is obvious even from the esthetic
point of view. Better was 16...2.d7.

17.)xe6 fxe6 18.Qf3 Hd7
19.8Hacl1 Hf7 20.4.d4 Q xd4

Here, Black could liquidate the queenside
by playing 20...&xa3, which is a consid-
erablerelief for him. But even then, after
21.Bc6 We7 22.8g4 2.d623.%a2, White
maintains the pressure.

21.exd4 Haf8 22.Q.g4 Hb8 23.g3
Ef6 24.f4 Hg6 25.4h3 Hhé6
26.Q.g4 Hg627.4h3 Eh6 28.%g2
Ehf6 29.0.g4 Hg6 30.4h5 Hef6

The repetition of moves was a result of
time trouble.
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31.0.g4 Hg6 32.h3 Hegf6 33.5f3 g5

Spielmann does not like blocked posi-
tions. In such cases he prefers to sacri-
fice a pawn for no other reason than to
obtain attacking chances. In this situa-
tion there is also an objective reason
for the sacrifice — the threat of He3,
followed by Hcel. Still, 33...g5 does
not work, as White has plenty of de-
fensive resources.

34.fxg5 Exf3 35. Q. xf3 &e7 36.h4
Wf7 37.8c3 &HHd7 38.%c6 Eb8
39.Hc2 Hf8 40.Hf2 a5 41.Ef1
g7 42.%d6 e5

Desperation. White could calmly take
the pawn, but [ was in time pressure.

43.Q e2 We8 44.Q b5

A second omission. Here 44.&h5! im-
mediately decides. This move does not
spoil White’s victory, but it does make
it considerably more complicated.

44.. . Exf145.0 xd7 Wf7 46.% xe5+
Hf8 47.%e2 Hcl 48.0.e6 W7
49.%f3+ Qe8
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50. .7+ & xf7

Forced. All alternatives are worse.

51.%e3+ We7 52.Wxcl We2+
53.%gl1 Wd3 54.f2 Hd755.%e3
Wc2+ 56. Hf3 a4 57.Hf4 &bl
58.h5 ¥b8+ 59. &g4 ¥b360.%f3
Wc4 61. %15+ Hd8 62.Wes

In the endgame, as is well known, a
centralized queen is of great impor-
tance.

62...%9b3 63.86 hxg6 64.hxgé
Wd1+ 65.985 Wcl+ 66.8f4 1-0

(333) Maroczy — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (12) 1929
Scotch [C47]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 H)c6 3.9)c3 Hf6
4.d4 exd4 5.9)xd4 Q.b4d 6.5)xc6
bxc67.08.d3d5 8.exd5 cxd5 9.0-0
0-0 10.9.85 Q.xc3 11.bxc3 ¥d6?!
12.%f3

Better is 12. 4xf6 ¥xf6 13.¥h5.

12...Q0.g4 13.¥f4 Wxf4 14.Q xf4
c615.f3 Q€6 16.a4 a517.g4 H)d7
18.9f2 Hfc8 19.Hfel c5 20.4.b5
Hb6 21.Habl d4 22.0.e5 Hd5
23.cxd4 cxd4 24.Q xd4 Hxc2+
25.He2 Hcc8 26.Hd2 &) c3
27.8xc3 Hxc3 28.Hbd1 Hf8
29.Hd4 &e7 30.h4 h6 31.2d6 g5
32.h5 Ha3 33.Hb6 Hc8 34.2d3
Exd3 35.Q.xd3 Hc336.Q.f5 A.xf5
37.gxf5 Hc5 38.f6+ &d7 39.Hab
Bf5 40.%g3 Hf4 41.Hxa5 Hxf6
42.Ha7+ ®e8 43. a5 Hf8 44.Hb7
Xg7 45.8b6 Hf5 46. a6 Has
47.Hc6 Ha4 48.25b6 Hh7 49. EHf6
g7 VoY

(334) Rubinstein — Tartakover
Carlsbad (13) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D41]
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1.d4 e6 2.c4 d5 3.5)c3 c5 4.0)f3
Hf6 5.cxd5 Hyxd5 6.g3 Hcob
7.882 Hyxd4 8.)Hxd4 Hxc3
9.bxc3 cxd4 10. % xd4 Wxd4
11.cxd4 Q.d6 12.Qf4 Q xf4
13.gxf4 Hb8 14.Hd2 b6 15.5hc1
¥d816.Hc3 A4 b717.e4 He8 18.a4
Ec8 19.82b3 5 20.f3 He7 21.a5
Hec7 22.85b2 Hc4 23.axb6 axb6
24.%9d3 Hc3+ 25.%d2 H3c4
26.Hd3 Hc3+ 27.&Hd2 H3c4
28.&5d3 -V

(335) Thomas — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (14) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D60]

1.d4d5 2.c4 €6 3.2)c3 N6 4.0.85
Hbd75.e3 Qe76..0f30-07.2d3
dxc4 8.Q.xc4c59.0-02a6 10.dxc5
Hxc511. % xd8 Hxd8 12.b4 Hed7
13.b5 H)c5 14.8Hfd1 4.d7 15.bxab
bxa6 16. Hes h6 17.9h4 Hdc8
18.0e2 Qe8 19.Habl &fS8
20.Q4.f3 Ha7 21.4.83 a5 22. h3 a4
23.Hdcl Hd8 24.5)c6 H.xc6 25.
Axc6 Ha6 26.A4f3 g5 27.Hd1
Hxd1+ 28.Q.xd1 Hfe4 29.Hb8+
g730.Q.e5+ A.f631.5)xe4 HHxed
32. Axf6+ &Hxf6 33.a3 EHc6
34.Q.xa4 Hc3 35.8Hb2 -

(336) Rubinstein — PJohner
Carlsbad (15) 1929
Nimzo-Indian [E38]

1.d4 HHf6 2.c4 e6 3.5Hc3 L b4
4. c2c55.dxc5 Ha66.a3 Q. xc3+
7. % xc3 Hyxcs 8.f3 d5 9.cxd5
Wxd5 10.e4 ¥hs 11.4f4 Ha4
12.%b4 A.d7 13.b3

Here 13.%xb7 deserves attention.

13...20b6 14.2.d3 Q.c6 15.e2
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&Hfd7 16.5d4 Wh4+ 17.Q4.83 ¥f6
18.Hc1 a5 19.%c3 Hc8 20.5)xc6
Hxc6 21. W xf6 gxf6 22.Hxc6 bxchd
23.84d6 Hes 24.Hxe5 fxes
25.%d2 &d7 26.2d1 Hc7 27.Hc3
Eg8 28.4.f1 Hd8 29.Hxd8 &Hxd8
30.b4 axb4+?

According to Levenfish, more defen-
sive chances were offered by 30...a4,
and if 31.b5, 31...c5!

31.Yxb4! &c7 32.a4 HA7 33.a5
h6 34.8d3 &b7 35.4c2 HbS
36.4d3 &Hd7 37.g4 &c7 38.h4
18 39.4f1 Hd7 40.Qh3 HH)fS8

=7 &
N mim

/
/t/t// /
% 27//

//,
/////}/
///

41.h5!

This is the winning plan. White threat-
ens 42.g5 hxg5 43.h6, followed by
fAg4-h5, which forces Black to weaken
the e6-pawn.

41...£6 42.Qf1 HA7 43.Q.c4 HfS
44.9b3 Hh7 45.8c5 Hf8 46.Q.a2
AHd7+ 47.Hb4 D8 48.2a6 Hb6
49.a7 &xa7 50.&c5 Hb7 51.Hd6!
b6 52.Fe7 Hh7 53.Q.xe6 Hc7
54.8c4 HEg5 55.Hxf6 &Hd6
56.3g6 Le7 1-0

(337) Rubinstein — Bogoljubow
Carlsbad (16) 1929
Nimzo-Indian [E36]
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1.d4 &Yf6 2.c4 e6 3.5Hc3 Qb4
4.%c2d55.a3 Q.xc3+ 6. xc30-0
7.5f3 dxc4 8. W xc4 b6 9.4f4
£Hd5 10.4.¢3 Qa6 11.Wa4 ¥d7
12. W xd7 Hyxd7 13.5He5 Hyxe5
14.Q xe5 Hac8 15.Hc1£f616.Q483
EBfd8 17.e3 Q. xf1 18.Hxf1 c6
19.Fe2 Hf7 20.5Hc2 Fe8 21.Hfcl
Xd7 22.e4 He7 23.f3 g5 24.b4 a6
25.a4 h5 26.h3 h4 27.9h2 b5
28.He3 HEg6 29.axb5 axbs
30.H5a2 Ha8 31.Hcal Hxa2
32.Hxa2e533.dxe5 fxe5 34.2d2+
@c7 35.2xd8 &Hxd8 36.83 hxg3
37.4xg3 &d7 38.&%d2 &d6
39.4.f2 5H)h4 40.He2 HNg241.Q83
Hh4 42. Qf2 Hg2 43.083 Heb
44.9h2 Hhs 45.Qg1 IHf6
46.Qb6 Ye7 47.Hf2 Hg6 48.983
&Of4 49.3g4 Hd3 50.Hxg5 Heb6
51.8.a5 c5 52.bxc5 Hxc5 53.h4
£d3 54.h5 b4 55.h6 f756.Hf5
b3 57.Q.c3 &g8 58.f4 Hxf4
59.%Hxe5 He2 60.4b2 Hh7
61.f6 Hxh6 62.e5 Hh7 Vi-»2

(338) Canal — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (17) 1929
English [A30]

Notes by Kmoch.

A masterpiece of technique. Canal drifted
into an unfavorable position after the
opening which, however, was in no way
lost. But Rubinstein maintained this small
advantage with inimitable precision, and
translated it into victory.

1.f3 &Hf6 2.b3 g6 3.g3 b6
4.9b20g75.282 Ab76.0-00-
0 7.c4c58.d3?!

Here 8.d4 was in order. [After 8.d4
cxd4 9.8xd4 Hc6 10.¥d2 d5 the po-
sition is equal.]

8...d5 9.cxd5 &H)yxd5 10.Q.xg7
Dxg7 11.¥d2 Hcb 12.5¢c3 Hxc3
13. % xc3+ Hg8 14. b2

White plays without a plan and surren-
ders to his opponent full command of
the board. Better is 14.e3 (14.82fd1?!
Hd4!) 14...8c8 15.8acl Wd6 16.d4
cxd4 17.Hxd4 Hixd4 18.8xd4 xd4
19.exd4 QAxg2 20.%Hxg2, and White
overcomes the weakness of the center
pawn by a hair: 20... Bfd8 21.Efd1!
Hxcl 22.Hxcl Hxd4 23. Hc7 a5
24 Bxe7 Hd2 25.8b7. After permitting
Black to play 8...d5, White had to con-
tent himself with seeking mere equality.

14...%d6 15.2fd1 Had8 16.2d2
Hd717.Had1 Efd8 18.h4 e519.e3

Weakening the d-pawn. But the con-
stant threat of ...2xd4 was too disturb-
ing. White must also have been of the
opinion that he could play d4. That was
a delusion.

19...h6 20.2.h3

Black meets 20.d4 with 20...exd4
21.exd4 Wf6!, or even more sharply, by
20...cxd4 21.exd4 e4! (22.2De5 Hxe5
23.dxe5 Wxd2!).

20...He7 21.Q.g2

If now 21.d4, then 21...exd4 22. exd4
¥f6! maintains the advantage.

21... %16 22.5\h2 h5 23.)f3 H)b4
24.5)el Q.xg2 25.Yxg2 a5!

In order to frustrate any attempt of
White to break through presently by b4.
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26.5)c2 Hed7 27.HHxb4 axb4
28.%c2 W6+ 29.f3 Hd5 30.Hf2
Wd7 31.&g2 5 32.¥c4 Hg7
33.9f2 Hf8!

The threat is 34...f4!

34.f4 Ed8 35.fxe5 Exe5 36.%f4
Hd5 37.%c4 Wc6 38.%c2 Wf6
39.Wc4 Wc6 40.%c2 bs 41.Ec1
H8d6 42.d4 Wd7 43.Hcdl &f7
44.%yb2 ¥yd8 45. g2 Hd7 46.Hh2
g8 47.9g2 Hh7 48. Hh2

After this a decisive breakthrough takes
place.

v

48...f41! 49.exf4

If 49.gxf4 ¥xh4+ 50.&g2 g5!, with a
winning attack.

49...Exd4 50.8Bxd4 cxd4 51.8Hd3
Wf6 52.%d2 ¥d6 53.&g1 &g7
54.%h2 ¥c5 55.9g2 Wds+
56.Hh2 ¥e4 57.8g1 Hf658.Hf2
Feb6 59.8f3 Hc7 60.f5+ Hd5!

Not 60...gxf5? because of 61.Ef4!
61.Hf4 Hc2

Bringing about a rook ending that is
clearly won.
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62.Hxe4 Hxd2+ 63.Hf3 gxf5
64.He8 Hxa2 65.Hf8 Hb2!
66.Bxf5+ &Hc6! 67. Hxh5 Hxb3+
68.Ye4

Or 68.%f4 He3, followed by ...b3.

68...2xg3 69.Hxd4 Hb6 70.Hg5
Hh3 71.Hg1 Exh4+ 72.%d3 Hcd
73.Bb1 Hc3+ 74.d4 Has
75.Hal+ Ha3 76. HEhl &a4
77.Bh8 Hg3 78.&c5 Hc3+
79.&d4 Hc4+ 80.d3 b3 0-1

(339) Rubinstein — Yates
Carlsbad (18) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D37]

1.d4 d5 2.5Yf3 €6 3.c4 D6 4.5\ c3
Ne75.e30-06.a3b67.cxd5 exd5
8.84e2 A b7 9.b4 H)bd7 10.0-0 c5
11.bxc5 bxc5 12.H)e5 cxd4
13.exd4 He4 14. A b2 Hb6 15.£3
Hd6 16.Ha4 £6 17. Hd3 Hbcs
18.9.c1 £Yf5 19.5)dc5 Q.c8 20.5Hf2
He8 21.Hc3 Af8 22.Hb1 HhS8
23.Qf4 Hxa3 24.Hal HHc4 25.g4
Hfe3 26. a4 H)b6 27.%c6 Hc2
28.8.c¢c7 Hixd4 29.4.xd8 Hxc6
30.02.xb6 axb6 31.Hxa8 Q. xc5
32.4b5 A4d7 33.Exe8+ Q xe8
34.5 a4 Q xf2+ 35.H=xf2 g8
36.2)xb6 d4 37.5)c8 Hf8 38..)0d6
Ad7 39.%e2 g6 40.Hed He7
41.0 xc6 Q. xc642.Hd3£543.gxf5
gxf5 44.5)g3 Heb6 45.Hxd4 Q. xf3
46.Ye3 Qg4 47.Hf4 Hh3
48..H0h5 h6 49..)g7+ &f6 50.
He8+ Hg6 51.5d6 g4 52.5)e8
Ae2 53.Hd6 Qd3 54.HHe8 Qb5
55.5d6 1-Ys
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Vera Menchik

340) Menchik — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (19) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D06]

Sixth Brilliancy Prize

Notes by Rubinstein from Shakhmaty,
9/1929, p.168.

1.3 Hf6 2.c4 c5 3.d4 cxd4
4.Hxd4 ds5

This advance in the center, if it can be
accomplished without damage, always
gives Black a free hand. Till now it was
considered insufficient because of
5.cxd5 &xd5 6.e4, when White gains
tempi and Black can at best equalize.

5.cxd5 a6

This move considerably improves the
whole variation. Black meets 6.£c3
with 6...8xd5, and 6.g3 with ¥xd5. In
both cases Black stands well. Perhaps
...a6 is even stronger on the fourth
move, because White does not have the
possibility of stopping the advance
...d7-d5. Hence, the move ...a7-a6 has
theoretical significance. Today theory
considers Rubinstein’s innovation re-
futed; Browne-Sosonko, Indonesia
1982, saw 6.%a4+! bs 7.0Hxb5 4d7
8.21c3 HxdS 9.Hxd5 Axb5 10.¥d1,
and White had the advantage.

6.a3

More aggressive is world champion
Alekhine’s suggestion of 6.e4. After the
peace-loving text Black achieves full
equality.

6..Hxd5 7.g3

After this it is Black who seizes the
initiative. Better was 7.e4, with an
equal game.

7...e5 8.85)c2 Q.c5 9.282 Neb
10.0-0 £c611.b4 a712.Q4b20-
0 13.0d2 We7 14.f3 HfdS8
15.%c1 £6 16.2d1 Hac8 17.2b1

The idea behind this move is not clear.
Better was 17.e4, followed by
18.8xd8+. Now Black’s attack be-
comes very dangerous.

17...e4 18.5\fel Qg4 19.4.f1 He5
20.h3 Q. h5 21.9g2 e3 22.f4 Hicd
23.2.d4 Q. xd4 24.Hxd4
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24...)c3! 25.8b3 &H)d2 26.Hb2
Axe2 27.Hxd8+ Hxd8 28.0 xe2
Hyxe2 29.¥4d1 We4+ 30.Hh2 Hf1
mate! 0-1

(341) Rubinstein — Becker
Carlsbad (20) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D64]

1.d4 &)f6 2.c4d5 3.Xc3 e6 4.Q4.85
Hbd7 5.e3 Q.e7 6..0f3 0-0 7.Ecl
c6 8.Wc2 He4 9.0 xe7 Wxe7
10.8d3 H\yxc3 11.Wxc3 dxc4
12.Q.xc4 b6 13.0-0 4b7 14.b4 a5
15.2b1 axb4 16.Hxb4 Efc8
17.0d2c5 18.dxc5 Hxc5 19.5fb1

Exa2 20.W%d4 Ha8 21.5\e4 H.xe4
22.¥xe4 Hac8 23.g3 ¥d6 24.4.11
h6 25.h3 e5 26.%d3 Hd5 27.%a6
Hc2 28.%a8+ Hh7 29.H4b2 Hxb2
30.HExb2 Hd1l 31.%e4+ Wgb
32.9xg6+ Hxg6 33. 382 Hf6 34.e4
Le7 35.0c4 Hd4 36.Q.d5 g6
37.5f3 f5 38.Fe3 6 39.4b7
Hd6 40.exf5 gxf5 41.Hb5 £d7
42.9.c8 He6 43.82d5 Hd6 44.8Hb5
He6 45.2d5 Hd6 46.5b5 Heb -

(342) Euwe — Rubinstein
Carlsbad (21) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4d5 2.c4 €6 3.5\ c3 N6 4.0.85
Hbd7 5.e3 He7 6.3 0-0 7.Kcl
He88.Q4.d3 a6 9.cxd5 exd5 10.0-
0 c6 11.%c2 NNf8 12.he5 Ng4
13.Q.xe7 Wxe7 14.4f3 Qeb6
15.5)e2 Had816.%c5 Hd617..0g3
g6 18.b4 Q.c8 19.a4 HHeb6 20.%c3
g5 21.Qe2 h5 22.5)xg5 ¥xg5
23.¥¥¢c5 Hde6 24.b5 axb5 25.axb5
YWh4 26.9.xg4 ¥yxg4 27.bxc6 bxcb
28. b6 4.d729.%c7 H6e730.Hfel
h4 31.5e2 V22

Budapest, August 31-September 17, 1929

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 T
1  Capablanca x % % 1 % 1 1 1 % 1 % 1 1 1 10%
2 Rubinstein  x B % 1 1 0 1 % % 1 1 1 1 9%
3  Tartakower B % x 0 % 0 % 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 8
4 Vajda 0 % 1 x 0 1 1 % % % % 1 % % 7%
5§ Thomas %» 0 %» 1 x 1 0 0 1 1 % o0 1 1 7%
6  Steiner o 0 1 0 o0 x % 1 0 1 1 1 1 % 7
7 Colle 0 1 % 0 1 % x % 0 % 1 0 % 1 6%
8 Havasi 0 0 1 % 1 0 % x 0 0 1 % 1 1 6%
9 Przepiérka % % 0 % 0 1 1 1 x % 0 o0 o 1 6
10 Canal 0 % 0 % 0 0 % 1 % x “u % 1 W% 5%
11 Monticelli “w 0 0 % % 0 0 0 1 % x W 1 1 8%
12 vandenBosch 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 % 1 % % x 0 0 4%
13  Brinckmann o 0 0 %» 0 0 %» 0 1 0 o0 1 x 1 4
14 Prokes 0 0 0 % 0 % 0 0 o0 Y% 0 1 0 x 2%

Dawid Przepiorka (1880-1940) was
one of the most important figures in
Polish chess between the two World
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Wars and wore many hats. Przepiorka
(pronounced Pshe-purer-ka) was a
strong master, an excellent problem
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composer, an active journalist, a tour-
nament organizer and a great philan-
thropist. Among his many accomplish-
ments were taking first at
Munich*1926 (ahead of Bogoljubow
and Spielmann), playing on the 1930
gold medal Polish Olympiad team and
helping to organize the 1935 Olympiad
in Warsaw. Przepiorka, known to his
fellow masters as “Pipi,” was a real pa-
triot. The Oxford Companion to Chess
writes he sold his home to finance the
Polish team’s trip to the Buenos Aires
Olympiad 1939.

The British Chess Magazine of 1931
(p. 391) reports that Przepiorka (whose
name means quail, a fair description of
his bird-like appearance) had a chess
library of 8,000 books. The magnificent
library of this highly cultured and multi-
lingual man continued to grow until he
was arrested by the Germans with other
Jews during a forbidden meeting of the
Warsaw chess circle in 1940. He was
killed not long after. Few have given
more to chess than Dawid Przepidrka.

His collection, one of the largest in the
world at the time, survived only a few
years longer. His good friend and fel-
low chess composer Marian Wrobel
took care of it before it was destroyed
by fire during the Warsaw uprising in
1944.

(343) Rubinstein — Przepiorka
Budapest (1) 1929
Nimzo-Indian [E34]

1.d4 &O)Yf6 2.c4 €6 3.)c3 Qb4
4.%c2 d5 5.e3 0-0 6.2.d2 b6
7.f3 Ab78.Hclc59.dxc5 f.xc5
10.cxd5 &Hxd5 11.a3 Hd7
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12.Hxd5 Q.xd5 13.b4 H.d6
14.9d3 h6 15.e4 4b7 16.9c3
Hc8 17.%b2 e5 18.0-0 We7
19.Hfd1 HfdS 20.Q.b1 b5 21.We2
a6 22.d2 &H)b6 23.Qa2 H bS8
24.8a1 Hxcl 25.Hxcl Hc8
26.Hxc8+ QA xc8 27..0f1 Heb
28.5e3 Q xa2 29.Wxa2 ¥Wd7
30.%c2f6 31.0c3 Qa7 32.4d2
¥d4 33.4.c3 &d7 %-%

(344) Tartakover — Rubinstein
Budapest (2) 1929
Giuoco Piano [C50]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.Qc4 Q.c5
4.d3 £Hf6 5.5H¢c3 d6 6.Q.g5 hé6
7.Q.xf6 ¥xf6 8..0d5 ¥d8 9.c3
He7 10.d4 Hxds 11.8.xd5 exd4
12.5yxd4 0-0 13.%d3 Q. xd4
14.cxd4 c6 15. Qb3 Was5+ 16.%d2
Wxd2+ 17.Hxd2 Q.e6 18.d5 cxd5
19.Q.xd5 ¥-

(345) Rubinstein — E. Steiner
Budapest (3) 1929
Nimzo-Indian [E35]

1.d4 £Hf6 2.c4 €6 3.5Hc3 Qb4
4.%c2 ds5 5.cxds exd5 6.e3 0-0
7.2.d3 b6 8.5\ ge2 ¢5 9.dxc5 bxc5
10.0-0 c4 11.4f5 Ha6 12.10f4
He8 13.2d1 He5 14.0.xc8 Exc8
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15.5\cxd5! &Hyxd5 16.e4 Hac?
17.0e3 %e8 18.54xd5 Hxd5
19.exd5 ¥Wd7 20. g3 a6 21.EHd4
Exds 22.Exc4 Hxc4 23. ¥xc4 a5
24.a3 Q18 25.b4 Hh5 26.h4 Hd5
27.bxa5 Hxa5 28.a4 h6 29.9.b6
Eh5 30.a5 g5 31. %e2 g4 32.a6
¥c633.a7 1-0

(346) Rubinstein — Thomas
Budapest (4) 1929
Nimzo-Indian [E34]

1.d4 &Y f6 2.c4 €6 3.5c3 Q. b4
4.¥%c2 d5 5.cxd5 ¥xd5 6.a3
A xc3+ 7.%xc3 Hat 8.b4 4d7
9.f3 Qa4 10.e4 Wd7 11.Q.e3 0-0
12.5)e2 ¢6 13.5cl1 &7 14.54d3
Abs5 15.a4 QA xd3 16.Q.xd3 EHfdS
17.0.e2 %e7 18.0-0 Hac8 19.Hfc1
Hce8 20.%c5 Wc7 21. Y xa7 Hd7
22. % a5 Wxas 23.bxa5 & c7
24.Habl e5 25.Hxb7 exd4
26.2.xd4 Heb6 27.94b6 Hxb6
28.axb6 Ha8 29.Hd1! HdcS8
30.Qc4 Hxa4 31.Q.xe6 fxeb
32.8dd7 Hal+ 33.8f21-0

(347) Vajda — Rubinstein
Budapest (5) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D36]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)¢c3 2Hf6 4.0.85
Hbd75.e3 Q.e76.8d3 0-0 7.cxd5
exds 8. Wc2 c6 9.5\ f3 He8 10.5\e5
0O)f811.0-0-0 Hed 12.5)xe4 A xg5
13.5Yx85 ¥Wxg5 14.h4 e7
15.3b1 £6 16.9)f3 Qg4 17.Hdgl
Axf3 18.gxf3 ¥d6 19.Q4f5 He7
20.Hel Hae8 21.a3 &h8 -2

(348) Rubinstein — Van den Bosch
Budapest (6) 1929
Griinfeld [D74]

1.d4 ©H6 2.c4 g6 3.g3 N.g7 4.0.g2
ds 5.cxd5 HYxd5 6.5Yf3 0-0 7.0-0
£Hc6 8.e4 Hb6 9.d5 He5?!
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A dubious continuation. Better is
9...Ha5.

10.5)xe5 Q. xe5 11.a4 e6 12.f4
Ag7 13.a5 Hc4? 14.e5! We7

Tit wig:
/ 71/}/

%

15.d6! cxd6 16.b3 dxe5 17.bxc4
Hd8 18.%a4 exf4 19.Q xf4! &5+
20.%h1 Qd7 21.%a3 Whs
22.)c3 Q.c6 23. QA xc6 bxcb
24.e4 We2 25.Hael Wxc4
26.Q.g5 Hd3 27.%e7 Hf8 28.4.f6
Axf6 29.\xf6+ g7 30.He8+
Hxe8 31. HExf7+ 1-0

Rubinstein’s name is synonymous with
masterful rook-and-pawn endings but
he also played some beautiful king-and-
pawn finales. The following finish is
not as well-known as E.Cohn-
Rubinstein, St. Petersburg 1909, but
also quite instructive.

(349) Brinckmann — Rubinstein
Budapest (7) 1929
Four Knights Game[C48]

1.e4 e5 2.50f3 Hc6 3.)¢c3 & f6
4.94b5 Hd4 5.)Hxd4 exd4 6.e5
dxc3 7.exf6 ¥xf6 8.dxc3 Qe7
9.0-0 0-0 10.Qe3 c6 11.82d3 d5
12.%d2 Q4f5 13.Hfel Q. xd3
14. % xd3 Hfe8 15.He2 Wg6
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16.¥xg6 hxg6 17.Hael Af8
18.Qf4 Hxe2 19.Exe2 f6 20.&f1
&f7 21.h3 g5 22.4.83 b5 23.Pel
HdS8 24.f3 Hd7 25.%d2 a5 26.a3
a4 27.%d3 Qc5 28.Hel HdS8
29.Q.c7 Hc8 30.Q.g3 Hd8 31.Q.c7
Hc8 32.Q483 Hh8 33.He2 Ha8
34.0.c7 Ha7 35..83 Hd7 36.Hel
Ha7 37.He2 Hb6 38.84f2 c5
39.&d2 Hd6 40.0.83 Hc6 41. Q.12
Ac7 42.8d1 Qes5 43.Fcl Hgb
44.3b1 Hf5 45.EHd2 Heb 46.He2
&d6 47.Hd2 Hc8 48.Hd1 &Hco6
49.Hd2 He8 50.He2 He6 51.h4
¥d6 52.hxg5 fxg5 53.Hel c4
54.Qa7 He8 55.Q.e3 g4! 56.fxg4
He6 57.85 Q.83 58. Q.c5+ &d7
59.Hxe6 Hxe660.0d48661.Q.e3
Dfs5 62.Fcl Af4 63.Hd2 YHxg5
64.He2 Hgi 65.Qxf4 Hxf4
66.Hf2 Hed 67.Fe2

Or 67.g3 d4 68.cxd4 Sxd4 69.Fe2 g5,
and Black wins.

67...85! 68.f2

The alternatives are no better: 68.g3 d4
69.cxd4 Oxd4 70.9d2 e4d 71. Pe2
b4 72.c3 b3, or 68.8d2 &f4 69. Fe2
g3 70.2f1 &h2 71.2f2 g4 72.Hf1
83.

68...d4! 69.cxd4 Hxd4 70.Fe2

///
/7/7/////
////

{/ tv = &
/é//
B 2

70...b4! 71.&d2

If 71.axb4, Black wins easily after
71...c3! 72.bxc3+ &c4!l 73.&d2 a3
74.8cl &xc3 75.8bl &xb4.

71...b3! 72.c3+

Or 72.cxb3 cxb3 73.&e2 He4 74.&d2
(74.83 g4) Tf4 75.8c3 g3 76.9b4
Dxg2 77.Fxa4 Sf2, and Black wins.

72...%ed 73.He2 Hfd 74.Hf2
g4 75. Hf1 Hg3 76.Hgl g4
77.&f1 &h2 78. &f2 Hh1!
79.9g3 Hgl 80.Hxg4 Hxg2 0-1

Fans of king-and-pawn endings that
enjoyed this example may wish to look
up the modern classic, Cruz-Seirawan,
Moscow (ol) 1994.

(350) Rubinstein — Canal
Budapest (8) 1929
Nimzo-Indian [E35]

1.d4 &Y f6 2.c4 e6 3.5c3 Qb4
4.%c2d5 5.cxd5 exd5 6.8.g5 h6
7.Q.xf6 ¥ xf6 8.a3 Q. xc3+9.Wxc3
c6 10.0f3 0-0 11.e3 He8 12.8d3
Af5 13.0-0 &Nd7 14.b4 fe4d
15.0e2 Wgb6 16.a4 a5 17.Hfcl
Hb6 18.5\el Hc4 19.Q.xc4 dxcd
20.%xc4 Q.d5 21.%c3f5 22.g3f4
23.exf4 axb4 24. %xb4 Ye4 25.f3
We3+ 26.%f1 Q xf327.%c3 QA e2+
28.9g2 We4+ 29.f2 Had8
30.0f3 QA xf3 31.Wxf3 Wxd4+
32.%g2 Wb2+ 33.%gl1 Hd2
34.Hel Hee2 35.Hxe2 Wxal+
36.9g2 Hxe2+ 37.Yxe2 Wxa4
38.%eb6+ Hf8 39.f5 c5 40. Wc8+
We8 41. ¥ xc5+ Hg8 42. W c4+ Wf7
43.%c8+ Qh7 44.g4 Wd5+ 45.
&g3 Wd3+ 46.Hh4 We2 47.%c7
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Wf2+ 48.Hh3 Wf3+ 49.Hh4
Wf2+ 50.%h3 Ye3+ 51.&g2
We4+ 52.8g3 ¥d3+ 53.9g2 Wab
54.£6 V2%

Ladislav Proke$ (1884-1966) was a
strong player who represented his coun-
try three times in Olympiads (1927, 1928
and 1930) but he is much better known
as one of the most prolific endgame com-
posers in the history of chess.

(351) Prokes — Rubinstein
Budapest (9) 1929
Queen’s Pawn [D00]

1.d4d5 2.e3 £)f6 3.4.d3 H)c6 4.f4
Hb4s 5.0f3 HHxd3 6.cxd3 eb
7.5c3 9e78.0-00-09.8.d2Hd7
10.Hcl1 He8 11.5)e2a5 12.)g3 6
13.h4 c5 14.f5 cxd4 15.exd4
Af8 16.Wg4 H)b8 17.Hh5 Hc6
18.4h6 Ye7 19.Hcel Wf7
20.fxe6 Hxe6 21.%g3 Hxel
22.5)xf6+ ¥xf6 23. Wxel We7
24.%g3 H)yxd4 25.h1 He2 0-1

(352) Rubinstein — Colle
Budapest (10) 1929
Nimzo-Indian [E34]

1.d4 &f6 2.c4 €6 3.2)c3 A b4
4.%c2 d5 5.cxd5 ¥xds5 6.a3
Axc3+ 7.Wxc3 Hes 8.%d3 Hc6
9.5f3 e5 10.dxe5 Wa5+ 11.4.d2
Hxd2 12. W xd2 Wxd2+ 13. §xd2
Hxes5 14.5c1? Q.d7! 15.e3 Q.c6
16.9)c4 Hxc4 17.Bxc4

If 17.24xc4?, Black responds 17... Axg2
18.8Hgl Ae4 19. Bxg7? A.g6, etc.

17...0-0-0 18.Ec3

According to Euwe, White should try
18.f3 followed by fe2.
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18...Hd6 19.Q.d3 Ehd8 20.Q.e2
Axg2 21.Hgl Hgb6 22.f4 Qe4
23.Hg3 Hdd6 24.Hcs f5 25.Hg5
h6 26.Hg3 Hxg3 27.hxg3 Hgé
28.Hf2 Hc6 29.Hxc6 Hxcb
30.Fel &d7 31.&d2 &d6
32.&c3 Qe4 33.Q.c4 c5 34.a4 g5
35.fxg5

Forced. Black’s threat was 35...g4, fol-
lowed by h5-h4.

35...hxg536.b3 4.d537.2.d3Le5
38.a5 b6 39.axb6 axb6 40.4.f1
Qe6 41.0.82 b5 42.b4 Ad5
43.0f1c444.Q0e28445.0d1 Af3
46.0c2 He40-1

(353) Havasi — Rubinstein
Budapest (11) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4d5 2.c4e6 3.5)c3 Hf6 4.Q.85
Hbd7 5.e3 He7 6.5f3 0-0 7.Hcl
Ee8 8.Wc2 a6 9.cxd5 exd5s
10.8.d3 c6 11.0-0 Hf8 12.5\e5
Dg4s 13. Q. xe7 Hxe7 14.)xg4
Axg4 15.Ha4 ¥d6 16.g3 Wf6
17.h3 Q4.h5 18.5)c5 g5! 19.Hfel
Hae8 20.b4 g4 21.hxg4 Q xg4
22.Qe2 Qf523.9d3 Q.c8 24. We2
&£Hg6 25. ¥h5 Hh8 26.5)b3 g7
27.d2?? £H)f4 0-1

(354) Rubinstein — Monticelli
Budapest (12) 1929
Queen’s Pawn [DO0S5]

1.d4 &Hf6 2.)Hf3 e6 3.e3 d5
4.)bd2 c5 5.a3 H)bd7 6.dxc5
A xc57.b4 Qe78.4b20-0 9.c4 b6
10.8d3 dxc4 11.)xc4 b7 12.0-
0 Hc8 13.%e2 Wc7 14.Hacl Wb8
15.5\fe5 &a8?

Black should play 15...5fd8.
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16.3xd7 &Yxd7 17.e4! & f6 18.e5
2Hds5 19.%e4 g6 20.¥g4 Hab6
21.h4 h5 22. ¥g3 Q.xc4 23.Q.xc4
Hcd8 24.2d3 H\f4 25.Q.a6 Hd2
26. W xf4 Hxb2 27.Hfd1 HdS8?
28.Exd8+ § xd8 29.%d4 1-0

This draw, the last game they played,
left Capablanca and Rubinstein with a
lifetime record of 4'2-4'; (+1, -1, =7).

(355) Capablanca — Rubinstein
Budapest (13) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D56]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.0 f3 2Hf6 4.Q g5
Hbd7 5.e3 Qe7 6..Abd2 h6
7.9h4 He4 8.9 xe7 Wxe7 9.Hc1
c610.5\xe4dxe411.0d2f512.c5
0-0 13.9)\c4 e5 14.4d6 exd4
15.Q.c4+ Hh8 16.Wxd4 Hes
17.0-0 Eb8 18.H8 €2 §.d7 19.Efd1
Wf6 20.H\c4 Hxc4 21.Q xc4 H e8
22.%Wd6 Wxd6 23.Hxd6 Af7
24.Q xf7 Bxf7 25.g3 Hc7 26.b3
g8 27.Hc4 He8 28.Hcd4 Hf7
29.%g2 He5 30.b4 a5 31.a3 axb4
32.axb4 He6 33.h3 &f6 34.Hd8
h5 35.g4 hxg4 36.hxg4 Hf7
37.68d7 Hxd7 38.Hxd7 He7 %5-%2

Rogaska Slatina, September 18-October 7, 1929

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 11 12 13 14 15 16 T
1 Rubinstein x 1 % % 0 1 1 % 1 1 % % 1 1 1 1 11%
2 Flohr 0 x % 1 % % 1 % 0 1 1 1 1 1 % 1 10%
3  Maréezy “Woh ox v 0 1 ] 1 1 1 1 10
4 Pirc “Ww 0 % x W% % o1 1 % o1 1 1 1 10
5§  Takécs 1 % 1 % x % % % 0 % % % 1 1 1 1 10
6 Przepiéorka 0 Y% % % % x 1 1 % % % 1 1 0 1 1 9%
7 Canal 0 0 % % % 0 x % Y 1 1 1 %4 1 1 1 9
8  Griinfeld W 0 o x 0 1 1 % 1 1 1 9
9 Brinkmammn 0 1 % 0 1 % % 1 x 0 1 1 0 n Y n 8
10  S#misch 0o 0 0 0 % % 0 % 1 x 1 % 1 % 1 1 T4
11 Hénlinger “w 0 % % % ¥ 0 0 0 0 x % W 1 1 1 6%
12 Konig “ 0 0 % % 0 0 0 0 % % x % 1 1 1 6
13 Geiger o 0 0 0 0 O0 »%» % 1 0 % %N x 1 % 1 5%
14  Singer o 0 0 0 0 1 0 O “ % 0 o0 0 x % % 3
15  Joanovic o % 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 % O 0 % % X 0 2
16  RoZit 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 % 0 o0 o0 ' 1 X 2

The resort town of Rogaska Slatina
(Rohitsch Sauerbrunn) in present day
Slovenia was Rubinstein’s last great
round robin triumph . Akiva started well
with 4',/5 before losing to Takacs but
quickly resumed his winning ways. His
wins against Flohr and Canal are par-
ticularly nice examples of vintage
Rubinstein play.

(356) Rubinstein — Griinfeld
Rogaska Slatina (1) 1929
Queen’s Pawn [D0S5]

1.d4 &) f6 2..0f3 e6 3..2bd2 d5
4.3 ¢5 5.a3 Hcb6 6.dxc5 H.xc5
7.b4 Qd6 8.4.b2 0-0 9.c4 We7
10.Ec1 Hd8 11.%c2 e5 12.cxd5
Hxd5 13.84d3 h6 14.5\c4 a6
15.5)xd6

Better is 15.&e4! — Griinfeld.
15...Hxd6 16.Q4xe5 &xe5

17.H)xe5 Wxe5 18. ¥ xc8+ HdS
19.%f5
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19...)f4! 20. ¥ xf4 ¥Wxf4 21.exf4
Hxd3 22.0-0 2-2

Rubinstein at Rogaska Slatina during
his endgame against RoZic.

(357) RoZi& — Rubinstein
Rogaska Slatina (2) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D60]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.0)c3 D6 4.0.85
Hbd7 5.e3 Qe7 6.5f3 0-0 7.Hcl
He8 8.4d3 a6 9.0-0 dxc4
10.Q.xc4b511. A.d3 b7 12. %e2
c5 13.H5fd1 ¥b6 14. HHe5 h6
15.5yxd7 Hxd7 16.H xe7 EHxe7
17.0e4 Hac8 18.%Wf3 &Of6
19.8 xb7 ¥xb7 20.% xb7 Hxb7
21.dxc5 Hxc5 22.He2 Hxcl
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23.Hxcl BEd7 24.2)d4 e5 25.5)f3
Hds5 26.%f1 Hes 27.He2 f6
28.Hc2 a5 29.)d2 Hc5 30.Hxc5
&Hyxc5 31.)b3 Hxb3 32.axb3 Hf7
33.89d3 ¥eb 34.&c3 &d5 35.f3

/ / 0,
/////;’i

%///éi

35...e4 36.f4 g5 37.fxg5 hxgs
38.g4 ¥e5 39.h3 &Hd5 40.%d2
Heb6 41.&c3 Pe5 42.Hd2 f5
43.gxf5 Yxf5 44.He2 g4! 0-1

(358) Rubinstein — Geiger
Rogaska Slatina (3) 1929
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

1.d4 D6 2.0)f3 €6 3..Hbd2 c5
4.e3 b6 5.Q4d3 Qb7 6.0-0 Qe7
7.dxc5 bxc5 8.b3 0-0 9.84.b2 £H)c6
10.c4 ¥c7 11.h3 He8 12.a3 £5
13.%Wc2 QAf6 14.Q.xf6 Hxf6
15.Hfel g6 16.e4 Hyhs5 17.%c3
Hf4 18.4f1 Hf7 19.b4 Haf8
20.b5 fxe4 21.bxc6 exf3 22.cxb7
fxg2 23.Q.e2 ¥xb7 24.Habl &a8
25.%g3 Wd8 26.5e4 Wa5 27.h4
ds 28.5)g5 He7 29.Q.g4 dxc4
30.Q.xe6+ HHxe6 31.Hxe6 Hg7
32.Hb8 ¥c7 33.Hee8 1-0

(359) Joanovic — Rubinstein
Rogaska Slatina (4) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D60]

Some publications give the name of
Rubinstein’s opponent as Jovanovicé.
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We spell the name as it appeared in the
Yugoslavian chess magazine Sahovski
Glasnik in 1929.

1.d4d5 2.c4€63.)c3 DHf6 4.2.85
Hbd7 5.e3 Qe7 6.5f3 0-0 7.a3
He8 8.4.d3 a6 9.5c1 h6 10.Qh4
dxc4 11.Q.xc4 ¢5 12.dxc5 &HyxcsS
13.0-0 b5 14.8.e2 ¥b6 15.b4
&Hcd716.%b3 A b717.Hfd1 Hac8
18.5el He519.Q.83 Hics 20. 4.3
Hed8 21.Q4.xb7 ¥xb7 22.0)f3
Hds 23.h3 Hyxc3 24.Hxd8+ Hxd8
25.8xc3 ¥Wds5 26.Hh2 Af6
27.Hcl ¥d3 28.Wxd3 Exd3 29.a4
Eb3 30.axb5 axbs 31.e4 Eb4
32.e5 Qg5 33.82d1 H)b6 34.h4
Ae7 35.5Hd4 Q.c5 36.2)c6 Hb2
37.2d8+ &h7 38.52b8 b4 39.Hb7
b3 40.5H)a5 Hbl 41.5)xb3 Hxb3
42 Hxf7 £)d5 43.h5 &g8 44.8Hd7
Eb2 45.f4 He3 45.Hh3 Hbl 0-1

(360) Rubinstein — Przepiorka
Rogaska Slatina (5) 1929
Owen [B00]

1.d4 56 2.5f3 €6 3.)bd2 b6?! 4.€4
Ab75.8d3 c5 6.c3 cxd4 7.cxd4 d5
8. e5 HYfd7 9.%e2 ¥c8 10.0)f1 a6
11.5e3 Hxd312.%xd3 Wa613.He2
Wxd3+ 14.Hxd3 Ha6 15.0.d2 Qb4
16. Ehcl Le7

Better is 16...f6.

17.a3 Axd2 18.9Yxd2 Hhc8 19.f4
Hxcl 20.Hxcl &d8 21.5f3 hé6
22.g4 Hc823. Ef11&e7 24.f5 HHf8
25.f6+1gxf6 26. exf6+ LHe8 27.h4
Hbs8 28.g5 h5 29.Hel &Hd8
30.e5 Hc7 31.4g2 &Hc6 32.
Hxc6+ Hxc6 33.0f4 Hd7 34.2h1
Hc8 35.55xh5 £Hg6 36..)83 e5
37.dxe5 Hxes5+ 38.He3 Peb
39.5)e2 Hgs+ 40. Hf4 Hcd+

41. 983 He3 42.9f3 H)f5 43.
Of4+ des 44.Hel+ Hed

/ / /
,% %1/

%%ﬂww/

/ 1@ar
///a@’zﬁ
f/////

wn

45.h5! Hxel 46.55d3+ &d6
47.5)xel Hyd4+ 48. g4 1-0

(361) Takdcs — Rubinstein
Rogaska Slatina (6) 1929
English [A34]

1.c4 H)f6 2.0f3 c5 3.5c3 d5
4.cxds5 Hyxds5 5.e4 Hb4 6.Q.c4
Hd3+ 7.&e2 Hxcl+ 8.Hxcl ab
9.d4 cxd4 10.%Wxd4 WWxd4
11.5)yxd4 e6 12.5Ha4! &Hd7

/2/@ﬁ¢a
/1/%/1%1
1//%,/

d / % %

@%Aﬁ % 7

13.2Ehd1! b5 14.H)xe6! fxeb
15.Q xe6 bxa4 16.Hxc8+ Exc8
17.Axd7+ &Hd8 18.Q.g4+! A.d6
19. Q4 xc8 He7 20.Q.xa6 HbS
21.B2b1 g5 22.b3 h5 23.Q2d3 a3
24.90.c4 h425.h3 Hf8 26.2d1 Hf4
27.f3 Bf8 28.Hd5 Q.f429.%d3 A.cl
30.b4 Hb8 31.%c3 Hf632.b51-0
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Imre Koénig, in a letter to the authors
dated November 29, 1991, mentions
that he based his opening play on
Rubinstein-Capablanca, Carlsbad
1929. He had prepared an improvement
on the Cuban’s play.

(362) Rubinstein — Konig
Rogaska Slatina (7) 1929
Queen’s Pawn [A47]
Notes by Konig .

1.d4 DHf6 2.5)f3 e6 3.)4bd2 c5
4.3 b6 5.2d3 Qe7 6.0-0 Qb7
7.b3 & c6 8.a3 cxd4 9.exd4 0-0
10.c4 d5 11.94b2 ¥c7 12.Hel
Had8 13.Hcl1 &b8 14.%e2

Here 14.c5 does not work because of
14...bxc5 15.dxc5 ©d7 16.b4 a6, when
Black’s center pawns are strong, for
example, 17.¥b3 e5, etc.

14...dxc4 15.bxc4 Hfe8 16.h3 g6
17.8.c2 H)h5 18.H.a4 Hf6!

This offers the sacrifice of the ex-
change, 19.2e5 ©xd4! 20. Axd4 HExd4
21.4xe8 ¥xe8, but in this case, White
should reckon with many threats, for
example, 22...Axe5, followed by 23...
HBxd2, or 22...2xg2. The critical posi-
tion arises after 22.2ef3 ¥c6 23.5c3
&f4 24.%e3 g5!

19.%e3 Hf8 20.He5 &Hxes
21.dxe5 Qe7 22.HYe4 LN xe4
23. %xe4 Hd2 24. Qc3

If 24.He2 Bxb2 25.8xb2 @& xa3, or
24.Bc2 Bfd8, threatening 25...4.c5.

24..Ha2 25.0.d1 &H\g7

Here 25...2xa3 wins an exchange, but
after 26.2xh5 Axcl 27.Hxcl gxh5
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28.4b4, followed by HEc3, White has
an attack and more than enough com-
pensation for the sacrificed material.

26.Q2b4 Q.c5 27.Q.e2 f5?

Black could maintain his advantage by
playing first 27...2d8!, and soon after
. &f5. If 28.8b1, then 28... Axb4
29.%xa2 Axel 30.Bxel Wxe5.

28.%b1 Exa3!

The only move. White’s position is too
strong after 28...4xb4 29.axb4 Bd2.

29.8xa3 @ xa3 30.Hcdl ¥xe5
31.0.d3 W6 32.Q xf5 gxf533.2d7
Ac5 34.Hxa7 ¥d4 35.%c2 b5
36.2d1 ¥Wxc4 37.%xc4 bxc4
38.Hc7 Qa3 39.f£4h5 40.Exc4 Hh7
41.8d7 Qb2 42.9f2

Better was 42.2dc7! to exchange rooks
by 43.Ec8, after which White has good
winning chances.

42...%g6 43.82dc7

B

/////
///W

////:t/}

///@

////
/7/ /

.Q.///
///
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43...Eb8!

White’s threat was 44.2c8, and after
the exchange of the rook, to attack the
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f7-pawn with the rook and the king,
which would be decisive.

44.8c8 QAd4+ 45.e2 Hb2+
46.Hc2 Hb3 47.Hg8+ Qg7 48.Hd2
Hb4 49.%e3 Ha4 50.2d3 Hb4
51.%f3 Ha4 52.h4 Ha7 53.g3 Eb7
54.9g2 Hb2+ 55.&%h3 Hb7
56.2gd8 Ha7 57.H8d7 Hxd7
58.Hxd7 fQc3 59.Hd3 AQb4
60.2b3 Q.a5 i-Y:

(363) Pirc — Rubinstein

Rogaska Slatina (8) 1929

Semi-Slav [D31]

Notes by Pirc from Sto Izbranih Partij.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 c6 4.5Yf3
ANDd7 5.e4 dxe4 6.)xe4 Hgf6
7.4d3

Perhaps 7.2c3 is better.

7...c5 8.dxc5 Hxc5 9.4xc5 H.xc5
10.0-0 0-0 11.b3

[Recent theory claims that 11.4g5
gives White a slight edge.]

11...b6 12. 4 b2 4 b7 13.5hg5?

An inappropriate attempt to attack
which gives Black the advantage. Cor-
rect is 13.%e2.

13...86! 14.%e2 A.d4 15.Q.xd4
The alternative 15.2ad1 e5 is unclear.

15...%xd4 16.Had1 Wf4 17.%d2
Wxd2 18.Hxd2 h6 19.h3 g5
20.f4 g4 21. Hf2 Hfd8 22.Hfd1
Df8 23.Q.c2 Hxd2 24.Hxd2 &e7
25.23 h5 26.%f1 Hc8 27.Fe2 a6
28.%e3 b5 29.Q4.d3 bxc4 30.bxc4

Black has control of the d5-square af-
ter 30.8xc4, but now the c4-pawn is
weak.

30...a531.8Hb2 Q.c6 32.&d4 Hd8+
33.%e3 Hd6 34.Hed QA xe4d
35.0.xe4 HHyxe4 36.FHxe4d HcS5!
37.5b5+ & xc4 38.EHxas5 Hd2

White’s position looks bad. Black wins
the h-pawn because of the threat of
39...Be2 mate and the pawn on g3 is
now weak.

39.f5!

The best defense. White’s king will
have the f4-square, and Black’s pawn
will be weak.

39...Hxh2

[39...exf5+ would lead to an easy draw
after 40.&xf5 (40.8xf5?? He2 mate)
40...Bxh2 41.%&g5, followed by
42.8f5.]

40.fxe6 fxe6 41.&Hf4 SHd4
42.Ha4+ &d3

[The alternative plan of 42...&d5,
meeting 43.8a5+ with 43...&d6, in-
tending ... ®e7-&f6, looks interesting. ]

43.Ha3+ &d2 44.Ha5 &d3
45.Hes5 Hxa2

White draws after 45...Ee2 46.BExe2
Sxe2 47.a4 e5+ 48.8g5!

46.Hxe6
Weaker is 46.8xh5?! &d4 47.Fxg4

Hf2. White draws with 48.8a5 in the
variation given by Pirc. Better is
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46...Ba4+ 47.8g5 e5, with some
chances for Black.

46...Ha5 47.He8 &d2 48.He7
2 d1 49.He8 Ha3 50.%g5 Hxg3
51.&xh5 EHgl 52.%h4 g3 53.%h3
Y-

(364) Rubinstein — Flohr
Rogaska Slatina (9) 1929
Dutch [A80]

Notes by Kmoch.

1.d4 f5 2.e3 e6 3.f4

Rubinstein has a certain predilection for
this pawn formation, either before or
after playing c4.

3...b6 4.0 f3 2 f6 5.8.d3 c5 6.0-0
Hcb6 7.c4 Ne7 8.)c3 Ab7 9.a3
¥c8 10.b3 0-0 11.4.b2 Hg4

Attempting a sacrifice that would be
fatal to White! It is even more subtle
than at first appears, as White cannot
reply 12.Hel? because of 12...&8xe3!
13.8xe3 cxd4, etc. But 12.%e2 would
also be a mistake, as Black plays
12...5a5, and now if 13.4.c2 (13.5d2
Hxe3!), then 13... Axf3!, and no matter
how White answers, Black plays
...0xe3 and ...cxd4 with a favorable
recovery of the piece, or else winning
the queen by ...&.c5. Flohr has figured
this all out very cleverly. But...

12.9.c1!

Rubinstein has no false pride. He sim-
ply retracts his last move with the evi-
dent intent of answering 12...£f6, not
with 13.24b2, but first 13.h3. But
Flohr’s eleventh move embodied not
only a tactical but a strategic purpose.
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12...2.6 13.5)e2!
If 13.h3? Hxe3!

13...%¢c7 14.h3 5Hh6 15. % c2 Hae8
16.24b2d6

Black’s position now makes a favorable
impression. If Flohr has time for ...g6,
he can envisage a strong counterattack
by ...e5. However, Rubinstein recog-
nizes this, and finds a powerful weapon
to counter the plans of his opponent.

T FEES
10w TEEY
/‘/1@/ /%/
/ﬁ

//

0
. ﬁ;/A @/
Q%//@// i

17.g4N

This bayonet attack finally de-
monstrates that Black’s position was
not fully satisfactory. The move and the
clear assertion of White’s advantage
could not be prevented. If Black had
played 16...g6, then 17.©h2 and 18.g4
would have followed. The tactical ef-
fect of this thrust would have been
somewhat less in this manner, but its
positional value would have remained
unimpaired.

17...fxg4

Forced, for if the bishop moves, 18.g5
followed by d5 would be decisive.

18. 4. xh7+ Hh8 19.HHg5! cxd4
20.exd4 gxh3 21. 4.g6!
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Not 21.£g8?, because of 21...2f5!
21...He7 22.%4d3 h2+ 23.%xh2e5

[According to Pirc, this is the decisive
mistake. Instead, Black should play
23...5d8, with defensive chances.]

24.d5 Hd4

On any other move of the knight,
25.fxeS! wins. If 24...e4 25.%c2.

25.5)xd4 exd4 26.He6 Wc8

Avoiding loss of the exchange, for if
27.5xf87? He3! wins.

27.Hael &g8 28.%g3

And now 28.5Hxf8 would be followed
by 28...5g4+ and 29...He3.

28...%d7 29.8Eh1 HbS 30.Q.xd4
Hf8 31.Ah7+ &h8 32. 415

Finally threatening to take the rook.
However, Black again finds an effec-
tive defense, forcing Rubinstein to pro-
ceed in another direction.

32...%e8 33.0.86 ¥c8 34.f5 Lg8
35. Eh5 Q.xd4 36.¥xd4 Bf6?

However, mate could not be prevented.
37.Hxh6 Hfxe6 38.5h8+ 1-0
(365) Brinckmann - Rubinstein
Rogaska Slatina (10), 1929

Ruy Lopez [C73]

1l.e4 e5 2.0f3 HHc6 3.4.b5 a6

4.Q2a4 d6 5.Q.xc6+ bxc6 6.d4 £6
7.c3 L.e68.Hbd2 He7 9.5Hf1 H)c8
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10.5He3 ¥Wd7 11.c4 Qe7 12.d5
Af7 13.%e2 0-0 14.g4 cxd5
15.cxd5 c6 16.h3 cxd5 17.exd5
Hb6 18.%d2 Wb7 19.85 Hyxd5
20.Hg1 Of4 21.f5 Wxf3
22.5yxe7+ Hh8 23.gxf6 gxf6
24.We3 Hg2+ 25.Hxg2 Yxg2
26.2.d2 ¥hi1+ 27.&e2 Q.céd+ 0-1

(366) Rubinstein — Singer
Rogaska Slatina (11) 1929
Semi-Slav [D45]

1.d4 HH)f6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 d5 4.5)f3
Hbd75.e3 Q.e7 6. %c2 0-0 7.4.d2
He8 8.Hc1 ¢6 9.4.d3 A8 10.0-0
h6 11.h3 dxc4 12.H.xc4 e5
13.%b3 We7 14.dxe5 Hh7
15.5)e4 b5 16.Q.e2 Hyxe5 17.5)c5
wd6 18.Hfd1l Hyxf3+ 19.Q xf3
g5 20.0e2 Wg6 21.hé Hh3+
22.9f1 Hxf2 23.Hxf2 W5+
24. gl QA xc5 25.85f1 Q xe3+
26.1.xe3 Web6 27.Wxe6 H xeb
28.4f3 Hd5 29.Hxc6 LH.xc6
30.Q.xc6 Hxe3 31.Q.xa8 He2
32.Qd5 Hxb2 33.Hxf7 Hd2
34.9b31-0

(367) Rubinstein — Canal
Rogaska Slatina (12) 1929
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D37]

Notes by Rubinstein from the Wiener
Schachzeitung, 23/24 1929, p. 363.

1.d4 06 2.c4e6 3.5)c3 d5 4.3
Ne75.Qf4c6

Now the game transposes into the Or-
thodox Queen’s Gambit Declined . A
good alternative was 5...0-0, followed
by ...c7-c5.

6.3 &)bd7 7.h3 0-0 8. % c2 dxc4
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White was threatening to obtain a fine
game with 9.c5.

9.Q.xc4 Hb6 10.A.b3 Hfd5 11.0-0

Indeed, after the exchange on f4, White
will have an isolated d-pawn and
doubled pawns on the f-file, but he ob-
tains as compensation aggressive play
for his pieces.

11...)xf4 12.exf4 £Hd5 13.g3
Hxc3 14.Wxc3 Wdé 15.Hacl
Ad7 16.5he5 Had8 17.8fd1 H.c8
18.a3 Q.6 19.%e3 ¥e7 20.h4!

Intending to open the h-file. In the fol-
lowing play Black must reckon con-
tinuously with the threatened attack
along the open h-file.

20...Hd6 21.h5 Hfd8 22.Hc3 g6
23.Q.c2 ¥f8 24.hxg6 hxgb 25.g4
We8 26.g5 Q.87 27.Q.e4 Ye7
28.%g2 ¥c7 29.b4 a6 30.Hcd3

White has more freedom of action and
prospects for an attack against the king,
but things are not so one-sided, as Black
has counterchances in the center and
on the queenside.

30...b6 31.&Yh3 Qb7

The attempt to free the position by
31...c5 is premature and loses a pawn:
32.dxc5 bxcS 33.8xd6 BExd6 34.Bcl
Ab7 35.%f3, etc.

32. %13 ¥e7 33.&h2 ¥c7 34.&Hh3
Ye7 35.a4 Q. xe5

Black decides to make this exchange
because of the threat of 36.b5, but with
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the disappearance of the bishop the
kingside becomes very weak.

36.fxe5 H6d7 37.Wf6! ¥Wxf6
38.gxf6 Hh739.Hg4 Eh8 40.5h1+
g8 41.2xh8+ &xh8 42.b5!

33
SEE1E
/%//{/ //

ﬁ/ //

/;// // i
//// u

An introduction to the following deci-
sive breakthrough.

42...cxbs 43.Q.xb7 Hxb7 44.axbs
axb5 45.d5!

Decisive! In spite of the extra pawn Black
is lost, because the f6-pawn exerts ter-
rible pressure. A pawn deep inside the
opponent’s position is like a wedge!

45...exd5 46.5xd5 &h7 47.85xbs
Hb8 48.f4 &h6 49.8b1 Hh7
50.g5 b5 51.e6 fxe6 52.8h1+
g8 53.Lxg6 1-0

After53...Bf8, White wins by 54. Ba1,
followed by Ha7.

(368) Rubinstein — Simisch
Rogaska Slatina (14) 1929
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

1.d4 &f6 2.2)f3 €6 3.)bd2 c5
4.e3 b6 5.2d3 H)c6 6.0-0 Qb7
7.a3 Wc7 8.c4 Qe7 9.b3 0-0
10.4b2d6 11.Hacl Hfe8 12.%e2
Had8 13.52fd1 ¥b8 14.Q. b1 Hd7?
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15.f1 a8 16..)g3 cxd4
17.exd4 &)a5 18.b4 Hc6 19.Hel
Hdds 20.Hg5! H)b8

20...h6? 21.xf7! $«f7 22. Wxeb+ Hf8
23.2.g6 wins for White.

21.d5 e5 22.f4! H\bd7

Or 22...h6 23.fxe5 dxe5 24.4xe5! hxg5
25.4.xf6 gxf6 26.¥h5, and White wins.

23.8c2 g6 24.£5 b5?

More resistance was offered by
24...f8. According to the tournament
report, Sdmisch was in big time trouble,
with only a few seconds for his last
seven moves. (D)

25.xh711-0

&
%
//

/ /
Qﬁ%/ﬁ/

For 25..5xh7 26.fxg6 Hhf6 27. gxf7+
Sxf7 28.%gb6+ Bf8 29.6(5, and
25..%xh7 26.fxgb+ g7 27.gxf7 Hh8
28.%g6+ Bf8 29.6f5 BEh7 30.£h6 Eh8
31.Bf1 bxc4 32.%g8+, wins for White.

Rubinstein’s draws as Black with
Mardczy and Honlinger from rounds 13
and 15 are missing.

1930
San Remo, January 15-February 4

12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 T
1 Alekhine x 1 1 % 1 1 % 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 W
2 Nimzowitsch 0 x 0 1 % 1 % % % % 1 1 1 1 1 1 10%
3 Rubinstein o 1 x 0 1 % o0 1 1 % 1 o0 1 1 1 1 10
4 Bogoljubow % 0 1 x % 0 1 % 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 9%
5  Yates 0 % 0 % x % 1 1 0 % o0 1 1 1 1 1 9
6  Ahues 0 0 % 1 % x 1 % 0 1 0 % t 1 % 1 8%
7  Spielmann % % 1 0 0 0 x % % % 1t 1 % 1 1 0 8
8  Vidmar 0 % 0 % 0 % % x % % 1 1 % 1 % 1 8
9  Tartakower o % 0 0 1 1 % % x % 0 0 1 “o1 1 T4
10 Maréczy 0 % % 0 % 0 % % % x % % % 1 1 1 T
11 Colle 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 % x 0 % 1 0 % 6%
12 Kmoch 0 0 1 0 0 % 0 0 1 % 1 x % 0 1 1 6%
13 AraizaMunoz 0 0 0 0 0 0 % % 0 % % % x % % 1 a4
14 Monticelli 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 % 0 0 1 % x % % 4
15 Grau 0 0 0 0 0 % 0 % 0 0 1 0 % % x % 3
16 Romi 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 % 0 0 % % x 2%

Capablanca may have been missing,
butmost of the world’s top players were
present to witness Alekhine’s complete
domination of the field at San Remo,
the Italian resort town close to the
French border. The world champion
scored a tremendous 14-1, clinching
first place several rounds before the

end. Rubinstein finished a very com-
bative third with only two draws.

(369) Ahues — Rubinstein

San Remo (1) 1930

Ruy Lopez [C75]

Notes by Alekhine (A) and Keres (K).
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l.e4 e5 2..04f3 &Hc6 3.4 b5 a6
4.0a4 d6 5.c3 Hge7 6.d4 Qd7
7.24b3 h6 8.Q.e3 g5 9.Q.xg5

(A) A fully correct sacrifice which de-
cides the game. [As we shall see,
Alekhine’s assessment is not correct.]

9...hxg5 10.)xg5 d5

(K) Black can play 10...£d5!, and now
if 11.exd5 ¥xg5 12.dxc6 LAxc6, with
good compensation for the pawn, or
11.5xf7 $xf7 12.84xd5+ e8, unclear.

11.exd5 Ha5 12.dxe5?

(A) More energetic was 12.d6! £Hxb3
13.%xb3 NdS! 14.Hxf7! &xf7 15.dxc7
Wxc7 16.¥%xd5+ Qeb6 17.%f3+, and
after d5 and ©Hd2, White has the ad-
vantage.

(K) At the end of Alekhine’s analysis
Black must play 17...&g8! and the po-
sition is unclear.

12...xb3 13.¥xb3 & xd5!
14. 0\ xf7 Hxf7 15. Y xd5+ Q. e6

(A) Though White has many pawns for
the piece, Black’s bishops cannot be un-
derestimated. For example, 16.¥xb7?
fd5, and White’s queen is lost.

16. Y3+ He8

[16...%g8?, and if 17.2d2 ¥d5, de-
serves attention.]

17.d2 ¥Wg5 18.Wxb7 HdS8
19.%c6+ A.d7 20.%e4?

(A) This loses an important tempo.
White should immediately play 20.%f3.
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20...Hh4 21.%f3 Qb5 22.0-0-0
Ah623.%e3 Yxe3

(A) Black should preserve his attack-
ing chances. After 23...%g8! 24.%g3
(otherwise 24...%xa2) 24... ¥xg3
25.fxg3 He4 the threat of 26... Be2
decides.

24.fxe3 Q. xe3 25.5hel

/ x
1 /

9
//
%/

A
é/

25...Q.xd2+

[Rubinstein misses his last chance. Very
strong, perhaps winning, was 25...HEe4!
Now the game is drawn.]

26.Hxd2 Hxd2 27.&xd2 Hxh2
28.Hgl AQc6 29.He3 Hxg2
30.Hxg2 Axg2 31.d4 &d7
32.&c5 Heb6 33.9d4 QAf3 34.b3
Ad5 35.c4 Qc6 36.Hc5 Qe8
37.9d4 9.d7 38.a3 a5 39.b4 a4
40.b5 Hf541.Hd5 Qe6+ 42.Hd4
Ad7 43.8Hd5 Qeb+ 44.Hd4 H.c8
45.9d5 Qb7+ 46.Hd4 Hc8
47.8d5 Q.e6+ -

Massimiliano Romi, born Max Romih
(Maksim Romié) played numerous
times for Italy in Olympiads in the
1920s and 30s. His name is associated
with the line 1.d4 d5 2.c4 ¢6 3.5¢3 £f6
4.e3 eb 5.5f3 Hbd7 6.4d3 LAb4.
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(370) Rubinstein — Romi
San Remo (2) 1930
Semi-Slav [D31]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.e3 £)Yf6 4.5\ c3 e6
5.f4 Qb4 6.)f3 He4 7.4.d2 Hxd2
8. Wxd2 Hd7 9.a3 H.d6 10.e4 dxe4
11.5Yxe4 HDf6 12.)xd6+ ¥xd6
13.c5! ¥c7 14.8d3 Q.d7 15.0-0 0-
0 16.Hadl Had8 17.He5 H.c8
18.Hf3 g6 19.¥4f2 &g7 20.2h3
EhS8 21.8c2 We7 22.Hel Hg8
23.g4 £6 24.50f3 ¥c7 25.%e3 e5
26.fxe5 Q.xg4 27.exf6+ Hxf6
28. ¥h6+ &Hg8 29.4.b3+ &Hd5
30.Hg3 AQxf3 31.Hxf3 Wg7
32.8.xd5+ cxd5 33.%e3 &d7
34.%e7 h5 35.82f8+ 1-0

(371) Bogoljubow — Rubinstein
San Remo (3) 1930
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4d5 2.Xf3 )Hf63.c4e6 4.0 85
Hbd7 5.e3 H.e7 6.H)c3 0-0 7.Ecl
Ee8 8.2a3 a6 9.cxd5 exds 10.4.d3
c6 11.0-0 N8 12.Wc2 HhS5
13.8.xe7 ¥Wxe7 14.b4 QHeb
15.%b2 Had8 16.a4 g5! 17.b5
axb5 18.axb5 g4 19.)d2 Q.c8
20.Hfel f5 21.5)a2 Hd6 22.bxc6é
bxc6 23. b6 Ad7 24..) b4 H)f6
25.H5c2 Hed 26.H4.xe4 fxes
27.Hecl ¥f6 28.&¥b7 He7 29.%a8
Hf7 30.4f1 h5 31.6g3 h4
32.3h5 ¥g5 33.%b8! Ehé6
34.0f4 g3 35.5yxc6 gxf2+
36.Hxf2 H xc6 37.Hxc6 Hxcb
38.Exc6 h3 39.gxh3 &h5 40.&el
Wf3 41.Hg6+ Hh7 42.Hg3 Yhi+
43.Hd2 Wal 44. Wc8 Wa2+
45. el Wal+ 46.FHe2 Wb2+
47.8f1 Hg6 48.Wg4 Exf4+ 49.
exf4 ¥cl+50.&f2 ¥d2+ 51.&gl
Wcl+ 52.Hf2 Wd2+ 53.We2
Wxd4+ 54.%e3 Wb2+ 55.%f1
Wal+ 56.e2 Wb2+ 57.&d1
Wbil+ 58.Wcl Wxcl+ 59.Fxcl

x4 60.Hg4 HHe6 61.9d2 hé
62.%e3 Lh5 63.Hg8 Hh4 64.Hg6
Hc7 65.Hc6 He8 66.Hc8 Hd6
67.H5d8 Hc4+ 68.Hf4 Hxh3
69.Hxd5 e3 70. f3 Lxh271.Hc5
Hd2+ 72.Fxe3 Hf1+ 73.9f2 Hg3

) /
//////////
// .

-
////// |
%//

o

74.He5 Hhl+ 75.Hf3 Hig3
76.2g5 Hf1 77. 82 1-0

(372) Rubinstein — Araiza
San Remo (4) 1930
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 &Xf6 2..)f3 e6 3.)bd2 d5
4.3 c5 5.a3 cxd4 6.exd4 Hc6
7.2d3 8d68.0-0 % c79.EHel Ad7
10.c3 0-0-0 11.We2 £HH)h5 12.)b3
£6 13.c4 Hde8 14.%c2 g5 15.g3
dxc4 16.Q.xc4 Hd8 17.8d2 Q.c6
18.%d3 &b8 19.Hacl Wg7 20.d5!
exds 21.Q.xd5 Q.¢c7 22.)c5 Q.xd5
23.¥xd5 &f7
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24.)d7+!1-0
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White wins after 24...&a8 25.8xc7!, or
24... ©c8 25.Bxc7+! &xc7 26.Bcl+
&6 27. Wxf7.

(373) Colle — Rubinstein
San Remo (5) 1930
Queen’s Pawn [DO05]

1.d4d5 2.5f3 H)f6 3.e3e6 4.8.d3
c55.c3 H)bd7 6.)bd2 ¥c7 7.0-0
Ne78.Hel 0-09.e4dxe4 10.H)xe4
Hxed 11.Q.xed HE6 12.Q.¢2 b6
13.Q.g5 Ab7 14.%d3 g6 15.5)e5
Hac8?!

This natural looking move leads to
some serious trouble. Rubinstein could
have made things easier for himself by
playing 15...cxd4, 15...24d5 or even
15...0g4.

16.dxc5 Hfd8?

Rubinstein sees that 16...&xc5 loses to
the forced sequence 17.8xf6 Axf6
18.20d7 ¥g5 19.g3 EBfd8 20.h4 but he
could havetried 16...bxc5 with the clever
and easily to overlook point that after
17.%h3 (with the huge threat of £xf7)
17...56d5 18.4h6 Af6 Black can meet
19.4xf8 with 19...&f4! with good
counterplay. The text just loses material.

17.%h3 Bf8 18.c6

The text wins the exchange (as does
18.4h6) but there was also nothing
wrong with 18.cxb6 winning a clean
pawn. Colle’s choice is more a reflec-
tion of taste as all moves are objectively
winning with proper follow-up.

18...8.xc6 19.5Hxc6 Wxc6
20.%h4! &g7 21.4h6+ Hg8
22. Q0 xf8 Hxf8 23.Hadl ¥g7
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24.9b3 b5 25.Wf4 a5 26.a3 h5
27.h3 ¥b6 28.He3 Hcs5 29.%d4
¥c7 30.Hdel Hf5 31.%d1 h4
32.8f3 Bh5 33.%d2 e5 34.4d1
EHh8 35.9.c2 Eh5 36.Hfe3 Q.c5
37.H3e2 Qa7 38.Qe4 EhS
39.%d3

Colle’s technique has been fine up to
this point but here 39.2d1 followed by
¥d3-f3 and doubling on the d-file looks
like the right plan. Instead he goes for-
ward with no sense of danger (42.g4)
and soon finds himself with a lost po-
sition!

39...%b6 40.¥¥f3 Hd8 41.&h1
A b8 42.g4 Hh7 43.%e3 Wf6
44.82d2 Qa7 45.%We2 HeS8
46. % xb5 He7 47.We2 Hg5
48.0.82 ¥Wf449.Hc2e450.%d2
Wf6 51.c4?

This is Colle’s final mistake but even
51.8d1 looks hopeless in the long run
after 52...0f3 52.&e2 ¥f4 53.Axf3
exf3 54.%fl1 Qb8 55.%gl He2
56.Exe2 fxe2 57.Hel ¥d2 followed by
mopping up the queenside pawns.

51... £f3 52. %xa5

,// / i

W
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//// T E
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52...8f4 53. A xf3 Wxf3+ 54. g1
Wg3+ 55.%f1 Wxh3+ 56.%gl
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Wxgd+ 57.9f1 e3 58.c5 Wh3+
59.&g1 He5 60.f4 ¥g3+ 61.Eg2
Wxf4 62.Ef1

If 62.%xa7 h3!

62...%%4d4 63.%b4 Q xc5 64.%Yxd4
Q. xd4 65.He2 g5 66.b4 5 67.a4 f4
68.%g2 &Hg6 69.a5 Hb5 70.Ha2
Hxb4 71.a6 Qa7 72.%f3 &h5
73.Ha5 Hb3 74.Hc1 h3 75.Ec8 e2+
76.Yxe2 f3+ 77.%d2 f2 78.Hg8
Hg3 79.82f5 Hgl 80.Hg7 f1(¥)
81.Hxf1 Hxf1 82.2xa7 Ha10-1

(374) Kmoch — Rubinstein
San Remo (6) 1930
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4d5 2.c4 €6 3.9)c3 DHf6 4.0.g5
Hbd7 5.e3 Qe7 6.5f3 0-0 7.Hcl
He8 8.a3 a6 9.cxd5 exd5 10.9d3
c6 11. Wc2 &Hf8 12.0-0 Hhs
13.0.xe7 ¥xe7 14.DHa4 Wc7?
15.b4 &H)f6 16.H\c5 We7 17.Hfel
He4 18.H xe4 dxe4 19.5Hd2 5
20.DHc4 He6 21.Ha5 Ha7
22.)cxb7 Ad5 23.Hc5 Hg6
24.39h1 Hh4 25.5 ¢4 g5 26.Hgl
Hf8 27.H)b6 Hf6? 28.Hxd5 cxd5
29.0d7! h6 30.xf6+ ¥ xf6
31.%c6 Wf7 32.%b6 &Hh7
33.%d8 Hg6 34.Hc8 h5 35.Hgcl
f4 36.%4g5 He7 37.H8c7 Hxc7
38.Hxc7 fxe3 39.Wxe3 Wf6
40.Hc5 D5 41.%f4 1-0

(375) Rubinstein — Grau
San Remo (7) 1930
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

1.d4 &6 2.00f3 b6 3.)bd2 Qb7
4.e3 c5 5.2.d3 £c6 6.0-0 g6 7.c3
Ag78.a30-09.e4d610.Hel Hd7
11.d5 Hce5 12.Qf1 £5? 13.5)g5

Wc8 14.f4 Hg4 15.exf5 gxf5
16.h3 H»gf6 17.c4 b5 18.Hxe?7
bxc4 19.5e6 Ef7 20.Hxf7 Hxf7
21.)xc4 Qf8 22.He3 Hb6 23.b3
Abxd5 24.0g5+ He7 25.)xd5
Axd526.Qb2 ¥Wb727.%el+ Qe4
28.¥h4 Qg7 29.5/5xh7 Hh8
30.4 xf6+ Hf7 31.Hg5+ Hgb
32.%g3 &xf6 33.Hd1 AQAd5
34.9¢c4 Hxc435.%c3+11-0

(376) Monticelli — Rubinstein
San Remo (8) 1930
English [A30]

1.5f3 £)f6 2.c4 ¢5 3.83 b6 4.Q.82
Ab7 5.b3 g6 6.4b2 Qg7 7.d3
£Hc6 8.)bd2 d5 9.cxd5 ¥xd5
10.0-0 0-0 11.He5 Web6 12.Hdc4
Hac8 13.)f3 Hfd8 14.h3 hé
15.%h2 $h716.5b1 Hd4 17.Hel
&Hds5 18.¥cl1 b4 19.a3 Hbco
20.b4 cxb4 21.axb4 Hxf3+
22.Qxf3 b5 23.4.x87 Hxg7
24.94xc6 D xc6 25.%b2+ f6
26.He3 Qd7 27.g4 hs 28.%d4
hxg4 29.hxg4 0.c6 30.%f4 Eh8+
31.383 g5 32.5f5+ &f7 33.%e3
Wd7 34.f4 €6 35.Yd4 gxf4+
36.Wxf4 e5 0-1

(377) Rubinstein — Yates
San Remo (9) 1930
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D40]

1.d4 £Hf6 2.c4 €6 3.5\ c3 d5 4.)13
a6 5.e3 ¢5 6.dxc5 Q.xc5 7.a3 0-0
8.b4 Qe7 9.cxd5 exd5 10.4b2
&Hec6 11.0e2 He6 12.0-0 h6
13.Hcl1 Hc8 14.5d4 H.d6 15.f4
He8 16.4.f3 Hxd4 17.%xd4 Hc4
18.%d3 b5 19.f5 Hc8 20.Hxd5
Dg4d 21.Q xg4 Hxg4s 22.f6 A b7
23.Hfd1 ¥b8 24.h3 Hg3 25.fxg7
Heb6 26.)f6+ Exf6 27.Q xf6 We8
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28.Hd2 Hgb6 29.¥xd6 ¥xe3+
30.&%h2 Hxf6 31.4f8+ 1-0

(378) Nimzowitsch — Rubinstein
San Remo (10) 1930

English [A32]

Notes by Alekhine.

1.f3 &Hf6 2.c4 ¢5 3.d4 cxd4
4.5)xd4e65.)c3d5 6.cxd5 H)xds
7.24d2

After this poor move the game is equal.
White must seize the initiative by 7.e4
&Hxc3 8.bxc3. The isolated c-pawn
should not be a problem to White with
his superior development.

7...8.¢58.5)b3

If now 8.e4, then 8...5xc3 9.4xc3 0-
0, with equality.

8...8e7 9.5)xd5 ¥xd5 10.4.c3
Wxd1+

Clearly bad was 10...%g5 11.h4 ¥g6
12.h5 ¥h6 13.%c1.

11.E2xd1 £6 12. a5

Exerting pressure because of the threat
of ...b6, followed by ...&b7. If now
12...b6, then 13.&c4, with an attack on
the square d6, which should bring con-
crete positional results. [According to
ECO, White should play 12.g3!, main-
taining a slight advantage.]

12...b5!

Black finds a good answer, which de-
nies the c4-square to White’s knight,
and plans to continue development by
...Ab7 and ...&c6.
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13.g3 a6 14.Q.g2 Ha7

Now White should castle, and the game
would end in a draw. But Nimzowitsch
tries to exploit an illusory “advantage
in time” and forces himself into a bad
position.

15.5¢c6 Hxcb 16. Q[ xc6+ Hf7
17.Q.a5

The point of White’s plan: the threat of
18.4b6, winning an exchange. The
defense 17...8.c5 fails to 18.b4.

17...2b7!

This sharp answer completely justifies
Rubinstein’s 12th move.

18.Q.xb7 HExb7 19.Hc1 b4! 20.EHc6

/ ... A
/H// .Qf@,,
t/ﬁ/ 1x 7
///

///

o R
%//@//

D=/

20...Hb5! 21. K xa6?

This is a blunder. Correct was 21.4b6.
After 21...b3 22.axb3 (or 22.a4 Eb4
23.a5 Ha4 24.0-0 Ha2 25.8b1 4b4)
22..Hxb3 23.2d4 Hd8 24.4.c3 Qa3
25.Bxa6 fAxb2 26.4xb2 Bxb2 27.0-0
Hxe2, Black has an extra pawn but
White has drawing chances.

21...Hc8 22.0-0 Hccs5 23.4.xb4
Hxb4 24.b3 Hd4 25.Ha7 Hc2
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26.Hb1 Hdd2 27.a4f5 28.b4 Hxe2
29.Hd1 &f6 30.Eb7 Hxf2 0-1

(379) Rubinstein — Vidmar
San Remo (11) 1930
Semi-Slav [D45]

Notes by Kmoch.

1.d4 d5 2.)f3 &) f6 3.c4 c6 4.e3 €6
5.5¢c3 Hbd7 6.He5

Rubinstein against Rubinstein! The
Polish grandmaster introduced the text
move to overcome the Meran Variation,
which he himself originated. This line
has proved effective on several occa-
sions, but is double-edged.

6...5xe5

Thebest answer is 6...c5, recommended
by Alekhine. [Strangely enough, this rec-
ommendation is not mentioned in ECO.]

7.dxe5 Hd7 8.f£4 A b49.9d2 Wb6

If 9...dxc4?, then not 10.Qxc4? Hxes!
11.fxe5 ¥h4+, but 10.He4!!

10.Q.€2 0-0

If 10...d4, White can continue favor-
ably with 11.exd4 ¥xd4 12.%¢c2, and
0-0-0.

11.0-0 Q.xc3 12.bxc3 dxc4
13.Q.xc4 HdA8 14.%Wc2 Wcs
15.Qe2 b6 16.Had1l &H)f8 17.4.c1
Ab7 18.Hd4 We7 19.5Hfd1 c5

Otherwise 20.%d2!
20.2d6 Exd6 21.exd6 We8 22.e4

€5 23.f5 Wc6 24.Q4.f3 HdS 25. &yd2
£d7 26.g4 h6?

This weakening is serious. After
26...b5, threatening ...2b6-2c4, Black
would have captured the loose pawn,
and White would have had to try to
open an attack upon the king by 27.%el
Db6 28.%h4 f6 29.g5 Exd6 30.Ef1.
However, it was doubtful that the at-
tack would succeed.

27.h4
The threat of g4-g5 is now decisive.

27...0f6

7
A
j_z

Xz /
/ﬁ/
%A/

7 4 7
%, 7

28.g5! hxg5 29.hxg5 &HYyxe4

After this the knight is lost. But other
moves would have been worse, e.g.,
29...5e8 30.d7 &c7 31.&h2 HExd7
32.Bxd7 ¥xd7 33.g6 fxgb6 34.fxg6 ¥d3
35.84g5!. Or 34...5e6 35.4.g4, threat-
ening 36. ¥h7+ and 37.4g5, etc.

30.%c2!

Not 30.%g2? because of 30...¥a4!
30...c4

If 30...Bxd6, then not 31.Exd6? ¥xd6

32.84xe4 Axed 33.¥rxe4 ¥Wdl+, etc.,
but the simple 31.Eel.

31.Hel ¥c5+ 32.Q.e3 Wd5
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Vidmar makes one more gamble:
33,4122 Wd3! 34.%xd3 cxd3 35. Axed
Axe4 36.8xe4?? d2 wins.

33.82d1! ¥c6 34.Hh2!

Now, finally, White threatens to win the
knight by Ac1 and Be 1, since the varia-
tion given after Black’s thirtieth move
is no longer possible.

34...86 35.f6 a5 36.Q.c1b5 37.Hel
¥Wd738.Q.xe4 ¥g439.%e2 Wh4+
40.9g2 A xe4 41. % xed Wxed
42.Hxe4 Hxd6 43.Hxes5 Hd1l
44.Q e3 b4 45.cxb4 axb4 46.He4
Bd3 47.&f2 Hc3 48.He8+ Hh7
49.8f8 1-0

(380) Maroczy — Rubinstein
San Remo (12) 1930
Four Knights Game[C48]

l.e4 e5 2.Xf3 Hcb 3.Lc3 & f6
4.9b5 Hd4 5.5 xd4 exd4 6.e5
dxc3 7.exf6 ¥xf6 8.dxc3 A.c5
9. %e2+ We7 10.Wxe7+ QA xe7
11.8e3¢612.94d3d513.0-0-00-
0 14.h3 Q.d7 15.a3 b5 16.4.f4 a5
17.3d2h6 18.g4 b4 19.axb4 axb4
20.Hal bxc3+ 21.bxc3 Qg5
22.4xg5 hxg5 23.Hhb1l g6
24.Hxa8 Hxa8 25.Hb7 QeS8
26.Hc7 &f8 27.&Fe3 Ha4 28.f3
Ef4 29.9f2 Ha4 30.9g3 %-%

(381) Rubinstein — Spielmann
San Remo (13) 1930
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 e6 2.4d2 d5 3.9)gf3 Hf6
4.3 c5 5.a3 cxd4 6.exd4 H.d6
7.8.d3 0-0 8.0-0 £)c6 9.Hel Wc7
10.h3 Q.d7 11.5f1 h6 12.He3 a6
13.c3 b5 14.5)g4 &HHxg4 15.hxg4d
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Af4 16.g5 hxgs 17.5xg5 g6
18.%f3 Qxcl 19.Haxcl &g7
20.Hc2 Hae8 21.Hce2 He7
22.%e3 £)d8 23.f416 24.5)f3 Eh8
25.g3 &H)f7 26..5h4 £5 27.Hh2
Hh6 28.Q.e2 Hf7 29.8g2 HNg8
30.Heh1l Hh6 31.,0f3 Hxh2
32.Hxh2 &)f6

33.5e5

Peter Romanovsky claims that this is a
blunder, and that White could win by
33.5g5! Bf8 34.&e5! ¥xe5 35.dxe5
Hh5 36.84xh5 gxh5 37.8xhS BEh8
38.Hxh8 &=h8 39.%®f2, with an easily
won endgame. But, after 33...Ee7 (in-
stead of 33...Bf8?, which allows
34.%xe6?), 34.%e5 Wxe5 35.dxe5
He8, itis not clear how White will win.

33...Hf8 34.%cl1 a5 35.%h1 b4
36.2h6 He837.04.b5 A4.f738.%h4
bxc3 39.0d7?

A time-trouble blunder. White could
force a draw with 39.bxc3 ¥xc3
40.£d7 Hxd7 (40...2h5 41.Exh5!) 41.
Eh7+, etc.

39...%xd7! 0-1 (Time)

White is already lost, e.g., 40.8&xd7
cxb2 41.%h1 Eb8 42.¥¥bl &xh6 43.



1930

a4 He4d 44.8.c2 Bg7! (not 44...Hc3
45.%h1+ &g7 46.%ell) 45.%el
b1(¥)! 46.4xbl Eb2+ 47.&%h1 Hd2,
etc. (Analysis by Romanovsky).

Alexander Alexandrovich Alekhine

(382) Alekhine — Rubinstein
San Remo (14) 1930
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4 d5 2.0f3 HHf6 3.c4e6 4.0 85
Hbd7 5.e3 Q. e7 6.5)c3 0-0 7.Hcl
He8 8.Wc2 a6 9.cxd5 exd5
10.8.d3 c6 11.0-0 He4? 12. Q. f4?

Why not 12.5Hxe4 winning a pawn?
One wonders if the game score is inac-
curate, for how else to explain these two
titans missing a simple tactic.
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12... £5?? 13.5)xd5!

Black loses the queen after 13...cxd5
14.8c7. Rubinstein overlooked the
same combination in his game against
Euwe at Bad Kissingen 1928!

13...0.d6 14.8.xd6 Hxd6 15.\f4
A6 16.%b3+ Hh8 17.5fd1 Ye7
18.5e5 Ne6 19.9c4 fHxc4
20.Hxc4 ¥c7

If 20...5xc4?? 21.5fg6+.

21.Hc2 He7 22.Hdc1 Hae8 23.h3
g5 24.)d5 Hyxd5 25.¥xd5 ¥d8
26.)xc6 bxc6 27.Hxc6 He4d
28. ¥ xf5 Hf8 29.Hc8 Hxf5
30.Hxd8+ &g7 31.f3 &OYf6 32.e4
Ha5 33.a3 HbS5 34.b4 a5 35.Hc5
Heb7 36.bxas Exc5 37.dxc5 Hc7
38.a6 &Hf7 39.2Hb8 Feb6 40.5b6+
Fes 41.8b7 Bc6 42.a7 Hab 43.c6
&He8 44.He7+ Hf4 45.Hxe8 Hxa7
46.91f21-0

(383) Rubinstein — Tartakover
San Remo (15) 1930
Chigorin [D07]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 &)c6 3.e3 e5 4.cxd5
Wxds 5.)¢3 Qb4 6.84d2 QA xc3
7.bxc3 exd4 8.cxd4 Hf6 9.\ f3
£He4 10.0.e2 0-0 11.0-0 Ng4
12.%c2 &Hnxd2 13. W xd2 Had8
14.Hfcl Hd6 15.%b2 Hgé
16.3h4 Hg5 17.Qxg4 Hxg4
18. W xb7 Whs5 19.Exc6 Wxh4
20.Hxc7 h5 21.Hacl g6 22.¥xa7
Qg7 23.a4 Wf6 24.%b7 h4 25.h3
Hg5 26.H7c5 Hd8 27.a5 Hd6
28.Exg5 Wxg5 29.Hal ¥f6 30.a6
Eb6 31.%xb6 ¥xb6 32.a7 Wb2
33.a8(%) 1-0



Belgian Team Championship, March 2, 1930

1. Rubinstein Vo -Ya Takacs
2. Gottesdiener 1-0 Koltanowski
3. Kornreich A. Dunkelblum
4. Mannheimer Va-Ya Perlmutter
5. J. Dunkelblum Sapira
6. Lipky Ghilberg

Sandor Takacs (born Karoly Sydlauer)
was a strong Hungarian master with an
historical Elo rating of 2470. Sadly he
would die two years after this game was
played at the age of only 39.

(384) Rubinstein — Takdcs
Antwerp, March 2, 1930
Nimzo-Indian [E42]

It is possible that Rubinstein played
more than once in the four-club team
competition, but we were able to find
only the following game.

1.d4 96 2.c4 €6 3.9)c3 QA b4 4.e3
c5 5.9)ge2 cxd4 6.exd4 d5 7.a3
fAe7 8.c5 b6 9. b4 0-0 10. f4 a5
11. Eb1 axb4 12. axb4 bxc5 13.
dxc5 £)c6 14.)d4 Hxd4 15. % xd4
£Hd7 16.9€2 Qb7 17.0-0 Af6

18.%d2 d4 19.4b5 Qe4 20.4.d3
N.c6 21.4 b2 e5! 22.fxe5 Q. xe5

/ Eg
/m/t
/ﬁ/// |

.Q.//

A//%/ﬁ
=g

23. Q4 xd4 Q. xb5 24.Q.xb5 &Hyxcs5!
Y-Y5

As 25.8fd1 Heb 26.2xe5 ¥b6+
27.8%h1 Wxb5 28.%d5, and 25.Efd1
Axd4+ 26.¥xd4 rxd4 27.Bxd4 Deb
28.Ec4 are both dead equal.

Matches with Van den Bosch and Landau, June, 1930

Van den Bosch

Rubinstein

1 2
0 0
1 1

- oW
wolg

Landau
Rubinstein

2 3T
0 0 O
1 1 2%

The following matches with Van den
Bosch and Landau were played to get
the Dutch players ready for the Ham-
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burg Olympiad in July. Besides
Rubinstein, the two Dutchmen also
faced Maroczy.
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The onset of the Great Depression
caused match play to replace tourna-
ment activity in Holland. Much cheaper
and easier to organize, short matches
became quite common. Van den Bosch
himself played such matches against
Spielmann (1934 and 1936), Flohr
(1932) and Landau (1934). Typically,
the matches moved from city to city
with the host club paying the visiting
master a fee. The world championship
match between Alekhine and Euwe
was, in fact, organized in such a way.

Johannes Hendrik Otto van den Bosch
(1906-1994) was one of the few play-
ers who had played Rubinstein who was
still living at the time we began re-
searching Akiva’s life and games in the
early 1990s (others were Imre Konig
and Miguel Najdorf) . A banker by pro-
fession, Van den Bosch played
Rubinstein five times in tournament and
match play (-4=1) and twice in simuls
(+2).

Het Vaderland for June 11, 1930, re-
ports that Rubinstein did not make it
from his home in Heide naar Esschen
to the National Chess Building in The
Hague without a few adventures:

The beautiful weather didn'’t stop the
enthusiasts from coming to the National
Chess Building where Rubinstein was
scheduled to play his first game against
v.d. Bosch. One eagerly sacrifices to
watch R. s fine play. But those present
were eventually disappointed.
Rubinstein had telegraphed he would
be late because of a mixup with his
train. With some fear, a few of the chess
officials went to the station, as they had
become used to the fact that R. does
not work according to schedule. Some

inquiries showed that R. had left in the
morning from his home in Heide naar
Esschen, but became confused when he
had to change trains and was very sur-
prised when he got off at the end of his
Jjourney in Antwerp instead of Rotterdam!
He didnt understand why, because the
train was supposed to be going to
Rotterdam. Eventually, he did make it.

(385) Van den Bosch — Rubinstein
The Hague (1) June 9, 1930
Ruy Lopez [C72]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.Qa4 d6 5.0-0 Hge7 6.d4 b5
7.94b3 Hyxd4 8.5 )xd4 exd4 9.c3
dxc3 10.¥h5 Hg6 11.5Hxc3 Qe7
12.f4 416 13.Q.e3 Q xc3 14.bxc3
Hb715.84d4 ¥e7 16.Hael 0-0-0
17.c4 c5?1 18.cxb5! cxd4 19.bxa6
A xa620.%as5 Qb7 21.Hcl1+?

According to Euwe, White wins after
21.4d5! Bd7 22.84xb7+ Exb7
23 %a8+.

21...b8 22. Q. d5 QA .xd5 23.¥xd5
Hd7 24.8f3 Hb7 25.Ha3 H)xf4
26.%c4 ds5! 27.Ha8+ &xa8
28.Wa6+ HbS 0-1

(386) Rubinstein — Van den Bosch
The Hague (2) June 10, 1930

Queen’s Pawn [D05]
Notes by Euwe.

1.d4 &Yf6 2.2)f3 e6 3.2\bd2 d5
4.3 c55.a3 H)bd7

5...c4 deserves attention.
6.dxc5 H.xc5

6...5xc5 is better.
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7.b4 £.d68.4b20-0

Stronger is 8...e5.

9.c4 We7 10.Q.e2 a5 11.b5 H)b6
12.0-0 dxc4 13.5)e5 Hd8 14.%c2
Wc7 15.5dxc4 Hfd7?

This allows a pretty combination.

/
/.t

//
/@// /
i@s%/ﬁyf’ﬁé

. / &

16.xf7! Q.xh2+

If 16...&xf7 17.%xh7, threatening
Wxg7+ and Ah5+.

17.%h1 HHxcd 18.f4!
19.Q xc4

Hxf7

Threatening 20.A.xe6+, the idea behind
White’s previous move.

19...%c5 20.&xh2 Wh5+ 21.%gl
016 22.8f3 b6 23.f5 A b7 24.5Eh3
g5 25.fxe6+ He8 26.Q.xf6 gxf6
27.24f11-0

(387) Van den Bosch — Rubinstein
The Hague (3) June 11, 1930
Giuoco Piano [C53]

1.e4 e5 2.5)f3 £Hc6 3.Q.c4 Q.c5
4.c3%e75.d4 Ab66.a4a67.He3
d6 8.bd2 &Hf6 9.d5 Q. xe3
10.fxe3 £Hd8 11.%e2 §d712.4.d3
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g613.a5 H)g4 14.h3 Hh6 15.b4 f5
16.c4 Hdf7 17.b5 0-0 18.0-0 f4
19.bxa6 Exab 20.exf4 exf4 21.c5
Haa8 22.26 bxa6 23.c6 {.c8
24.Q xa6 Qxa6 25.Hxab6 H)f5!
26.Hxa8 Hxa8 27.%b5 Hg3
28.Wb7 Ha4 29.%b8+ g7
30.%b3 Ha8 31.%b2+ &Hhé
32.Hal He8 33..0h2 g5 34.5)g4+
&g6 35.Ha7 h5 36.5f2 g4
37.%4b7 £3

=
V. V/ / /
mig ///@/

///}

T
sy

o,
o, fi1as
g

38.gxf3 g5 39.%xc7 HfS8
40.5)b3?

White forces a draw after 40.%e7!, e.g.,
40..¥xd241.%xf8 Wel+ 42.Hg2 W1+
43.Fxg3 Wgl+ 44.3f4 Wcl+, etc.

40...gxf3 41.5)g4 hxg4 0-1

The Oxford Companion to Chess has
this to say about Salo Landau (1903-
1943): “A Polish Jew who settled in the
Netherlands at the time of World War
I. During the 1930s he was regarded as
the best Dutch player after Euwe. His
best tournament result was Rotterdam
1931, first (+4=2) ahead of Colle,
Tartakover, and Rubinstein. Winner of
the national championship in 1936
(Euwe was not competing), Landau
played for his adopted country in the
Olympiads of 1930 and 1937. He was
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killed by the Nazis at Auschwitz, near
his birthplace.”

(388) Landau — Rubinstein
Rotterdam (1) June 1930
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D29]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.)f3 ¢c5 4.5)c3
D16 5.3 €6 6.Q.xc4 a6 7.0-0 b5
8.4b3 Ab7 9. %e2 Hbd7 10.Hd1
WWc7 11.5He5?

This move can only be called artificial.
Tactically it works — 11...xe5 12.dxe5
Wxe5 13.Hxb5 c4 14.4xc4 axb5
15.2xb5+ ®e7 16.b3! with a deadly
attack — but when Black declines the
offer White ends up losing several
tempi (Df3-e5-xd7 for Hbd7 equals the
loss of two moves).

11... HEd8 12.5H)xd7 Hxd7 13.dxc5
Exd1+14.5H5xd1 §.xc515.84d20-
0 16.Hcl1 Wb6 17.0a5 Wxa5
18.Hxc5 Hd8 19.Hc2 g6?

Rubinstein has extracted the maximum
from the position and needed only to
find 19...8e4! 20.Ec3 Abl! With twin
threats of 20...&xa2 and 20...2e4.

20.5)c3 Hg7 21.f3 h5 22.Hd2 h4
23.Hxd8 ¥xd8 24.Hf2?

Landaurelaxesjust when he has almost
equalized (24.e4).

24... ¥c7 25.9g1 Wes5 26.0d1
A.ds5 27.4.xd5 Hyxds5 28.Wd2 5
29.f4 We4 30.h3 b4 31.f2 Hf6
32.a3 a5 33.axb4 axb4 34.b3 e5?

Rubinstein in his best form would have
never missed that White is almost in
zugzwang. The immediate 34...%bl

allows 35.%b2+ but 34...&f7 would
have left Landau without a good move
as 35.®el and 35.2b2 would both be
met by 35...&b1!.

35.%b2 g5 36.fxe5+ Wxe5
37. % xe5+ Hxe5 38.Hf3 f4
39.exf4+ Hxf4 40.He3 &Hd4
41.Hc2+ ¥c3 42.5yxb4d Hxb4
43.g3 hxg3 44.9xg3 Hxb3
45.9g4 Hxh3 %Y

(389) Rubinstein — Landau
Rotterdam (2) June 1930
Nimzo-Indian [E44]

1.d4 6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 Qb4 4.e3
b6 5.5 ge2 A b7 6.a3 Qe7 7.d5! d6
8.83 0-0 9.4.82 £H)bd7 10.0-0 HHe5
11.b3 exd5 12.f4 Hed7 13.cxd5
He8 14.b4 Af8 15.5)d4 g6 16.h3
Ag7 17.&h2 a5 18.Hb1 He?7
19.9)¢c6 H.xc6 20.dxc6 Hf8 21. W d3
He6 22.Hf2 We8 23.0d5 Hxd5
24.Qxd5 axb4 25.axb4 &HdS8
26.Hc2 Yh8 27.g4 W8 28.0.d2
He6 29.Hf1 £5 30.85 W8 31.8g3
Ha7 32.h4 ¥a8 33.h5 Ha3

/EQ // /
// ///

34.Hc3! Hxc3 35.Q.xc3 gxhs
36.Qf6! He8 37.Wxf5 Wa3
38.Hel Q.xf6 39.gxf6 ¥c3 40.Hf2
Wd2+ 41.Hf1!

Not 41.Be2?? Wxe2+ 42.&xe2 Hd4+
and 43...Hxf5.
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41...Hg8 42.¥xe6 Hgl+ 43.Fxgl
YWxel+ 44.9g2 We2+ 45.Hh3 1-0

(390) Landau — Rubinstein
Rotterdam (3) June 1930
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D29]

1.d4d5 2..0f3 H)f6 3.c4 dxc4 4.e3
€65.Q.xc4c¢56.0-0a6 7.%e2 Hc6
8.2d1 Wc7 9.2c3 b5 10.4b3

Ab7 11.d5 exd5 12.4xd5 Qe7
13.e4 Hd8 14.e5 Hxd5 15.5HHxd5
W8 16.2.85 H)d4 17.8Hxd4 A xd5
18. Q. xe7 Hxe7 19.5f4 h6 20..)h4
Deb6 21.%f3 Hhe8 22.%h5? g5
23.He4 gxh4 24.a4 b4 25.Hxb4
cxb4 26. % xh4+ Hd7 27. Y¥d4+
Xc6 28. a7 &d5 29.g4 ¥cs5
30.% xa6 &xes 0-1

Scarborough, June 23-July §, 1930

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 T
1  Colle x % % % 1 % Y% 1 1 1 1 1 8%
2 Maréczy Yo o x Y% % 1 Y% % 1 1 % % 1 7%
3 Rubinstein Y Yo x 0 1 Y% % 1 Y % 1 1 7
4  Ahues “w % 1 x 0 Y% % Y% 1 Y% 1 Y 6%
S5 SultanKhan 0 0 0 1 x % 1 1 1 1 0 1 6%
6  Griinfeld “w % % % % ox %Yo v o1 Ve 6
7  Thomas Y“w % % % 0 Y% o x v Y% % %1 5%
8  Michell 0O 0 0 % 0 % Y% x 1 % 1 Yo 4%
9  Yates o 0 % 0 0 % % 0 x 1 1 1 4%
10 Menchik 0o % % % 0 % % % 0 x Y% % 4
11  Winter o % 0 0 1 0 % 0 0 Y x % 3
12 Sergeant,E. o 0 0 % o0 % 0 Y% 0 Y% Y% x 2%

Scarborough, a holiday town on the York-
shire coast, hosted the 23rd British Chess
Federation Congress which brought to-
gether six foreign masters and six British
subjects. This event will be forever re-
membered for the great success of the
Belgian master Edgar Colle who was to
die two years later at the age of only 34.

(391) Rubinstein — Michell
Scarborough (1) 1930
Nimzo-Indian [E46]

1.d4 Hf6 2.c4 €6 3.5\c3 QA b4 4.e3
0-0 5. ge2

The development scheme of e3 and
&Hge?2 against the Nimzo-Indian is in-
extricably linked to Rubinstein, but it
was only in the last few years of his
career that he showed a marked prefer-

286

ence for it over 4.&c2 with which he
had won several nice games.

5...d5 6.¥b3 Q.e7 7.g3 c6 8.Q.g2
Abd7 9.cxd5 exd5 -10.0-0
He811.8d2 §.d6 12.Wc2 HfS8
13.f3 Qc7 14.Hadl &e6 15.Q.c1
We7 16.e4 dxe4 17.fxe4 Qb6
18.%Hh1 Hd8 19.e5 Hd5 20.5)xd5
cxd5 21.8e3 Hc7 22.%d2 hé6
23.h3 Q.e6 24.50f4 He8 25.Hh5
g6 26.Q.xh6 Hdc8??

This loses without a fight. Michell had
to take the knight for good or for bad
or most likely unclear after 26...gxh5
as 27.8.g5 (27.861) 27... 4418 28.84xd8
Hxd8 looks defensible for Black.

27.0Yf6+ HYxf6 28.exf6 Wd6
29.0g71-0



1930

(392) Sultan Khan — Rubinstein
Scarborough (2) 1930
Ruy Lopez [C77]

1.e4 e5 2.50f3 Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.0a4 5Hf65.d3d66.h3b57.4b3
Has5 8. Hc3 He7 9.9e3 0-0
10.%e2 He8 11.g4 HHxb3 12.axb3
b4 13.5Ha4 ¢5 14.Hd2 Hd7 15.0-
0-0 b7 16.2Hhf1 d5 17.exds
Axds 18.f3 ¥c7 19.%f2 Hac8
20.Hdel &) f8 21.h4 Heb 22.85
W6 23.%g3 Ad6 24.%gs Hf4
25.0e4 Q xe4 26.fxe4 He6 27.h5
Hce8 28.&b1 &h8 29.%g1 Hc8
30.%h1 g8 31.Wf3 Hhs 32.Hcl
¥bs5 33.82fd1 &g8 34.c3 HdS8
35.Q xf4 exf4 36.d4 c4 37.cxb4
cxb3 38. W xb3 Wxb4 39.Wxb4
A xb4 40.Hcs Qe7 41.d5 Q. xg5
42.5)c5 Hbb6 43.e5 Hf8 44.5 e4 h6
45.d6 Hbs 46.Hcs £3 47.8f1 QAf4
48.Hxbs axbs5 49.e6 Q xd6
50.Hxf3 £6 51.5)c3 Q.e552.5)xb5
Fe7 53.0¢c3 Hxeb6 54.Fc2 f5
55..)e2 Hc8+ 56.&bl1 Hc4
57.2Eh3f458.b3 He4 59.2 c1 &f5
60.%c2 Yg4 61.2h1 416 62..0d3
He2+ 63.%d1 f3 64.Hgl1+ Hg2
65.5f1 Q.c3 66.&cl1 Ha2 67.Hgl+
Of5 68.5g3 Ped 69. Hc5+ B4
70.Hg6 £2 71.0)d3+ Pe3 72.5)xf2
Hxf2 73.b4 Q.d4 74.Hg3+ Hf3
75.8g4 &d3 76.&b1 &c3 77.b5
b3 78.&cl A.c3 79.&d1 Hf2
80.Hg3 Hd2+81.&cl1 He282.Hgl
Ha2 0-1

(393) E. Sergeant — Rubinstein
Scarborough (3) 1930
Ruy Lopez [C72]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.92a4 d6 5.0-0 Qd7 6.c3 Hge7
7.d4 h6 8..\bd2 g5 9.dxe5 dxe5

10.Hel Hg6 11.H)f1 g4 12.5H3d2
b5 13.94b3 Q.c5 14.Qd5 &f6
15.5e3 h5 16.)Yb3 4.b6 17.L)f5
Hd8 18.Q.xc6 H.xc6 19.%c2 h4
20.8e3 Ehs5 21.8xb6 cxb6
22.Had1 Hxd1 23.Hxd1
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23...Bxf5!1?

Inspiration in a desperate position.
Rubinstein realizes he is losing and
decides to create maximum difficulties
for his opponent before going under.

24.exf5 OHf4 25.50d2?

The cold-blooded computer move 25.c4!
points to Black’s lack of concrete threats
(25...84xg2 26.cxb5) while the “human”
25.%d2 also got the job done (25...2xg2
26.%d6 or 25...8xg2 26.%d7+).

25... {f8 26.f37?

Sergeant loses his head. He could have
still mounted a successful defense with
26.g3 hxg3 27.hxg3 ¥h6 28.5e4.

26... gxf3 27.5H=xf3 h3 28.&d2
hxg2 29.%e3 Wxf5 30.%xb6
Hh3+ 0-1

(394) Rubinstein — Yates
Scarborough (4) 1930
Semi-Slav [D45]
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1.d4 HHf6 2.c4 €6 3.5c3 d5 4.5)f3
Ne75.e30-06.a3 Hbd7 7. Wc2 c6
8.24.d2 He8 9.4d3 Q4.d6 10.Ec1
We7 11.56e2 h6 12.5g3 a6 13.0-
0 dxc4 14.8 xc4 b5 15.Q.a2 c5
16.dxc5 Hxc5 17.84b4 Hb7
18.8.xd6 Hxd6 19.e4 e5 20.We2
Qb7 21.5Hd2 Hac8 22.f3 H)h7
23. %e3 Hg5 24.0f5 Hxf5
25.exf5 Wf6 26.H)e4 Hxe4d
27.fxe4 ¥g5 28.¥xg5 hxg5
29.84d5 QA xds 30.exd5 Hed8
31.Hc6 HExc6 32.dxc6 Hc8 33.Hcl
HFf8 34.c7 Ye7 35.8c6 Hd7
36.EHxa6 HExc7 37.b4 He7 38.%f2
Hc3 39.g4 Hb3 40.&g2 Hc3
41.9f2 Hb3 42.Hg2 V:-¥:

(395) Ahues — Rubinstein
Scarborough (5) 1930
French [CO1]

l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.exd5 exd5
4.8d3 4d65.5H)e2 He7 6.0-00-0
7.)g3 Hd7 8.5)c3 ¢c6 9.5\ ce2 WcT7
10.f4 £f5 11.b3 Hf6 12.c4 ¥d8
13.a3 Q€6 14.Hh1 Hesd 15.%el
Hh8 16.H)g1 Hg8 17.0)f3 Hgf6
18.9)e5 Hxg3+ 19.Wxg3 He4
20. el Hf6 21.H. e3 dxc4 22.bxc4
We7 23.Q.c1 He8 24.Hf3 Hff8
25.2h3 &g8 26.5f3 Hd8 27.4.b2
g6 28.Hcl & f6 29.He3 Hfe8
30.4b1 H.xe5 31.Hxe5 Wf7
32.Wc3 Hf8 33.0.a2 HHe4??

Black had to try something like
33...H2c8 but his position was already
clearly worse.

34.Hxe4 fxe4 35.d5 1-0 (Time)
(396) Rubinstein — Maroczy

Scarborough (6) 1930
Semi-Slav [D45]
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1.d4 HHf6 2.)f3 d5 3.c4 €6 4.5)c3
Hbd75.e3 Q.e7 6. %c2 0-0 7.0.d2
c5 8.cxd5 exds 9.H8.e2 a6 10.0-0
b5 11.dxc5 Q.xc5 12.Hfd1 Qb7
13.a3 He8 14.Q.el1 ¥b6 15.b4
0.d616.%b3 Hes17.Hxe5 Hxe5
18.4.f3 Had8 4-%

(397) Menchik — Rubinstein
Scarborough (7) 1930
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D21]

1.d4d52.55f3¢c53.c4dxc4 4.5)c3
a6 5.e4 cxd4 6.Wxd4 Wxd4
7.dxd4 e6 8.Q.xc4 Hd7 9.0-0
£ c6 10.H)xc6 Q.xc6 11.8.e3 HHf6
12.f3 Qe7 13.4b3 0-0 14.pa4
£d7 15.5b6 Hxb6 16.Q xb6 Efc8
17.8fd1 Qe8 18.Hacl Af6
19.Hxc8 Hxc8 20.0.d4 Q. xd4+
21.Bxd4 Hf8 22.Hf2 e5 23.Hd2
Pe7 24.Hc2 EHxc2+ 25.Q xc2 a5
26.%e3 Hd6 27.04b3 L5 28.4.d5
b5 29.Q4b3 £6 30.Hd3 h6 31.Q.e6
b4 32.Q.c4 2.d733.g485 34.b3 Qe8
35.Fe3 4.d7 36.&d3 11-Y

(398) Rubinstein — Winter
Scarborough (8) 1930
Nimzo-Indian [E40]

1.d4 96 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 A b4 4.e3
Axc3+5.bxc3b66.2.d3 A.b7 7.3
0-0 8.5)e2 d6 9.e4 Hbd7 10.0-0
c5 11.Qe3 Hc8 12.5Hg3 Hc7
13.%e2 Wc8 14.f4 Qa6 15.Hacl
He8 16.e5 5 17.85fd1 cxd4?!
18.cxd4 dxe5 19.dxe5 &) c5
20.8c2 &H)b7 21.0a4 L xc4?
22.Hxc4 Hxc4 23.84d7 1-0

(399) Thomas — Rubinstein
Scarborough (9) 1930
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]
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1.d4 d5 2.0f3 &f6 3.c4 dxc4
4.5\c3 a6 5.a4 ¢5 6.e3 €6 7.Q.xc4
Hc6 8.0-0 Ne7 9.dxc5 Wxd1
10.Hxd1 Q.xc5 11.4d2 Pe7
12.5)ce4 Hxe4 13.Hxe4 L. b4
14.4d2 Ad7 15.%f1 Hhc8
16.Q.e2 Hc717.b3 §.xd218.5\xd2
Hb4 19.5c4 BEb8 20..\b6 H.c6
21.Hacl Hd8 22.Hc4 Hxd1l+
23.Q.xd1 &)d5 24.hxd5+ exd5
25.Hc2 &d6 26.Fel He7 27.413
a5 28.%d2 h6 29.%d3 f5 30.&d4
g5 31.h3 g4 32.hxg4 fxg4 33.Q.e2
He4+ 34.8d3 Hb4 35.%c3 &e5
36.2d2 He4 37.4.d3 Hb4 38.2d1
Ae8 39.g3 Hb6 40.Hd2 Hc6+
41.Hb2 EHf642.0c2 4d7 43.Fc3
b6 44.8b1 h5 45.Q9c2 QHe8
46.5b2 0d7 47.Fc3 V-V

(400) Rubinstein — Griinfeld
Scarborough (10) 1930
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D41]

1.d4 96 2.c4 €6 3.)c3 d5 4.2)13
c5 5.cxd5 Hyxd5 6.83 £Hcb 7.0.g2
Ne7 8.0-0 HNf6?

Griinfeld would have known 8...0-0
was better if he had been playing forty
years later when this variation became
popular. The text avoids an isolated
pawn but loses serious time.

9.dxc5! ¥xd1l 10.Hxd1 Q xc5
11.Qg5 Qe7 12.55d4! QAd7
13.5Yxc6

Rubinstein’s play to this point has been
exemplary but here he chooses the
wrong plan. Instead of the simplifying
texthe shouldhave considered 13.82acl
0-0 14.55! or 13.&db5!.

13... 8.xc6 14.9 xc6+ bxc6 15.
Hacl £d5 16.Q.xe7?!

16.2d2 would have preserved some
advantage.

16...&xe7 17.3xd5+2!

The last chance to play for some ad-
vantage was 17.e4. Now Black escapes
his troubles with a few precise moves.

17... cxd5 18.Hc7+ &f6 19.Hd4
g5! 20.h4 h6 21.Ha4 a5 22.Hc5
Ehc8! 23.hxg5+ hxg5 24.Hxc8
Exc8 25.Hxa5 Hc2 26.2b5 Hxe2
27.9f1 Hc228.a4 He529.a5 Hd6
30.Eb7 &c6 31.Exf7 Hxb2 %-1

(401) Colle — Rubinstein
Scarborough (11) 1930
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 d5 2.)f3 &HHf6 3.e3 c54.c3e6
5.5 bd2 H)bd7 6.4.d3 Wc7 7.0-0
Ne78.Hel0-09.e4dxe4 10.5) xe4
b6 11.8.¢5 Qb7 12.dxc5 Hixc5
13.5)xf6+ gxf6 14.9h6 &yxd3
15. % xd3 Hfd8 16.Hd4 HhS8
17. %g3 ¥xg3 18.hxg3 Hd5
19.c2 Had8 20.5He3 Hd3
21.Had1 BExd1 %:-%

Hamburg Olympiad, July 13-27, 1930

The Hamburg Olympiad was one of
Rubinstein’s greatest triumphs. He not
only led Poland to victory in the round-
robin competition, but also played ev-
ery single game scoring a sensational

13 wins, 4 draws and no losses!
Rubinstein’s supporting cast was
Tartakover, Przepiorka, Makarczyk,
and Frydman.
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Gold medal winning Polish team — Hamburg Olympiad 1930.
L-R: Paulin Frydman, Savielly Tartakower, Stefan Rotmil (captain),
Akiva Rubinstein, Kazimierz Makarczyk, Dawid Przepiorka and Marian
Wrobel (the famous chess composer)

The first round was very important for
the final standings. Poland defeated Hun-
gary, winner of the first two Olympiads,
3Y2-Y2. But by the finish of the event, the
Poles were ahead of the Magyars by only
a point and a half (48'%-47); each team
had lost only two of seventeen matches,
to the same two teams!

Poland 3':-2 Hungary

(402) Rubinstein — Maroczy (Hungary)
Hamburg (1) July 13, 1930
Nimzo-Indian [E42]

Notes by Rubinstein, from Swiat
Szachowy 1930, p. 112.

1.d4 £f6 2.c4€6 3.5)c3 Q. b4 4.e3
c5 5.5 ge2

This continuation is relatively new, it
was played for the first time in my game
against Sdmisch at Moscow 1925.
Therefore, from the theoretical point of
view, this game is of importance.

5..cxd4 6.exd4 d5 7.a3 Qe7 8.c5
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The whole point of the variation. The
c5-pawn restricts Black’s play.

8...b6 9.b4 bxc5

[Recent practical examples show that the
position is double-edged after 9...0-0, and
still theoretically unclear.]

10.dxc5!

Brave and correct. White’s pawns on
the queenside prove to be stronger than
Black’s in the center.

10...e5

| ’/ / “a

%
é
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Again a good continuation. Now Black
is forced to choose between giving up
his strong formation in the center or
weakening his pawns.

11...d4 12.fxe5 dxc3 13.¥xd8+
&Hxd8

In case of 13...4xd8 there could fol-
low 14.exf6 A.xf6 15.4.e3, with threats
of 16.Ec1 or 16.4.d4.

14.exf6 § xf6 15.8e3 Hcb 16.0-
0-0+ &c7 17. A f4+

Here, 17.2f4! was much stronger.

17...%b718.g3 A.f519. 0 g2 Hae8
20.b5 Exe2 21.Q.xc6+ FHc8
22.Hds!

This move creates tremendous offen-
sive and defensive opportunities.

22...0.e6?

Now Black slips into a mating net. In-
stead 22...Q2e4 causes more difficult
problems for White. Let’s see: 23.2d7
Axhl 24.Hc7+ &d8! 25.4xh1 Hel+
26.8c2 Bxh1 27.8xa7 Bxh2+ (27...85
28.4d6!, or 27...Be8 28.c6! threaten-
ing 4d6) 28.8d3, etc. There is no easy
defense against White’s threats of

291

29.Ha8+ or 29.c6 and 2d6. The posi-
tion is very complicated, and with many
opportunities to miss something, but I
felt during the game that the position
of my rook on the seventh rank ensured
me a slight advantage.

23.b6 axbb6 24.cxb6 Hb2 25.Ha51-0

According to the Hamburger
Nachrichten, the second round game
Rubinstein-Macht, from the match Po-
land-Lithuania (2'2-1'%2), ended in a
forfeit win for the Pole as Macht was
late in arriving to Hamburg.

Poland 2':-1Y%; Latvia

(403) ApSenieks — Rubinstein
Hamburg (3) July 15, 1930
Four Knights Game[C48]

1.e4 e5 2.5)f3 H)c6 3.H)c3 Hf6
4.9b5 Hd4 5.9.c4 H.c5 6.d3 d6
7.9a4 b5 8.5\ xd4 bxc4 9.\ f3 Qb6
10.£)xb6 axb6 11.d4 0-0 12.dxe5
Hxe4 13.%d5 Qf5 14.0-0 dxe5
15.%xc4 £d6 16.¥c3 £6 17.Hel
¥d7 18.a4 ¥f719.b3 Hfd8 20.Q.a3
Hd7 21.%c6 Had8 22.0b4 Hc8
23.5hh4 Q e6 24.a5? Hd4 25.He4
Exe4 26.%xe4 Hd4 27.%c6 Exb4
28.26 Hxh4 29.%a8 h6 30.g3 Hd4
31.a7 $h732.c3 Hd6 0-1

Poland 2-2 USA

While Akiva was simply amazing at
Hamburg, Isaac Kashdan also had a
phenomenal result scoring 14 from 17!
Indeed the American tandem of
Kashdan and Marshall were both in
sensational form (collectively 26%
from 34) and had they had any sort of
decent support beyond Herman Steiner
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(a so-so 8/15) the U.S .would definitely
have been in the medal hunt.

I.A. Horowitz and Abe Kupchik were
unable to spare time and probably
money for a trip to Europe not long af-
ter the Great Depression had started and
in their stead were sent James Allan
Anderson and Harald M. Phillips. The
latter was the manager/captain of the
team and only pressed into service the
first two rounds when Steiner was late
arriving. Phillip’s role was not unlike
that of George Koltanowski who played
two games for the U.S. team at Helsinki
1952.

A native Texan, Anderson (1906-1991)
was the best player in St. Louis in the
late 1920s and early 1930s, and cho-
sen for the team by virtue of his sec-
ond place tie in the 1929 Western Chess
Association championship. He held his
own through the first two thirds of the
event before collapsing at the end los-
ing his last five games. One wonders if
this finish didn’t contribute to
Anderson’s decision to retire from se-
rious play at an early age.

Black’s play is very modemn in the fol-
lowing game.

(404) Rubinstein — Kashdan USA
Hamburg (4) July 15, 1930
Nimzo-Indian [E44]

1.d4 &6 2.c4 €6 3.5\c3 A b4 4.e3
b6 5.H)ge2 He4 6.f3 H xc3+
7.bxc3 HA68.5)g3 Hc69.%a4 hs
10.24d3 h4 11.HDHe4d &Hxe4
12.Q.xe4 Qb7 13.0-0 Wf6 14.f4
Has 15.9.xb7 Hxb7 16.e4 h3
17.83 Hd6!
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Poland 3-1 Romania

Abraham (Moishe) Baratz (1895-1975)
was a Romanian-French master. A
gifted artist as well as strong chess
player, you can find his sketches of
Ossip Bernstein and Savielly
Tartakover in George Koltanowski’s
With the Chess Masters.

(405) Baratz — Rubinstein
Hamburg (5) July 16, 1930
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

1.3 & f6 2.d4 d5 3.c4 dxc4
4.£)c3 a6 5.a4 c5 6.e3 €6 7.Q.xc4
Hc6 8.0-0 He7 9. %e2 Wc7
10.2d1 0-0 11.b3 cxd4 12.exd4
Has5 13.4b2 b6 14.d5 Hxc4
15.bxc4 exd5 16.9Hxd5 &§xd5
17.cxd5 QAd6 18.%d3 Wds8
19.%d4 £6 20.%h4 eS8 21.Qa3
Wwd7 22.%d4 HbS 23.Hdc1 HdS
24.Hd1 b5 25.84xd6 ¥xdé6
26.Hacl bxa4 27. Wxa4 Hb4
28.%a3 4b729.Hal Eb530.Wa2
Hxds 31.h3 &f8 32.Hel Hd3
33.55h2 h5 34.%e6 Wxeb6 35.
Hxe6 Hd1+ 36.Hel Exel+
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Rubinstein’s scoresheet from his game against Baratz. Note that the sevens,
particularly when viewed out of context, may appear to be twos.
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37.Hxel a5 38.Hal Ha8 39./)f1
a440.8a3 ®e7 41.He3 d6 42.3
Xcs5 43.9f2 Ad5 44.Bc3+ Hd4
45.Hcl .e6 46. e2 a3 47.5)c2+
Fes 48.He3 g5 49. g4 h4 50.Hel
Ads 51.54b4 a2 52, &Hd3+ Hd6
53.5Hxd5 &xd5 54.Hal Pes
55.%e3 Ha3+ 56.f2 &f40-1

Poland 4-0 Sweden

(406) Rubinstein — Stahlberg
Hamburg (6) July 17, 1930
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D37]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 HHf6 4.5)f3
fe7 5.3 0-0 6.%c2 b6 7.94.d2
Ab7 8.cxd5 exd5 9.84d3 Hbd7
10.0-0c511.5)e5 Hc8 12.Had1 g6
13.f4 cxd4 14.exd4 He4s 15.Wa4
Hyxes5 16.fxe5 Hyxd2 17.BHxd2
H.c6 18.¢%d1 Qg5 19.He2 Ad7
20.h3 Qe6 21.Bf3 Wd7 22.%el
YWe7 23.%h2 b7 24.Hef2 a6
25.24 FHa826.%f1 Qe7 27.g3 A b4
28.h4 Qe7 29.%c1 Hfc8 30.h5
g7 31.g4 Ad8 32.%g3 h6
33.hxg6 Qg5 34. b1l Ye7
35.8xf7+ Q. xf7 36.Hxf7+ 1-0

The following two games were played
on the same day. Two such doublehead-
ers were played in Hamburg and
Rubinstein won each of these endur-
ance contests 1'2-72 .

Poland 2-2 Germany

(407) Ahues — Rubinstein
Hamburg (7) July 18, 1930
Ruy Lopez [C90]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.0a4 HHf6 5.0-0 Q.e7 6.Hel b5
7.84b3 d6 8.c3 Ha5 9.Q.c2 c5
10.d4 ¥c7 11.0bd2 £ c6 12.d5
£Hd8 13.a4 HbS8 14.c4 b4 15.5)f1
26 16.5He3 Hg8 17.81116 18.5)el
Of7 19.f4 exf4 20.Hxf4 hs
21.5)d3 a5 22.Hf1 Hghé 23.b3
Hes5 24.5) xe5 fxes 25.8d3 Ad8
26.Ha2 ¥g7 27.Haf2 Hb7 %-Y%

Poland 3'4-': Norway
(408) Rubinstein — Krogdahl

Hamburg (8) July 18, 1930
Semi-Slav [D45]

Rubinstein (third row in on the left) enjoys a cruise
with other participants during the Hamburg Olympiad.
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1.d4c62.c4d53.e3e64.)c3 D6
5.0f3 2.d6 6.Q2.d3 0-0 7.0-0 dxc4
8.Q.xc4 H\bd7 9.e4 e5 10.h3 h6
11.Qe3 He8 12.dxe5 & xes
13.5)xe5 H.xe5 14.Wxd8 EHxd8
15.5fd1 Q.e6 16.Q.xe6 fxe6 17.f3
b6 18.g4 A xc3 19.bxc3 He8
20.4f4 Hf7 21.Qe5 Le7 22.h4
Hxd1+ 23.Hxd1 Hd8 24.Hxd8
Hxd8 25.h5 He7 26.Hf2 H)f6
27.Fe3 c5 28.c4 f7 29.a4 A7
30.Ff4 H)f6 31.2.d6 Hes8 32.4b8
Nf6 33.e5 HNd7 34.4d6 LS8
35.%e4 HA7 36.f4 HXf8 37.f5 Hd7
38.9f4 a5 39.e4 HI8 40. Q.xf8
Hxf8 41.fxe6 He8 42.Hf5 Fe7
43.85 hxg5 44.Yxg5 Hxeb 45.Hg6
b5 46.axb5 Hxe5 47.Hxg7 Hd4
48.h6 Hxc4 49.b6 1-0

Poland 1': — 2': Netherlands
(409) Van den Bosch — Rubinstein
Hamburg (9) July 19, 1930

Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.Q.b5 a6
4.Q9a4 &5)H)f6 5.0-0 d6 6.Hel bs
7.4b3 Has 8.d4 We7 9.c3 Hxb3
10.axb3 Qb7 11.2)bd2 g6 12.b4
Qg7 13.%c2 &HHd7 14.5Yb3 0-0
15.Ha5 Qc8 16.dxe5 &Hxes
17.5HYxe5 dxe5 18.He3 Web
19.¥%d2 He8 20.Hed1 f6 21.Wc2
Wf7 22.\b3 5 23.f3f424.Q0.f285
25.5)¢5 g4 26.¥b3 gxf3 27. ¢ xf7
Hxf7 28.gxf3 Af8 29.Hf1 Ad6
30.Ye2 Hgs 1Y%

The following is a typical Rubinstein
maneuvering game where he gradually

breaks down Black’s position.

Poland 2-2 Austria

(410) Rubinstein — Kmoch
Hamburg (10) July 20, 1930
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

1.d4 &6 2.50f3 b6 3..\bd2 4 b7
4.e3 €6 5.8d3 c5 6.0-0 cxd4
7.exd4 Qe7 8.Hel 0-0 9.50f1 d6
10.h3 Hbd7 11.4.f4 Hc8 12.c3
He8 13.4h2 Hf8 14.5e3 Hgb
15.9b5 Hf8 16.2d2 A& d5
17.5Hxd5 Q.xds 18.4f1 Qb7
19.55c4 ¥d7 20.He3 Hcds
21.Q4d3 Hfe8 22.Wh5 &HOf8
23.Had1 g6 24.¥Yh6 a4 25.a3
Q16 26..084 Q.g7 27.¥f4 ¥c6
28.0e4 Wc7 29.Q.xb7 Wxb7
30.H)h6+ §.xh6 31.%xh6

31...£6 32.Q.83 Wg7 33.%d2 Bd7
34.%c2 Hed8 35.f3 ¥f7 36.a4 d5
37.Q4f4 Hc838.4h6 Hdc7 39.He3
£d7 40.h4 Hcé 41.0f4 Hg7
42 . Hdel &HOf8 43.%d2 &d7
44 .H3e2 He8 45.0h6+ &f7
46.%14 ¥d6 47.%g4 HNA7 48.4.f4
Wf8 49.h5 g5 50.4d2 h651.%h3
£5 52.g4 f4 53.%f1 ¥d6 54.Hg2
Wf8 55.%vd3 ¥g7 56.Hge2 &g8
57.b3 Wh7 58.%b5 Hd6 59.4.c1

The decisive blow £.a3 is the final step
in White’s systematic plan.
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59...f8?? 60. % xe8 1-0
Poland 2%-1%2 Denmark

(411) Olsen — Rubinstein
Hamburg (11) July 21, 1930
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D28]

Notes by Rubinstein from Swiat
Szachowy, 1930, p. 118.

1.d4 d5 2.0 f3 HHf6 3.c4 dxc4
4.5c3 a6

A very important move, because if now
5.e4,then5...b5, and Black defends his
c4-pawn.

5.e3 e6

Here 5...b5 does not work, because
Black cannot defend the c4-pawn after
6.a4.

6.Q.xc4 b5 7.24d3 Qb7 8.0-0
Hbd7 9.%e2 c510.b3

10.82d1 deserves attention.

10...Hc8 11.94b2 §e7 12.Hacl 0-
0 13.Hfd1 ¥b6 14.Qb1 HfdS
15.5)e5 cxd4 16.exd4 Hf8 17.H\e4
Hxe4 18.Q.xe4 £6 19.H)d3 Q. xe4
20. %Y xe4 5

With this move Black gives up the dark
squares for the light squares.

21.%e2 Q16 22.5)c5 Hc6 23.Hd3

After 23.%f3, Black will have much more
difficulties in regrouping his forces.

23...Hcd6 24.Hcd1l ¥c6 25.b4
Wds5 26.g3 Hd7 27.f4 g6 28. g2
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Wxg2+29.&Hxg2 Ha8 30.Hel Hf7
31.Hcl Ha7 32.5)b3 H)b6 33.H)a5
Had7 34.5)c6?

A blunder that loses material, but
Black’s position was already better.

34...0c4 35.5e5+ f) xe5 36.fxe5
&Hxb237.Hb3 Exd4 38.Hxb2 He4
39.Hc6 Hxe5 40.Hxa6

Now the situation is clear. Black has
an extra pawn and more freedom for
his rooks. The game is already decided.

40...g5 41.a4 bxa4 42.Hxa4 Hb7
43.Hal Hebs5 44.Habl &f6
45.9f3 h5 46.Fe3 g4 47.8d3
Hc7

Stopping 48.&c4.

48.Hal HEds5+ 49.&e2 Hb7
50.Hab1 Hbbs 51.Fe3 e5 52.Hf1
&g5 53.Ebf2 e4 54.EHb2 Hd3+
55.%e2 h4 56.§g1 h3! 57.2d1
Exd158.8xd1£459. gxf4+ Hxf4s
60.Le2g3 61.82b3 g2 62. Hf2e3+
63.%g1 Hd50-1

Poland 3-1 England

(412) Rubinstein — Sultan Khan
Hamburg (12) July 22, 1930
Queen’s Pawn [DO05]

Notes by Tartakover from Swiat
Szachowy, 1930.

1.d4 D6 2.,2f3 €6 3.\bd2

A calm opening which Rubinstein plays
with great mastery.

3...c5 4.€3 H)c6 5.a3
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This move seems to lose a tempo, but
Rubinstein uses it often and with suc-
cess, even in important games. See, for
example, Rubinstein-Capablanca, Ber-
lin 1928 [game 312].

5...cxd4 6.exd4 d5 7.4.d3 4.d6
8.0-0 0-0 9.Hel He8 10.h3 h6
11.c3 a5

Intending 11...a4, with a blockade of
White’s queenside, and eventually ...b6
and ...2La6. But now White achieves an
advantage with aggressive play in the
center. More cautious and better was
11...4d7.

12.5Ye5! Q. xe5 13.dxe5 &Hd7
14.9)f3 Hc5 15.4b5 Qd7 16.a4
fs

Better was 16...%c7.

17.exf6 Wxf6 18.Q8e3 He4s
19.%e2 e5 20.Had1 He6 21.4b6
Hf8 22.c4!

Masterly exploitation of Black’s un-
stable center. Now White wins mate-
rial.

22...)b4 23.cxd5 HyxdSs 24. ¥ xe4
Hyxb6
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Perhaps Black expected “normal” play,
such as, for example, 25.%xe5 Axh3,
or 25.%xb7 Hab8, followed by
26...Axh3. Rubinstein has something
else in mind.

25.2d6! &Hnds

A sorry necessity, because White wins
after 25...5)c8 26.Exe6!.

26.Hxd5 Q.xd5 27. ¥ xds5+ &hS8
28. %W xb7 Wf4 29.He4! Wcl+
30.%h2 Hab8 31.%a7 HbcS8
32.5Hyxe5 Hf6 33.Hg4s Wc7
34.%e3! Hcf8 35.f4 g5 36.4d4!
&g8 37.A.céd+ Hh7 38.fxg5

38.%d7+ wins easily, but Rubinstein is

not concerned with particulars. He at-
tacks the king!

38...hxg5 39.Exg5 Ef4 40.0d3+
Gh6

If 40...&h8 41.5f7 mate!

41.Hg6+ Hh7

Or 41...%h5 42.Qe2+ Hh4 43.g3+.
42.Hc6+1-0

The Czech team of Flohr, Pokorny, K
Treybal, Proke$ and Rejfif, like the
Dutch team of Weenink, Landau, Van
den Bosch, Noteboom and Schelfhout,
beat both Poland and Hungary
Poland 1'2-2%: Czechoslovakia
(413) Flohr — Rubinstein

Hamburg (13) July 23, 1930
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]
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1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.2f3 &) f6
4.)c3 a6 5.a4 ¢5 6.e3 €6 7.Q.xc4
&Hc6 8.0-0 HQ.e7 9.dxc5 ¥xd1
10.Hxd1 fQ.xc5 11.2d2 0-0
12.)de4 Hyxed 13.5H)xed HDe7
14.02d2 Hd815.Q.c3 2.d716.,d6
H.xd6 17.8Bxd6 He8 18.Had1l
Hxd6 19.Hxd6 HEb8 20.a5 Hf8
21.Hd1 Hc8 22.4.b3 Hc7 23.f3
Ad7 24.9f2 £6 25.g4 €5 26.%g3
Ye7 27.f4 Qe6 28.Qa4 exf4+
29.exf4 Hd7 30.f5 Hxd1 31.Q.xd1
Nd732.Hf4h633.h4 Hf834.Q43
&e7 35.04d5 QAc8 36.g5 hxg5+
37.hxg5 §.d738.g6 A.c839.b3 HNNd8
40.0 b4+ He8 41.Qc3 He7
42.0 b4+ Le8 43.4d6 H.d7 44.b4
Ac8 45.9c5 Qd7 46.0e4 Hc8
47.0b6 £)c6 48.b5 He7 49.bxab
bxa6 50.Q.c5 Hd8 51.84d3 Hd5+
52.%e4 He753.Ff4 Hd5+ 54. 984
He7 55.9f4 Hd5+ 56.Fe4d He7
57.Q.xe7+ Hxe7 58.&d5 Hd7 V-2

A copy of Rubinstein’s scoresheet,
from which we obtained this game,
gives one more move, but it is not easy
to make out — perhaps 59.&c5 &c7.

Poland 4-0 Spain

(414) Rubinstein — Lafora
Hamburg (14) July 24, 1930
Semi-Slav [D45]

1.d4 Qf6 2.c4 e6 3.H)\c3 d5
4.00f3c65.e3 )Ybd7 6.HHe5 A.d6
7.f4 0-0 8.8.d3 dxc4?! 9.5)xc4
Ab4 10.a3 Q xc3+ 11.bxc3 c¢5
12.0-0 b5 13.9)d6 c4 14.Q.c2
Wb6 15.5Hyxc8 Hfxc8 16.¥%f3
Wc6 17.e4 H)b6 18.g4 a5 19.g5
He8 20.5b1 Hab8 21.f5 Hnd7?!
22.fxe6 Wxe6 23.d5 We7 24.Qf4
Eb6 25.e5 g6 26.d6 ¥eb6 27.Q.e4
g7 28.0.d5 &f5 29.2.g3! ¢xf3
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29...Bf8 30.%xf5 &Hxf5 31.4f2 BEbb8
32.e6!.

30.5xf3 He6
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31.8Bxf7! &xf7 32.Hf1+ Pe8
33.Q4.xe6 Hc534.4f7+ 1-0

Poland 3%:-': France

(415) Gromer — Rubinstein
Hamburg (15) July 25, 1930
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.Q.b5 a6
4.Qa4 Hf6 5.0-0 d6 6.Hel b5
7.84.b3 Has 8.d4 Ye7!?

One of Rubinstein’s many interesting
opening ideas, many of which have
been forgotten by theory.

9.5¢3 ¢610.h3 ¥c7 11.dxe5 dxe5
12.%e2 Q.¢c5 13. h4 0-0 14.5)f5
Hxb3 15.axb3 He8 16.4.g5 Heb
17.%f3 £)d7 18.Had1 48 19.He2
h6 20.Q.e3 HNf6 21.Hed2 Qd7
22.g4 Qe8 23.h4 HNxgs 24.¥xg4
Hg6 25.Q0.85 £f6 26..)d6 fxg5
27.Hxe8 Hxe8 28.Hd7 ¥bé6
29.21d2 Hee6 30.h5 Hgf6 31.2d8
Hd6 32.H8xd6 H.xd6 33.H)d1
Af8 34.5)e3 ¥Wb8 35.0f5 We8
36.%d1 &h7 37.82d7 &e6 38.b4
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Hf7 39.2d8 Q.xb4 40.Hd3 Qf8
41.%al YWc4d 42.Wel Wxc2
43 .Hc3 Wxb2 44.Hxc6 HdA7
45.Hxa6 fQ.c5 46.He3 Wb3
47.%cl1 Q. xe3 48. % xe3 ¥Wd1
49.9h2 &xh5+ 0-1

Poland 4-0 Iceland

(416) Rubinstein — Thorvaldsson
Hamburg (16) July 26, 1930
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 5HYf6 2.)f3 €6 3.5bd2d5 4.e3
Hbd7 5.a3 Qe7 6.4d3 0-0 7.0-0
He8 8.)e5 ¢5 9.c3 Hf8 10.f4 A.d6
11.84 £6d7 12.85 A xe5 13.dxe5
Hyxe5 14.fxe5 &xgs+ 15.Fh1
Wxe516.e4£617.4f3 Q. d7 18.%4g3
Wxg3 19.hxg3 QA.c6 20.&gl Had8
21.Hel e5 22.24 He6 23.exd5
A xd524.0)\c4e425.Qe2f526.HHe3
g6 27.5H)xd5 Exd5 28.Q.c4 Hd6
29.Qf4 Hdd8 30.Hadl &f8
31.8Bxd8 &H)xd8 32.Hd1 Heb
33.2d7 Hyxf4 34. 87+ Hg8 35.gxf4
&h8 36.2xb7 Hd8 37.Hxa7 Hd1+

38.Hf2 Ed2+ 39.%el Exb2 40.a5
g5 41.a6 gxf4 42.2b7 1-0

Poland 3'%:-'; Finland

(417) Rahm — Rubinstein
Hamburg (17) July 27, 1930
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.5)f3 H)f6
4.5)c3a65.a4c56.d5e6 7.e4exd5
8.exds

Rubinstein gives this move a question
mark on his scoresheet and makes a
simple note: 8.e5!. Today 8.e5! is con-
sidered White’s strongest continuation.

8...2.d6 9.9 xc4 0-0 10.h3 He8+
11.5e2 Hbd7 12.0-0 Hb6 13.b3
Hbxd514.985 h6 15.9 xd5 hxgs
16.2.c4 Hh7 17.%c2 g4 18.hxg4
A.xg4 19.)g3 Q.xf3 20.gxf3 g5
21.%g2 Hf6 22.2h1 g6 23.5h3
Hh5 24.Hh1 Hf4 25.8h2 &g7
26.2d1 Had8 0-1 (Time)

Liége, August 19-30, 1930

Rubinstein was likely tired after the
pressures of the Olympiad where he
played 17 games in two weeks. This
seems to be the only explanation for the
oscillation between the sublime and the
awful. He had beautiful wins over Colle
(in a textbook Sdmisch Nimzo-Indian
smash) and Przepiorka (in a hanging
pawns middlegame). His loss on time
to Thomas in an equal position with four
moves to go could happen to anyone, but
15.e4? against Weenink and 16...8d5?
against Marshall inthelasttwo rounds were
clear signs that Rubinstein was missing el-
ementary tactics.

Albert Becker’s tournament book of the
event, published by Lachaga in 1976,
says that the tournament was held to
celebrate the 100th anniversary of the
independence of Belgium (from Hol-
land). There were supposed to be 14
participants but Vidmar and Becker
declined their invitation. Alexander
Alekhine was a special guest of the
event and gave a simultaneous exhibi-
tion on opening day. The tournament
participants were joined in the group
photo by the local organizing commit-
tee and many strong visitors including
Alekhine and Kashdan.
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 T
1 Tartakower x 1 % % % 1 % 1 % 1 1 1 8%
2 SultanKhan 0 x 0 1 1 0 » 1 0 1 1 62
3 Nimzowitsch » 1 x % 1 % % % % 0 0 1 6
4 Ahues “ 0 % x %W % 1 %W 1 0 1 % 6
5 Colle » 0 0 % x 1 0 1 1 % 1 % 6
6  Przepiérka 0 1 % %» 0 x 0 1 1 % % % 5%
7 Rubinstein “n % % 0 1 1 x 0 0 0 ¥ 1 5
8 Weenink o 0 % % 0 0 1 x ¥ 1 % 1 5
9 Thomas “ 1 % 0 0 0 1 % x B B
10 Marshall o 0 1 1 % % 1 0 X 0 Y 4an
11 Soultanbéieff 0 0 1 o0 o0 »%» % % % 1 x 0 4
12 Pléci 0 0 0 % % % 0 0 Y% Y% 1 x 3%

Liege 1930: seated, L-R Colle, N.N., Alekhine, Nimzowitsch, Rubinstein, Ahues,
Pléci; standing: N.N., Marshall, Przepiorka, Lalevitch, Fischer, Soultanbéieff,
N.N., Jarblum, Liubarski, Yates, Tinsley, Weenink, Seitz, N.N., Tartakower,
N.N., Kmoch, Thomas, Sultan Khan, N.N., Kashdan. Luc Winants and
Alexandre Soultanbéieff provided many of the names in this picture in Chess
Notes 5038.
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(418) Rubinstein — Colle
Liege (1) 1930
Nimzo-Indian [E40]

Notes by Botvinnik (Bo), Euwe (E),
Tartakover (T), and Bliimich (Bl).

1.d4 Hf6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 Q. b4 4.e3
,Q,xc3+

(T) More flexible here is 4...b6, and the
most aggressive continuation is 4...c5.

5.bxc3 d6 6.4.d3 0-0

(T) Bogoljubow-Ahues, Berlin 1928,
took an interesting course: 6...%e7 7.e4
e5 8.f3 £Hh5 9.2e2 ¥h4+ 10.g3 ¥h3
11.2f2!, with better chances for White.

7.e4 e5 8.5 e2 He8 9.f3 b6 10.0-0
Hc6 11.0e3 Qa6 12.50g3 Has
13.%e2 c5 14.d5 Hh8

(E) Necessary was 14...2d7, and if
15.f4, then 15...exf4 16.4.xf4 Hes.
(Bl) Why this move with the king?
Better was 14....¢8, and against 15.f4,
Black can reply with 15...exf4 16.8xf4
&Hg4, followed by ...He5.

15.f4! Hd7

(E) Now 15...exf4 was dubious because
of White’s immediate threats [after
16.4xf4] of 17.55 or 17.4.g5.
16.f5!

(Bo) This ensures the opening of one
file on the kingside by f6 (...0xf6,
fg5), or by g2-g4-g5.

16...£6 17.5h5 He7
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(Bo) A better defense was offered by
17...Hg8 18.g4 ¥e7 19.%h1 Ef8
20.Egl gb.

18.g4 We8 19.g5! A xc4

(Bo) Better was 19...%f7 20.&h1 Eg8
21.Bgl fxg5 22.8xg5 6, etc.

20.Q.xc4 Hxc4 21.gx£6 gxf6
[P. Johner recommends 21...5xe3.]
22.4h6

(Bo) White’s attacking plan is ®hl,
Hgl and &g7+.
(BIl) Threatening 23.£g7 and 24.¥xc4.

22...5b2 23.%Hh1 &Hd3

(Bo) After 24.Egl, Black replies 24...
Hf2+ 25.8xf2 ¥xhS, seizing the ini-
tiative. But Rubinstein does not fall into
this trap, he is satisfied with the gain of
an exchange.

24.5)87 Hxg7 25.Q.xg7+ Hxg7 26.
Hgl+ GhS 27.%xd3 Wf7 28.5g3
Eg8 29.Hag1 Hxg3 30.2xg3 H\b8

(BI) Also 30...%h5 does not help, be-
cause after 31.2gl, followed by
32.%g3, Black’s queen must come
back.

31.We2 a6 32.a4 We8 33.h4!

(T) This advance decides the game,
33...8%xa4being impossible because of
34.8g4.

33...%f7 34.&g2 Wf8 35.h5 h6
36.¥g4 b5 37.axb5 axb5 38.%g6
Hd7 39.9f3 H)b6 40.Hgl Had
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41.c411-0

For if 41...bxc4 42.Hal followed by
43.Ba7.

(419) Thomas — Rubinstein
Liége (2) 1930
Ruy Lopez [C86]

1.e4 e5 2.54f3 Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.8a4 0OHf6 5.0-0 Q.e7 6.%e2 b5
7.2b3 d6 8.c3 Ha5 9.Q.c2 c5
10.d4 ¥c711.d5 4.d712.55bd 2c4
13.Hd1 £)b7 14.£f1 0-0 15.2)g3
g6 16.4.g5 Hfd8 17.h3 fQe8
18.%d2 &g7 19.9Hh4 Hd7 20.f4
Hg8 21. A.xe7 Hixe7 22.Hh2 HHg8
23.8f1 f6 24.Hf2 Hf8 25.Hafl
Hae8 26.fxe5 dxe5 27.%e3 £Yd6
28.%h1 Hf7 29.5)e2 Hef8 30.g4
Ae8 31.54g3 h6 32.Hg2 Hh7
33.8Bfgl &He7 34.%f3 Qd7
35.% €2 g5 36..0f3 1-0 (Time)
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Black is not worse after 36...5g6. The
time control was forty moves in two
and a half hours.

(420) Rubinstein — Nimzowitsch
Liege (3) 1930
King’s Indian [E68]

1.d4 &f6 2.0f3 d6 3.g3 H)bd7
4.082865.c4e56.50c3 0.g877.e4
0-0 8.h3 exd4 9.9 xd4 He5 10.b3
Hd7 11.0-0 a6 12.Qe3 WcS8
13.%Yh2Hb8 14.a4c515.5)de2 b5
16.axb5 axb5 17. % xd6 bxc4
18.bxc4 Hyxc4d 19.Wxc5 Hd2
20.5fd1 &)b3 21. W xc8 Hfxc8
22.Ha7 Qe6 23.54d5 Hc4 24.Qf4
He8 25.5\c7 Hc8 26.H)xeb fxeb
27.e5 ©Hh5 28.2dd7 &Hc5 29.He7
Af8 30.Hec7 Hxc7 31.Hxc7 Hc2
32.063 &) xf4 33.gxf4 Hd2 34.h4
Hd7 35.Hc6 h5 36.%g2 Hf7
37.6g1 &Hd3 38..Yh3 QAhé6
39.%g3 Hel 40.82d6 Hxd6
41.exd6 Hxf3 K-

Soultanbéieff writes about his draw
with Rubinstein at Liége in his Guide
pratique du Jeu des Combinaisons
(pp.77-78 — translation by Edward
Winter in Chess Notes #6487): “Once
he had played his move, Rubinstein
would leave the table and sit in a corner
of the hall. When his opponent’s reply
had been made, he came back
unhurriedly to the board. The waste of
time was evident, and Rubinstein, a
very slow player, suffered from it
frequently (it is known how many
games he lost on time). Oneday I asked
him why he did not remain at the board
to await his opponent’s reply, which
was sometimes imminent, and the
explanation he gave me astounded me
in the mouth of a professional master:
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‘So as not to disturb my opponent;
some players are not at ease when one
watches them thinking.’”

(421) Soultanbéieff — Rubinstein
Liége (4) 1930
Scotch [C45]

1.e4 e5 2.5)f3 Hc6 3.HH¢c3 Hf6
4.d4 exd4 5.Yxd4 Q.c5 6.Q.e3
Ab6 7.55xc6 bxcb 8.e5 Q. xe3
9.exf6 Qh6 10.%e2+ IHf8
11.fxg7+ QA xg7 12.8d1 d5 13.
we3 Wd614.9d3¢515.0-0c4 16.
Ne2 Of5 17.8.xc4 He8 18. g5
Axc2 19.%xd5 ¥xd5 20.4 xd5
Ad3 21.Hcl Q.xf1 22.Hxf1 Q.e5
23.b3 Hd8 24.He3 Q.d4 25.4f3
A xe3 26.fxe3 Hd7 27.Hc5 ¥g7
28.Hg5+ Hf6 29.8Ha5 Hd2 30.
Hxa7 HEhd8 31.h3 Hc2 32.%gl
Hdd2 33.a4 &g5 34.%h2 h5
35.H2a5+c536.b4£f537.Hxc5 Hxc5
38.bxc5 Ha239.c6 Hxa4 40.g3 Ha3
41.h4+ g6 42. c7 Hc3 43.e4 fxed
44.0Q xe4+ Hh6 45. g2 Hxc7
46.9f2 Hc3 47.8f3 EHc2+ 48.%e3
Hc3+ 49.9f2 Hc2+ -%

(422) Rubinstein — Ahues
Liege (5) 1930
Nimzo-Indian [E42]

1.d4 &6 2.c4 €6 3.5 c3 Qb4 4.€3
c5 5.2ge2 cxd4 6.exd4 d5 7.a3
A xc3+ 8.5)yxc3 dxc4 9.9 .xc4 0-0
10.0-0 ©HYc6 11.Q.e3 b6 12.d5 exd5
13.55xd5 Q.e6 14.H)xf6+ Wxf6
15.0 xe6 Wxe6 16.Hcl He7
17.Hel Hfd8 18.Wa4 Wf6 19.b4
&Hds 20.h3 h6 21.%a6 Wfs
22.He2 Hh7 23.Hcel Hd6 24.H.c1
Elg6 25.f3?

Lackluster play out of the opening has
given Rubinstein nothing but now he
overreacts against Black’s perceived
threats on the kingside. He may have
missed that after 25.g3 ¥xh3 he would
have 26.%b7 when Black would likely
have to take a draw by capturing on g3.

25... Wxf3 26.Hf2 ¥Wc3 27.Hefl
He3 28.4Q xe3 Wxe3 29.Hhl1 We4
30.%e2 f5 31.Wf3 Hg5 32.He2
Wxf3 33.Hxf3 Hd8 34.h4 Hg4
35.8xf5 Hxh4+ 36. &gl Hd7
37.H5f3 Hhd4 38.Hee3 Hd2
39.%h2 Hc7 40.Hg3 Hd5 41.2h3
Hg5 42.Hc3 Hxc3 43.Hxc3 a5
44.bxa5 bxa5 45.%h3 h5 46.Hc4
Ph6 47.Hc6+ g6 48.Ha6 Hcs
49.g3 &g7 50.%g2 Hh6 51.%h3
Hd5 52.%g2 &g5 53.%h3 &f5
54.Hb6 g5 55.2h6 Hd3 56.Exh5
Hxa3 57.2h8 He3 58.Hf8+ &gb6
59.Hg8+ &h6 60.Hg4s Hes
61.Ha8 &g6 62.Hab+ &Hf7
63.%h5 Ye7 64.g4 Hd7 65.Ha8
Xc6 66.EHab+ Hb5 67.8Hf6 a4
68.Hf5 Hc5 69.Fxg5 a3 70.%g6
Eixf5 71.gxf5a2 72.£6 a1(&) 73.f7
Whs 0-1

Isaias Pléci (1900-1980) was one of
Argentina’s best players in the late
1920s and 1930s. His best results were
made in Olympiads playing first reserve
for Argentina. Pléci won a bronze
medal at Stockholm 1937 (+11 -0 =6)
and in 1939 on home ground a gold
medal (+14 -3 =2). He was awarded
the IM title in 1965.

(423) Pléci — Rubinstein
Liege (6) 1930
Ruy Lopez [C79]
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1.e4 e5 2.54f3 Hc6 3.4 b5 a6
4.0a4 £)f6 5.0-0 d6 6.Hel b5
7.2.b3 &Hyd4!?

Another Rubinstein innovation men-
tioned only as deserving attention in
recent theory.

8.c3 Hyxb3 9.axb3 4 b7 10.d3 ¢5
11.5)bd2 g6 12.5Hf1 h6 13.Q.d2
Ag7 14.%cl Pf8 15.H)g3 Hgs
16.h3 &h7 17.5Hh2 d5 18.f3 He8
19.c4 dxc4 20. dxc4 bxc4 21.bxc4
Hd7 22.8Hd1 Hf8 23.0e3 We7
24.h4 h5 25.%d2 Had8 26.¥%f2
Heb6 27.He2 Hf6 28.g3 Hd4
29.5¢3 Ag7 30.0d5 Wdé6
31.4.d2 Hb8 32.b4 H.c8 33.Habl
HNeb 34.5f1 £5 35.bxc5 Wxc5
36.)fe3 fxe4 37.fxe4 HfS8
38.H xb8 Exb8 39.Ef1 a5 40.%h1
Hb2 41.Wel HHcb 42.4.c3 Hb3
43. % f2Hb844.%e2 Hd4 45.%d2
b3 46.%e2 Hd4 47.%d3 HfS
48.9g2 Hxfl 49.%xf1l Wa7
50.%al a4 51.Q4.b4 £H)b3 52.%b2
¥wd453.9.c3 Wxed4+ 54.Hh2 Hd4

0-1 (Time)

White lost on time, but his position is
hopeless. There is no adequate defense
to the threat 55...2f3+. Neither
55.4xd4 exd4 56.%b7 &h6, nor
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55.%g2 Hf3+ 56.Fh1 Axd5 57.0Hxd5
¥bl+, is of any avail.

Rubinstein and Sultan Khan always
played long games against each other.
Their four encounters (2%-1% for
Rubinstein) averaged over 60 moves
each.

(424) Rubinstein — Sultan Khan
Liege (7) 1930
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

1.d4 Hf6 2.5)f3 b6 3..)bd2 Qb7
4.e3 €6 5.Q4d3 Qe7 6.0-0 c5 7.a3
&)c6 8.c3d59.He5 Hxe5 10.dxe5
HA7 11.£4 c4 12.0.c2 g6 13.5f3
&c5 14.Hd4 a6 15.8d2 W7
16.Q¢e1 h5 17.a4 a5 18.%e2 0-0-
0 19.4f2 &b8 20.Hfb1l H.ab6
21.Wel &a8 22.84h4 HcS8
23.Q.xe7 &xe7 24.2d1h4 25.0)f3
Ab7 26.8Hd2 Hcg8 27.Hd4 Eh5
28.h3 0.c6 29.%f2 Hgh8 30.5)g5
Hf8 31.5f3 Hh6 32.5 h2 Ehh8
33.2 g4 Hb8 34.%f1 a7 35.5)f6
b5 36.axb5 Exb5 37.Ha2 Wb6
38.%a1 Hb8 39.Hh2 Hb7 40.e4
dxe4 41.5)xe4d Hxe4 42.0 xe4
Q. xe4 43.Hxe4 Hc7 44.Ha4 Hbcs
45.8Hd4 &b7 46.%c1 g5 47.Hal
b5 48. %11 gxf4 49.Hxf4 Hxes
50.2xf7 ¥c6 51.5f4 Hg5 52.2d1
e5 53.Hxh4 Hcg7 54.Hd2 e4
55.He2 e3 56.Hf4 He7 57.%f3
Wxf3 58.Hxf3 Hge5 59.Hf4 Hc7
60.Hg3 Hb6 61.Hf3 Hb5
62.Hxe3 Hd5 63.h4 Ha4 64.g4
b3 65.He2 Hd3+ 66.Hg2 a4
67.g5 HEh7 68.g6 Hg7 69.h5 Hd5
70.E2h4 Ha5 71.2h3 Hg8 72.89h2
Eg5 73.52h4 Eh8 74.He6 Ehxh5
75.2b6+ Hb5 76.Hxh5 EHxb6
77.87 Eg6 78. Eb5+ &2 79.Kb4
Hxg7 80.Hxa4 ¥:-%
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(425) Rubinstein — Przepiorka
Liége (8) 1930
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

Notes by Rubinstein from Swiat
Szachowy, 1930.

1.d4 £f6 2..0f3 b6

If White plays £f3 on the second move,
then the queenside fianchetto is a good
reply for Black.

3.55bd2 Qb7 4.e3 e6 5.2d3 c5
6.0-0 &\c6 7.a3

This prevents Black’s possibility of
...2b4.

7...Q2e7 8.b3 0-0 9.Q4b2 Hc8
10.Hel d6 11.56f1 ¥c7 12.2g3
Hfd8 13.c4 d5 14.Hcl dxc4
15.bxc4 cxd4

Black immediately gives his opponent
hanging pawns, but these exchanges are
premature, because they open the e-file
and give attacking opportunities to
White. It would have been better to first
play 15...2d7 and ...Ecd8.

16.exd4 Hd7

?”f/
//,//////

/ ® 7.
Hamon
.Qa/ /ﬁ/@’/

17.d5!

The power of the hanging pawns is that
they can be sacrificed to create open
lines for the attacking pieces.

17...Hcd8

This looks like a very strong defense,
but White’s next move makes every-
thing clear.

18.%e2!

A very strong continuation, if now
18...exd5, then 19. A.xf6!

18...5a5 19.2.b1 b3

Black’s position is very difficult, for if
19...exd5, then 20.84.xf6! is a disaster.
Przepiorka decides to give up two mi-
nor pieces for a rook and two pawns.
Materially, the position is equal, but
positionally, White’s attack is decisive.

20.Q. xf6 Hyxcl 21.¥c2 g6

If 21... Axf6? 22 . &xh7+ &f8 23. ¥h8+
De7 24.5f5 mate.

22.9.b2!

This move was highly commended at
the time but modern-day helpers point
out 22.8e5 &d6 23.Hh5 would have
been crushing.

22...exd5 23.Wxcl1 dxc4 24.¥¥c3

Here some annotators recommend
24.5h5 as stronger, but Black has a
good reply in 24...2d6.

24...£6 25.Q.c2 b5 26.Exe7!

This exchange sacrifice is the point of
the whole combination. Now Black is
defenseless.
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26...Hxe7 27.%xf6 Hg7 28.h4
Axf3 29.gxf3 a5 30.He4 b4
31.axb4 axb4 32.%e6+ HhS

If 32...%f7, then 33.%b6! [The silicon
oracle points out 32...5f7 was the last
chance. The point is that after 33.5g5
Black has time for 33...c3 and on
33.4e5 he can play 33...&%e7 as the
rook on g7 is not pinned.]

33.Qe5! ¥a5 34.We7 Hdgs
35.2085 h6 36.Q.xg7+

[Rubinstein stops the game here with
the comment, “and White wins.” Actu-
ally, the game continued for one more
move.]

36...2xg7 37.%4£8+ 1-0

(426) Tartakover — Rubinstein
Liege (9) 1930
Larsen [A05]

1.e3 Hf6 2.b3 g6 3.4b2 Qg7
4.0)f3 c5 5.8.e2 £c6 6.0-0 0-0
7.d4 cxd4 8.9 xd4 b6 9.Q.f3 Q b7
10.Hxc6 Q. xc6 11.8.xc6 dxcb
12.%f3 Wc7 13.9Hc3 Hads
14.Had1 h5 15.h3 H)h7 16.Hxd8
Exd8 17.82d1 Hig5 18.Hxd8+
Wxd819.%d1 ¥xd1+ 20.5yxd1 e5
21.9f1 £5 22.Fe2 h4 23.f£4 D7
24.fxe5 Q. xe5 25.H0 xe5 &Hyxes
26.e4 fxe4 27.5\f2 Hf7 28.5)xe4
Peb6 29.Fe3 Hf5 30.5d6+ Heb
31.5Ye4 Hf5 32.)d6+ Heb
33.e4 Hf5 V2-Y

The Dutch master and problem com-
poser Henri Gerard Marie Weenink,
who represented his country in four
chess olympiads, died at the age of only
39 of tuberculosis.
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(427) Rubinstein — Weenink
Liege (10) 1930
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D36]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.9)c3 H)f6 4.0.85
Hbd7 5.e3 c6 6.cxd5 exd5 7.0.d3
He78.%c20-09.55f3 He8 10.0-0
AHf8 11.Hd2 g6 12.Hfel Heb
13.Q.h4 5Hg7 14.f3 Qf5 15.e4??

There was nothing wrong with 15.2f2
with chances for both sides.

15...dxe4 16.fxe4 Hyxe4! 17.Q.xe4

17.4xe7 is followed by 17...%xd4+!
18.&h1 &Hf2+ 19. &gl Hh3+ 20.&Hh1
Wgl+! 21.Hxgl Hf2#.

17..Q.xh4 18.g3 ¥xd4+ 19.&h1
D16 20.5)f3 Wcs 21.4.xF5 H)xf5
22.g4 He3 23.¥f2 Q xc3 24.bxc3
Had8 25.He2 Hd3 26.Hael Hxc3
27.h4 h6 28.h5 He4 29.hxg6 fxg6
30.%Yh4 Wf8 31.Wh3 &H)yxg4
32.Hxe4 Hf2+ 0-1

(428) Marshall — Rubinstein
Liege (11) 1930
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D20]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.5)c3 a6 4.a4
c55.d5 e6 6.e4 )6 7.Q.xc4 exd5
8..Hxd5 Hxd5 9.4.xd5 fHe7
10.%h5 0-0 11.5f3 )nd7 12..0g5
Hf613. QA xf7+ Hh8 14.%e2 Hxed
15.5)xe4 Hxf7 16.0-0 &ds5??

Onceagain Rubinstein blunders on the spot.
He would have nothing to worry about af-
ter 16...4f5, 16...2e6 or 16..3g8.

17.5)g5 Hg8 18.H)xf7 Wxf7
19.Hel &f8 20.2a3 Qd7 21.5f3
A6 22.%c2 Q.c6 23.¥xc5+ g8
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24.Hg3 O xa4d 25.0485 QAcb
26.Q.xf6 ¥xf6 27.b4 Hf8 28.h3
Hf7 29.He2 h6 30.%c3 Wd6
31.Hg4 ¥di1+ 32.%el &xel+
33.Hxel1 Hf834.2d4 Bf5 35.f4a5
36.bxa5 Hxa5 37.He2 &f7
38.%f2 Ha3 39.H2dd2 h5 40.He5

g6 41.Hde2 h4 42.He7+ Hf6
43.82h7 g5 44.fxg5+ Yxg5
45.Hg7+ &f5 46.Hg4s Ha4
47.Bxa4 Q xa4 48.He7 Hf6
49.HExb7 &g5 50.Hg7+ &h5
51.Fe3 Q.c652.f4 Hh6 53.Hg8
A.d5 54. Eh8+ &g7 55.Hxh4 1-0

1931
Prague Olympiad, July 12-26, 1931

The Poles fielded the same team as at
Hamburg, and their team results were
similar as well: twelve wins, five draws
and two losses versus twelve, three and
two, respectively. Unfortunately, with
Rubinstein scoring just +3, the Polish
team suffered a sharp drop in game
points. Still, it was sufficient to finish
second to the USA, one point back.

Poland 4-0 Norway

(429) Rubinstein — Christoffersen
Prague (1) July 12, 1931
Queen’s Pawn [A46]

1.d4 €6 2.3 H)Hf6 3.6d2 c5 4.HHgf3
&6 5.a3 W7 6.dxc5 Q.xc5 7.b4
Ne78.4b2d59.c4dxc4 10.9)xc4
0-0 11.Hc1 HdS 12.%c2 ¥d7
13.b5 H)b8 14.H)ce5 We8 15.2)g5
Ad7 16.Hgxf7 Hc8 17.Wb3
Hxcl1+18.Q xc1 He419.0.c4 Hc5
20.%b1 416 21.h4 Q xe5 22.H)xe5
¥Whs5 23.Qb2 a6 24.bxa6 Hbxab
25.5)yxd7 1-0

Poland 1'2-2%: England
(430) Sultan Khan — Rubinstein

Prague (2) July 12, 1931
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 d5 2.2)f3 ¢5 3.e3 e6 4.H)e5
016 5..0d2 Hbd7 6.f4 2.d6 7.c3
b6 8.24d3 Qb7 9.%f3 h5 10.%g3
&f8 11.0-0 h4 12. ¥Wh3 Ec8
13.0df3 Hesd 14.9d2 Hxd2
15.5yxd2 &Hf6 16.5df3 Hc7
17.9g5 A.c8 18.Ef3 Hh6 19.Haf1
g8 20.53f2 Wf8 21.¥f3 cxd4
22.cxd4 g6 23.g4 hxg3 24.hxg3
Hh7 25.9)g4

Sultan Khan has his whole army aimed
at Rubinstein’s king; so Akiva sacri-
fices the exchange for a pawn to gain
some breathing room. White shows
technique of the highest order in con-
verting this slim material advantage
into victory.

25...)xg5 26.))xh6+ WWxh6
27.fxg5 Wxg5 28.9g2 e5 29.Wf6
Wxf6 30. Exf6 e4 31.2.b1 Qeb
32.26f2 Hc8 33.a3 &g7 34.Hc2
Hd8 35.Qa2 ®h6 36.Qb3 g7
37.Hc6 &f838.4.d1 &e7 39.Eh1
Ad7 40.8cl Qe6 41.0e2 Hf6
42.Hh7 &g5 43.9f2 Hf6 44.4.f1
g5 45. Qe2 g4 46.Hg2 Hg8
47.0a6 Eb8 48. a4 Fe7 49.8Echl
Hd8 50.2h8 Hd7 51. Hcl Ab4
52. 512 Hf6 53.He8 Hg7 54. Hcb
&Hf6 55.5Hg8
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Zugzwang at last, as 55...%e7 is met
by 56.8c8, and 55...%f5 loses to
56.%e2 Qa5 57.8 c1 f6 58.4c8 Ed6
59.4.xeb6.

55... 2d656.2xd6 H.xd6 57.2a81-0
Poland 4-0 Italy

(431) Rubinstein — Rosselli del Turco
Prague (3) July 13, 1931
Semi-Slav [D45]

1.d4 €6 2.c4 H)f6 3.H\c3 d5 4.0f3
Hbd7 5.e3 c6 6.Hes HYyxes 7.dxe5
A7 8.f£4dxc49.Q.xc4b510.Q.e2
Ab711.0-0¥b612.%c2a613.a4
Ae7 14.Hf3 g6 15.5h3 HcS8
16.8.d2 b4 17.5e4 c5 18.b3 A.d5
19.0el1 Wb7 20.5)d2 H.xg2
21.Q xa6 ¥xab 22.Hxg2 We2+
23.4f2 Hb6 24.Hel Wab 25.Hcl
We2 26.9)c4 Wxc2 27.Hxc2 &ds
28.Q.el1 0-0 29.Q.d2 f5 30.%f3
Hfd8 31.Hg3 Hc7 32.&e2 Hcd?
33.Hg1 &f734.h3h6 35.5g2 Hg8
36.Hg1 g5 37.Hccl Hdds8 38.%f3
Eg6 39.Hg2 Edg8 40.2cgl A.d8
41.e4 fxed+ 42.FHxed QHe7
43.5)d6+ Q. xd6 44.exd6 &6
45.9d3 Hd8 46.fxg5 Hxd6+
47.Hc4 Hd4+ 48.Hb5 hxgs
49.Qe3 Hd3 50.4xc5 Hxb3
51.Hxg5 BExg5 52.Hxg5 Ne4
53.2Eh5 &Yxc5 54.Fxc5 Hgo6
55.5h4 e5

/ o,
/ / .
"

f/f%//

/E% w wh
/ .
7
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56.a5 Hg5

According to Louma, this is the decisive
mistake. Black should play 56...f5!.

57.Hxb4 Hxh3 58.a6 &f5 59.a7
Ha3 60.Hb6 Hxa7 61.&xa7 e4
62.Yb6 e3 63.Fc5e264.Eb11-0

Poland 2':-1%: Netherlands

(432) Weenink — Rubinstein
Prague (4) July 14, 1931
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.54f3 &Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.80a4 HHf6 5.0-0 d6 6.d4 b5
7.dxe5 dxe5 8. W xd8+ &H)xd8
9.4b3 &HHd7

ECO prefers 9...2d6, giving 9...5d7
as dubious with the follow-up 10.a4
b8 11.axb5 axb5 12.9c3 c6 13.4.e3
f6 14.8a7 providing White with a small
advantage. See Wagner-Rubinstein,
Breslau 1925 (game 195).

10.2.85£6 11.Q.e3 H)c5 12.5)c3c6
13.56d2 Hde6 14.8fd1 Q.e7 15.f3
a5 16.a4 b4 17.He2 Hxb3
18.H)xb3 ¢5 19.c4 HHd4 20.9 xd4
cxd4 21.5H)bcl He6 22.b3 Hd7
23.5)d3 ¥c6 24.Hf2 h5 25.83
Ag8 26.%g2 Ah7 27.5Hg1 g5
28.Hel H4d6 29.g4 A.g6 30.h3
Ha731.He2 »5-A

[Allgemeen Handelsblad, July 16,
1931]

Poland 3-1 Germany

(433) Rubinstein — Bogoljubow
Prague (5) July 14, 1931

Semi-Slav [D45]

Notes by Kmoch (K) and Louma (L).
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1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.5\c3 Hf6 4.e3 €6
5.f4 c5 6.)f3 Hc6 7.Q.e2 Qe7
8.0-0 0-0 9.5)e5 dxc4

(L) This weakens Black’s queenside.
Much better is 9...cxd4 10.exd4 dxc4
11.5xc6 bxcb 12.A.xc4 HdS!, followed
by ...c5.

10.)xc6 bxc6 11.dxc5 H.xc5
12. 8 xc4 ¥xd1 13.82xd1 &Hd5

(K) Appears to be quite good, as Black
can force equality in the pawn struc-
ture by the double attack upon c3 and
e3. Nonetheless, the knight move is a
mistake. Black should have played
13...e5!, and met 14.fxe5 with 14...20g4,
with perhaps the following continua-
tion: 15.5e4 Axe3+ 16.84xe3 Hxe3
17.8dcl Hxc4 18.Hxc4 Aeb 19.
Hxc6?? 4dS, after which Black obtains
counterplay sufficient to equalize.

14.f2 a5

(K) Now he perceives that 14... £xc3 is
not good, as after 15.bxc3 Black has few
possibilities for development. If Black
plays 15...e5, the sequel might be 16.fxe5
[f5(or 16... He8) 17.2.e2! and Af3, with
advantage to White. Hence Bogoljubow
makes a virtue of his necessity and seeks
to obtain pressure on the b-file. White’s
control of the c-file is thereby weakened,
but not removed.

15.%f3 Q.b7
(L) I prefer 15...2a6.
16.2d2Hb617.He2 A e7 18.e4c5

(L) Better was 18...f6, followed by
...e5.

19.%Hf2 HfbS8 20.Q.e3 a4 21.Hacl
Qc6 22.Hc2 g6 23.4b5 Qb7
24.a3 Has 25.Qe2 Q.c6 26.Hdcl
Hd7 27.e5 b6 28.Hd1 He4s
29.2d2 4.d5 30.g3 Qb3

(L) The decisive mistake! Better was
30... 28 31.c3 Acb 32.4f3? Axf3
33.&xf3 Hc4.

31.¢3 &g7
(K) Somewhat better was 31...&f8.
32.5e4 Hc8 33.20d6 Hcb

(K) The decisive error! Naturally, nei-
ther 33...8xd6 34.8xd6, nor 33... Eb8
34.5c4!, was satisfactory.

34.4b5

(K) Forcing the win of material, as
34...Bc7? is refuted by 35.5e8+. Now
it becomes clearthat 31...%f8 was pref-
erable.

34...Hxb5 35.9xb5 HHd5 36.H)c3
h5 37.5Ye4 Hxe3 38.FHxe3 Hc7
39..0d6 Hf8 40.82d3 Hcb6 41.5)c4
Hc7 42.h4 Ha7 43.55b6 Hc7
44.Hd7 Hc6 45.5c4 Hab6 46.52b7
Ha8 47.5)b6 Hd8 48. Hd7+ He8
49.5H)xc5 1-0

Poland 2-2 Switzerland

(434) H. Johner — Rubinstein
Prague (6) July 15, 1931
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D26]

1.d4 d5 c4 dxc4 3.5)f3 HOH)f6 4.e3
e65.5¢c3¢c56.Q.xc4 a6 7.Qd3 b5
8.dxc5 §.xc59.a3 b7 10.b4 §.d6
11.4b2 We7 12.%e2 Hbd7 13.0-
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0 0-0 14.Hacl Hes5 15.5H)yxe5
Axe516.Hfd1 Hac817.Ha2 Qb8

Black stands slightly better after
17...4xb2.

18.4.d4 Bfd8 19.5)c3 &Hd7 20.f4
e5 21.fxe5 Hyxes5 22. 3 f5 HHf3+??

Black would have a slight advantage
after 22...Bc4, instead Rubinstein hal-
lucinates and Hans Johner (1889-
1975), the younger brother of Paul,
collects the gift.

23.gxf3 Wg5+ 24.%g2 1-0

Poland 2’2 — 1': Spain
(435) Rubinstein — Golmayo
Prague (7) July 16, 1931
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 HHf6 2.)f3 €6 3.)bd2 d5
4.3 ¢5 5.a3 £cb6 6.dxc5 Q. xc5
7.b4 Qe7 8.4b2 a6 9.c4 dxc4
10.3xc4 b5 11. ¥ xd8+ Q xd8
12.Yd6+ Fe7 13.Hxc8+ Hxc8
14.94d3 Qc7 15.e2 QHd6
16.2hcl Ec7 17.6d4 Hxd4+
18.08. xd4 Ehc8 19.Hxc7+ Hxc7
20.e4 e5 21.Q.e3 Hd7 22.%d2
&Hds8 23.4.c2 Fe7 24.4.b3 &HHf6
25.f3 Hd7 26.&e2 Hc7 27.Hcl
Hxcl 28.Q.xc1

i
N

7.
79
&,
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28...4c7 29.4d2 H4b6 30.4.c3
Ac7 31.d3 Ab8 32.4d2 Qa7
33.8.c3 H)d7 34.9d5 £6 35.Q b7
Hb8 36.24d2 Hd6 37.f4 Ad4
38.f5 Qg1 39.h3 Qd4 40.Q.c1 h6
41.84 Yc7 42.2d5 Af2 43.Fe2
Ah4 44.9e3 HA7 45.8Hd1 Qg3
46.Q4b3 OAh4 47.a4 0g3 48.a5
Ah449.Q4d5 2g3 50.&e2 Ah4
51.8f2 Qg5 52.h4 Af4 53.%d3
P8 54.0.e3 Hc7 55.Le2 4.83

/////@// |
/%////

56.g5 hxg5 57.hxg5 fxg5 58.Q.xg5
HYf6 59..d2 Hxd5 60.exd5 Hd6
61.Hf3 Af4 62.Qxf4 exf4
63.xf4 Hxd5 64.Hg5 Hes5
65.3g4 Ye4 66. g5 Hf3 67.Hh5
Pf4 68.Hg6 g4 69.f6 gxf6
70.Yxf6 Hf4 71.Heb6 Ve4
72.9d6 Hd4 73.Hc6 Hc4
74.Hb6 Hxb4d 75.Hxa6 Hc5
76.Hb7 b4 77.a6 b3 78.a7 b2
79.a8(%) b1(&)+ 80.FHc8 &5+
81.%b8 %-Y

[Els escacs a Catalunya 1931]

Rubinstein’s round-eight draw as Black
against Erdelyi of Romania in a match
won by Poland 3'2-%2 played on July
16 is not available. Poland had the bye
in round nine and Rubinstein was rested
the following day against Denmark.
The Poles won 2%-1%2 .
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Poland 1':-2Y%: Latvia

Hermanis Matisons (1894-1932) of
Latvia was not only a world-class
endgame study composer, but a fine
player who beat Rubinstein in two of
their three meetings.

(436) Matisons — Rubinstein
Prague (11) July 19, 1931
Vienna [C29]

1.e4 e5 2.)c3 &6 3.f4 d5 4.fxe5
Hxed 5.013 HHc6 6.%e2 Hcs5 7.d4
Heb6 8.Q.e3 a6 9..0d1 Qe7 10.c3
0-0 11.%c2 f5 12.84d3 &£ g5
13.5)xg5 QA.xg5 14.0-0 g6 15.83
A xe3+ 16.Hxe3 Qeb6 17.Hg2
He7 18.56f4 ¥d7 19.Hf2 c6
20.%b3 Hab8 21.Hel &g7
22.%b4 £Hg8 23.Yg2 Hbe8 24.a4
He7 25.%a3 g5 26.H)xe6 Wxeb
27.Hef1 Hef7 28.b4 He7 29.%c1
h6 30.Q b1 £g6 31. % c2! g8

. mrl

This is the best of several unpleasant
choices: 31...f4 32.¥xgb+ ¥xgb
33.Axgb6 Hxgb 34.gxf4 gxf4 35.9f3
leads to a very bad ending for Black
and 31...5e7 is met by 32.g4!

32.Hxf5 O f4+ 33.81xf4 gxf4
34.E1F6 £3+

Rubinstein could have also tried to stay
in the middlegame with 34...%e7
35.Bxh6 Bg7. This does not look pleas-
ant but may have held out more practi-
cal chances of saving the game.

35.f2 Wh3 36.%g6+ Hg7
37.Bxf8+ Hxf8 38.%4f5+ Wxf5
39.Q xf5 Pe7 40.Hxf3 b6 41.Hf4

%y //// @7 ’H?/
%I‘f / // 1
71 i/ﬁM

///,z
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Unfortunately for Rubinstein, trying to
create a passed pawn on the queenside
comes at too high a cost as the follow-
ing analysis by Hiibner in the Encyclo-
pedia of Chess Endings: Rook Endings-
Part 2, #929 shows: 41...a5 42.g4 b5
43.axb5 a4 44.bxc6 a3 45.4b1 Bf7+
46.%e3 Bf1 47.2a2 Hcl (47..Deb
48.c4 dxc4 49.Axc4+ Fe7 50.d5 Ecl
51.8a2 Hc2 52.d6+ &d8 53.c7+ &d7
54.b5 Hxa2 55.e6+ &c8 56.e7)
48.8d2 Ehl 49.4xd5 a2 50.8xa2
HExh2+ 51.&d3 Exa2 52.b5. Both
variations see Black winning the
bishop, but in such a way that White’s
armada of pawns are overwhelming.

41... Hg8 42.g4 a5 43.bxa5 bxa5
44.h4 (D)

Black also lost trying to hold up g4-g5
as the following analysis of Euwe
shows: 44...2g7 45.&g3! (45.g5 hxg5+
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46.hxg5 Hg8 47.g6 Eh8 48.%g5 Bh1
49.Qg4 Hgl 50.e6 &8 51.9f4 Hg7
52.e7 Bel 53.4d7 Bxe7 54.8xc6 Ec7
55.84xd5 Bxc3 56.4f7 Ha3 57.2e8
&f8 and Black is holding on.) 45...H g8
46.g5 hxg5 (46...h5 47.9f4 Bb8
(47...Df7 48.g6+ &g7 49.8e6 Eb8
50.&g5 Bb3 51.&xh5 Bxc3 52.%g5
Hg3+ 53.8.g4 c5 54.h5 c4 55.h6+ g8
56.e6 c3 57.e7 Be3 58.9f6) 48.g6 Eb3
49.2g5 Exc3 50.%h6 Eg3 51.g7 Hf7
52.€6+ Hf6 53.e7 Bxe7 54.4g6) 47.h5!
Eb8 48.&g4 Eb2 49.%xg5 Eh2 50.h6
Bhl (50...2f7 51.8g6+ &8 52.8f6
Hxh6 53.e6) 51.h7 &f7 52.e6+ g7
53.0g6 Hel 54.h8%+ Hxh8 55.8f6.

44...82b8 45.g5 hxg5+ 46.%Hxg5
Eb3 47.h5 Hxc3 48.h6 Hcl 49.h7
Hh1 50.086 8 51.9€6 Ef1+
52.4£51-0

Rubinstein’s round twelve victory as
White against E. Steiner of Hungary in
a match won by Poland 3':-', played
on July 20, is not available.

Poland 2%:-1': Czechoslovakia
(437) Flohr — Rubinstein

Prague (13) July 21, 1931
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]
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1.d4 d5 2.Yf3 &OYf6 3.c4 dxc4 4.e3
€6 5.9 xc4 a6 6.a4 c5 7.0-0 Hc6
8.Hc3 Qe7 9.dxc5 Hxc5
10.%~xd8+ Hxd8 1l.e4 Hgs
12.Q.f4 £6 13.h3 &Hge5 14.Hfd1+
Fe7 15.5Hxe5 Hxe516.4b3 H.d7
17.%f1 b5 18.5d2 Hhc8 19.&e2
g5 20.9g3 A b4 21.4 xe5 fxe5
22.Hd3 QA.c5 23.5g3 -%

Rubinstein was rested in round four-
teen when Poland trounced France 3Y2-
¥4 . His draw with Griinfeld of Austria
on July 22 is unavailable. The Poles
drew the match 2-2.

Poland 2-2 Sweden

(438) Rubinstein — Stihlberg
Prague (16) July 23, 1931
Queen’s Pawn [D02]

1.d4 d5 2. Q.4 5)f6 3.e3 €6 4.)d2
£bd7 5.h3 Qe7 6.Hgf3 0-0
7.2d3 c5 8.c3 b6 9.0-0 A b7
10.9He5 Hed 11.Wc2 Hxd2
12.%xd2 a6 13.%c2 HHYf6 14.%e2
b5 15.Had1 ¥b6 16.0.g5 Wc7
17.f4 g6 18.dxc5 Hh5 19.4Q xe7
Wxe7 20.9f2 £f6 21.%h4 g7
22.b4 OS5 23.Q xf5 exfs5 24.5Hd3
Wxe3+ 25.%f2 Hfe8 26.Hfel
Wxf2+ 27.5xf2 Hf7 28.9f1 g5
29.Hxe8 Hxe8 30.83 &g6 31.Hel
Hxel+ 32.Fxel gxf4 33.gxf4 Hhs
34.d1 ¥h4 35.9f2 &Hxh3
36.5e3 h5 37.)xf5 &gs 38.H\e7
YHxf4 39.c6 Q.xc6 40.D)xc6 Ye4
41.Fe2 h4 42.5d4 h3 43.)f3 V»-Y2

Poland 2-2 Yugoslavia
(439) Vidmar — Rubinstein

Prague (17) July 24, 1931
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]
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1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.9)f3 Hf6
4.5)c3 a6 5.a4 c5 6.e3 e6 7.Q.xc4
£c6 8.0-0 Qe7 9. We2 Wc7 10.d5
exds5 11.5yxd5 Hyxd5 12. Q4. xd5 0-
0 13.4d2 Ad7 14.Qc3 Had8
15.85fd1 Q.c8 16.Hacl ¥bé6
17.%c4 H)b4 18.a5 Wxas5 19.H)e5
Exd5 20.¥xd5 Hyxd5 21.HQ xa5
De622.5d7 Q. xd7 23.Exd5 Q.eb
24.8d2f5 25.Q.b6 c4 26.Q.c7 Hf7
27.f4 Hc8 28.0.d6 Hc6 29.Q.xe7
&Hxe7 30.Hf2 a5 31.e4 fxes
32.Hel Hd6 33.Hxd6 &Hxd6
34.Hxe4 b5 35.He5 Q.d5 36.%e3
&c5 37.He7 &b4 38.8d2 b3
39.%c1 b4 40.He5 Q. xg2 41.Exa5
g6 42.He5 Q.1 43.h4 h5 44.Heb6
Ad3 %%

Poland 3-1 Lithuania

(440) Rubinstein — Mikenas
Prague (18) July 25, 1931
Semi-Slav [D45]

Notes by Rubinstein from Swiat
Szachowy 1931, p. 121.

1.d4 d5 2.)f3 Hf6 3.c4 c6 4.e3 €6
5.5c3 H)bd7 6.H)e5 Hxe5 7.dxe5
£d7 8.cxd5

If 8.f4, then Black plays 8...dxc4 and
obtains a pawn majority on the
queenside.

8...5) xe5?!

Now Black will have an isolated and
weak pawn. Hence 8...cxd5 is worthy
of consideration.

9.f4 &Hg6 10.dxc6 Wxdi+
11.5H)xd1 bxc612.8d2 e513.Ecl
exf4 14.exf4 H.d6 15.g3 Qeb

16.8c4 Qxc4 17.Bxcsd He7
18.9e3 0-0 19.%e2 Hab8 20.b3
Efe8 21.%f3 Q.c7!

Black’s defense was excellent and he
has reached a drawn position. [Typi-
cally modest, Rubinstein still has a
clear positional advantage and his
excellent endgame technique con-
verts it into a full point.]

22.Hd1 Qb6 23.9c1 HbdS
24.Hxd8 Hxd8 25.Qa3 &Hds5
26.89¢c5 Q.xc5 27.Hxc5 He7
28.Has5 Hd7 29.&9)c4 £6 30.Ha6
Xf7 31.D)a5 Hc7 32.ed Heb
33.9d4 Hd6 34.b4 D5+ 35.Hd3
&d7 36.4b3 Hd6 37.H)c5+ Pe7
38.9d4 H)b5+ 39.Yc4 Hd6+
40.9d4 H)b5+ 41.9d3 Hd6 42.84

Playing exclusively on the queenside is
fruitless, therefore White makes an at-
tempt to weaken his opponent’s kingside.

42...h6 43.h3 Hf7 44.Hd4 g6
45.e4 HdA8 46.5Hg3 c5+
47.bxc5 Heb+ 48.e3 Hyxc5
49.Ha3 £d7 50.f5 g5 51.5)e4
b6 52.Hab Hf7 53.a4!

White’s threat is 54.a5, and after that
Heb6 and Hd6+.

53...&g7 54.a5 £H)d7 55.He6 Hc5

This loses quickly, but it was very dif-
ficult to find a good defense against the
knight’s penetration to d6.

56.5yxc5 EHxc5 57.He7+ HfS
58.Hxa7 Hc3+ 59.%d4 Hxh3
60.26 Ha3 61.&d5 h5 62.Feb
hxg4 63.Hxf6 He8 64.Hg7 g3
65.f6 Hf3
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The five members of the gold-medal winning American team at Prague: L-R
Marshall , Dake, N.N., Kashdan, Bedfich Fuchs (President of the Marshall
Chess Club in Prague), Horowitz and H. Steiner.

66.2f7 1-0

/
//%%2
ﬁ//%/

/////.,

/// e N
. ///5/1/
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[All the sources we consulted present
White’s last move as 66.Ef7. It is pos-
sible that this was a misprint, repeated
in later publications, and that 66.8Eb7
was actually played. After 66.5f7 (the
most illogical move) 66...g2 67.a7 a2,
White wins by 68.8b7 g1% 69.f7+, and
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mate next move, while 66.5b7 wins in
the same fashion, but more directly.]

Poland 2-2 USA

This last round match-up between the
toptwo finishing teams saw the defend-
ing champion Poles trailing by one
point and unable to close the gap (the
match finished 2-2) They came close
to taking first, but Makarczyk was un-
able to convert the small but persistent
advantage he held against Horowitz
throughout their game. Rubinstein did
his job by handing Kashdan his only
loss at Prague. This was not an easy
thing to do as the latter played ex-
tremely well in Olympiads as his ca-
reer record of 80% (63 points from 79)
and four team and five individual med-
als in five events confirms.
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(441) Kashdan — Rubinstein
Prague (19) July 26, 1931
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D61]

Notes by Rubinstein (R) from Swiat
Szachowy, 1931, p. 119, and
Spielmann (S).

1.d4 d5 2.3 D6 3.c4 €6 4.5)c3
Hbd75.285 Qe76.e30-07.%c2
h6 8.Q4.f4 c5 9.cxd5 cxd4!

(R) This novelty deserves attention. Till
now, 9...exd5 was played in similar
situations, afterwhich Black’s d5-pawn
remains isolated and weak, and White
has strong square for the knight at d4.

10.exd4

(R) White must play in this way, equal-
izing the game, because neither
10.dxe6 nor 10.£2xd4 are satisfactory.
Also, 10.d6 does not give White an
advantage.

10...)xd5 11.Hxd5 exds 12.a3
Ee8 13.8¢e2 O)f6 14.Q.c7 AfS!
15.%'xf5 ¥xc7 16.0-0 b6

(R) Withthe double threat of 17...
and 17...Qxa3.

Wxb2

17.Habl Hac818.¥%d3 a6 19.)h4

(S) A dubious continuation. Better is
19.4d1, followed by Ab3.

19...e4 20.0f5 Q. f6 21.Hfd1
Hc4 22.¥f3 Hcc8?

(R) Black could have increased his
slight advantage by 22...Ec2. Not hav-
ing much time on the clock, Black was
afraid of the complications after 23.

&He3, incorrectly it turns out, asthe fur-
ther play is in his favor.

23.Wg4 Hf8 24.013 g6 25.He3

(R) Here 25.5xh6 is bad because of
25...8xd4!

(S) On 25.5xh6 follows 25...Ec7! (pre-
venting 26.¥d7), and then ... &xd4. The
f2-pawn will be attacked and the white
knight will be out of play.

25...8xd4 26.9Hyxd5 Q xf2+
27.5Hf1 Wb5+ 28.Q e2 Wc6

//@
/////1/
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29.83

(R) In case of 29.4f3, Black will not
repeat moves for a draw, but will con-
tinue the attack with 29...Qa7.

(S) On 29.4f3 there follows the over-
whelming 29...h5 30.%f4 (30. ¥&h3?
Hgs) 30...g5 31.9f5 W4+ 32, Ae2
Hg3+ 33.Hxf2 Bxe2+ 34.8xg3 Wh4+
35. &f3 &f2 mate!

29...8a7 30.%f4 &g7 31.Ebcl
Web6 32.Q.g4?

(R) A blunder in time trouble, but
White already had a pawn less and
the worse position.

32...Hxc1l! 33.Qxe6 Hxdl+
34.Fe2 Ed2+ 0-1 (Time).
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Antwerp, July 29-August 3, 1931
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v X A QA ®»n
1 2 3 4 5 6 T
1 Rubinstein 1 0o 1 1 1 1 5
2 Yates 0 1 1 1 1 1 5
3 Dake “w % 1 1 1 1 5
4  Winter 0o % 0 1 1 1 3%
5 Menchik 0 0 0 1 1 1 3

The American Chess Bulletin of 1931
has a brief write-up on this
Scheveningen-system tournament. The
event was organized in order to provide
tough competition for the Belgian play-
ers, because their country had not at-
tended the Prague Olympiad.

Returning from Prague by way of
Antwerp, Arthur W. Dake, champion of
the Manhattan Chess Club, who arrived
on board the steamship Deutschland of
the Hamburg-American Line on August
14, stopped off long enough at the Bel-
gian seaport to participate in a tour-
nament in which six Belgians were pit-
ted against five visiting experts, includ-
ing Rubinstein, Yates, Winter, and Miss
Menchik. The foreigners carried off
most of the honors, but Dake, who
shared the first three prizes with
Rubinstein and Yates, was the only one
undefeated at the end. The young Or-
egonian won four games and drew two.

Yates had a clean score until the last
round, when he lost to Sapira, who tied
Jor fourth with Winter of England at 3%.
Rubinstein also won five games, but
was defeated by G. Koltanowski.
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The absence of a tournament book for
this event has made it very difficult to
track down the games. However, re-
ports from Koltanowski’s column
which appeared in the Antwerp paper
De Schelde have yielded some details,
though usually of a general nature. All
the following comments in italics are
from his columns.

De Mey may be very proud of his game
against Rubinstein. He put up a fight
against the old grandmaster and Rubin-
stein had to give his utmost to win the
endgame in the nick of time.

De Mey — Rubinstein 0-1

Antwerp (1) July 29, 1931

47 moves, Queen’s Gambit Declined
(game missing)

(442) Shernetsky — Rubinstein
Antwerp (2) July 30, 1931
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D61]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.)c3 Hf6 4.Q.85
Hbd7 5.e3 Qe7 6.a3 0-0 7.%c2
h6 8.h4 a6 9.5)f3 dxc4 10.Q.xc4
b5 11.Qa2 4b7 12.4d2 c5
13.dxc5 &HYyxc5 14.b4 Hcd7 15.Ec1
Ec8 16.%b1 g4 17. Axe7 Wxe7
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18.5)f3 Hdes5 19.Hxe5 Hxe5
20.f3 BfdS8 21.&e2 '

/
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21...)xf3 22.gxf3 Hxc3 23.Hxc3
Wf624.5d3 Wxf3+25.5d2 Wg2+
26.Hc3 Hc8+ 27.Hb3 ¥xhl
28.Wxh1 QAxhl 29.&b2 Ne4
30.Ed2 g5 31.hxg5 hxg5s 32.4 b3
g4 33.82d4 A3 34.85d6830-1[La
Strategie, August 1931, pp. 179-180]

Sapira played very nicely against
Rubinstein and sacrificed a pawn to
obtain an attack. If he had played
...9a6 on move thirteen instead of
...&)d7, then he could have achieved a
draw. Instead, he couldn t win his pawn
back and lost in the endgame, the do-
main of this grand-master.

This was the only game that Emanuel
Sapira lost in this event. He defeated
Yates, Winter, and Menchik!

(443) Rubinstein — Sapira
Antwerp (3) July 31, 1931
Nimzo-Indian [E41]

1.d4 D6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 A b4 4.e3
c5 5.a3 Qa5 6.5 ge2 Hesd 7.Wc2
ds 8.dxc5 Wf6 9.f3 Q xc3+
10.HH)xc3 Hxc3 11.Wxc3 Wxc3+
12.bxc3 dxc4 13.Q.xc4 &Hd7
14.2.b5a6 15. Q.24 0-0 16.c6 b6

17.cxb7 Q.xb7 18.24.d1 A.d519.e4
Qc4 20.Qe3 Hnd7 21.Q.e2 Hfc8
22. 8 xc4 Hxc4 23.Hd2 Hac8
24.Hhcl Ha4 25.Q4d4 H b8
26.Hcbl & c6 27.4f2 Has
28.FHc2 Hc4 29.85b4 Hxa3d+
30.Hb3 Hxb4+ 31.cxb4 &H)bs
32.Hxa6 h6 33.9.c5 Eb8 34.&c4
&Hc7 35.82as £6 36.b5 e5 37.24.d6
1-0 [Het Schaakleven, November 15,
1931]

In his game today Baert proved from
which wood he is carved. His play
against Rubinstein was unique and
Rubinstein had problems to keep the
position equal. In time-trouble Baert
made his first mistake and voila...
Rubinstein soon won.

Rubinstein — Baert 1-0

Antwerp (4), August 1, 1931

45 moves, Queen’s Gambit Declined
(game missing)

(444) Rubinstein — Koltanowski
Antwerp (5) August 2, 1931
King’s Indian [E72]

1.d4 &6 2.c4 86 3.83 A.g7 4.04.82
0-0 5.5)¢c3 d6 6.e4 e5 7.,nge2 c6
8.h3 h6 9.Qe3 Nbd7 10.¥d2
&h711.b3 ¥e7 12.2d1 He8 13.0-
0 D8 14.Hh2 Qd7 15.f4 exf4
16.5)yxf4 Had8 17.Hdel Q.c8
18.Wf2 g5 19.5d3 Hg6 20.Acl
c7 21.4b2 He7 22.¢5 dxc5
23.8)xc5 (D)

23...9)g4+1 24.hxg4 Q xd4 25.)b5
Axf2 26.3xc7 QA xel 27.4f6
Hdd7 28.Hyxd7 BExd7 29.He8
fas5 30.e5 Hd2 31.0d6 Q xg4
32.H)xb7 Qc7 33.%h1 Q. xe5
34.Q xc6 Qh3 0-1
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Perquin-Rubinstein 0-1
Antwerp (6) August 3, 1931
22 moves, Giuoco Piano,
(Game missing)

Rotterdam, December 24-31, 1931

1

2 3 4 T

1 Landau X 11 10 o1 4

2  Colle 00 X 12 11 3%

3 Tartakower 01 0% X 10 2%

4  Rubinstein 10 00 01 X 2
The last individual event of

Rubinstein’s life was a disaster. He lost
three games in a row in the middle of
the tournament. Rotterdam 1931 did not
have a tournament book, but all of the
games appeared in the Belgian maga-
zine L’ Echiquier.

(445) Rubinstein — Landau
Rotterdam (1) 1931
Alekhine [B05]

1.e4 £)Yf6 2.e5 Hd5 3.d4 d6 4.3
0.g45.h3 A.xf3 6.&xf3 e67.H)c3
c6 8.exd6 Wb6 9.Hxd5 cxd5
10.%b3 Wxb3 11.axb3 Q. xd6
12.c3 Hc6 13.b4 0-0 14.b5 He7
15.4d3 &Hc8 16.8e3 Hb6
17.&Hd2 Hfc8 18.Ha2 Hc7
19.Hhal £c8 20.b3 b6 21.Ha4
Hb8 22.f4 Hbb7 23.c4 g6 24.Hcl
Af8 25.c5 5 26.b4 Hf7 27.Fe2
Ebc7 28.%f3 Hfd7 29.Hel Hf7
30.Ha2 He731.g4 Ag7 32.h4 He8
33.2h1 Q6 34.h5 Qg7 35.Hg2
Eh8 36.Hgh2 Hg8 37.Hg2 Hh8
38.Hhg1 Af6 39.Eh2 Qg7
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40.Hgh1l Hg8 41.Hc2 Hd7
42.Hch2 He8 43.hxg6+ hxg6
44.Ha2 Hh8 45.Hxh8 Q4 xhS8
46.gxf5 gxf547.8h2 Qg7 48. 412
Hd8 49.%e3 Qf6 50.Qe2 Hg8
51.8h7+ &g6 52.Hc7 HhS
53.4f3 Qe7 54.Hc6 HFf7 55.8c7
g6 56.Hc6 Hf7 57.Hd3 Af6
58.Hc7+ &g6 59.Fe2 He8 60.Hc6
&g7 61.Ld3 Hg6
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62.84xd5! exd5 63.h4 He7
64.Bxf6+ Hh5 65.085 Hg6
66.2xf5 bxc5 67.bxc5 HbS
68.Exd5 Hxb5 69.Hd7 a5 70.Ha7
¥g471.&c4 1-0
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Rotterdam 1931: L-R, Rubinstein, Landau, Colle and Tartakover

(446) Tartakover — Rubinstein
Rotterdam (2) 1931
Ruy Lopez [C86]

1.e4 e5 2.5)f3 Hc6 3.0 b5 a6
4.0a4 016 5.0-0 Qe7 6.%e2 b5
7.2b3 d6 8.a4 H.g4 9.c3 Hb8
10.axb5 axbs 11.Hd1 0-0 12.d4
Yc8 13.Qe3 He8 14.)bd2 Af8
15.%4d3 £d8 1-0 (Time)

This is very strange! How could
Rubinstein lose on time so early in the
game? One possible explanation is that
an old fashioned time control of per-
haps 16 moves in an hour was used.
But even in this case, we still find it
highly unlikely that Rubinstein would
have needed an hour to play these
moves. Our guess is that some non-
chess factor was at work.

The short-lived Edgar Colle (1897-1932)
is best remembered today for the open-
ing system which bears his name. Poor
health plagued him for much of his life,
but he still played well enough for Pro-
fessor Elo to assign him a rating of 2490.
Colle certainly caused Rubinstein prob-
lems in their later meetings, beating him
three times in three years, twice here and
once at Budapest 1929.

(447) Colle — Rubinstein
Rotterdam (3) 1931
Queen’s Pawn [D04]

1.d4 d5 2.3 £f6 3.e3 c5 4.c3
Abd75.2Ybd2 ¥c7 6.Wa4 g6 7.c4
Ag7 8.cxd5 HHyxd5 9.e4 H5b6
10.%c2 ¥d6 11.a4 a5 12.d5 0-0
13.84d3 &Hb8 14.0-0 &Hab
15.Q.xa6 EHxa6 16.5\b3 f5 17.e5

319



The Life & Games of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years

Wxds5 18.9)xc5 Ha8 19.Q.g5 He8
20.Hacl &)d7 21.Hfd1 ¥ xc5
22. % b3+ HFf8 23.Hxc5 Hxcs
24.%b5 He6 25.Q9e3 &HdS
26.d4 & c6 27.9Hxc6 bxc6
28. W xc6 Eb8 29.e6 Hxb230.4.b6
He2 31. % xe8+ 1-0

(448) Landau — Rubinstein
Rotterdam (4) 1931
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D66]

Notes from British Chess Magazine
1931, pp. 174-75.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.54f3 & f6 4.5)c3
Ne75.085 H)bd7 6.e3 0-0 7.Ec1
c68.2d3 a6

Rejecting the fashionable maneuver
8...dxc4 9.4xc4 &d5, etc., probably
Black preferred the method (if, say 9.0-
0) of 9...dxc4 10.82xc4 b5 and 11...c5,
but White forestalls this. Moreover, the
present pawn move creates a “hole”
which reacts unfavorably upon his
prospects later.

9.cxd5 exd5 10.Wc2 He8 11.Qf4
Hf8 12.h3 Hg6 13.4h2 4d6
14.8xd6 Wxd6 15.0-0 Qd7
16.9Ha4 Had8 17.9)c5 A.c8 18.a4
Ye7 19.b4 He4 20.H xe4

Here White’s bishop is the minor piece
which has the least prospects of further
usefulness. Hence he elects to exchange
with that piece.

20..dxe4 21.)d2 f5 22.8fd1 Hh4
23.3h2g5 24. ¥ c4+ g7 25.%e2h5!

Good! White dare not take and allow
Black an open h-file, and White’s own
intention to have played 26.%hS5 to stop
the attack is foiled.
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26.5c4 Hg6d

A very plausible look has 26...f4, but it
is not good, e.g., 27.%b2! f3 28, g3 ¥c7
29.d5+ and 30.d6. But 26...g4 has good
attacking possibilities, and it is prob-
ably the omission to take this opportu-
nity which leads to the breakdown of
Black’s counterattack. The time limit,
too, may well have been already trou-
bling Black.

27.g3 Bh8 28.5\b6 Qe6

Now the weakness of the eighth move
has come home to him. White threatens
to open the center by d4-d5, and exchang-
ing the bishop only delays it a little.

29.5)yxe6+ Wxe6 30.d5 cxdS5
31.Hc7+ &h6 32.Hxb7 f4 33.a5
EBEhf8??

Itis rarely indeed that a front-rank mas-
ter is to be caught in this way. The right
course was 33...2e5, seeking a per-
petual check by 34...f3+ 35.&g2
Hh4+! 36.8g2 Hf3+, etc.

/
.‘I:

//
/

34. % xh5+! 1-0

(449) Rubinstein — Tartakover
Rotterdam (5) 1931
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D37]
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1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 £Hf6 4.3
Hbd7 5.e3 a6 6.cxd5 exd5 7.De5
Ab4 8.4d3 Hed 9.Wc2 Hixc3
10.bxc3 HHxe5 11.dxes5 H.c5 12.0-
0 We7 13.f4 g6 14.Hb1 0-0
15.%h1b616.8d2 4 b7 17.Hbel
Had8 18.He2 We6 19.Q.e1 f5
20.exf6 Wxf6 21.c4 Hfe8 22.8.¢c3
WE7 23.cxd5 Q.xd5 24.f5 Q xa2
25.5f3 g5 26.e4 Qb3 27. &bl
Hxd3 28.Wxd3 Q.c4 29.%c2 A xe2
30.%xe2 Wd5 31.e5 Qd4
32.84xd4 Wxd4 33.e6 Wal+
34.5f1 Wf6 35.%xa6 h5 36.%b7
He7 37.83 &g7 38.%c6 ¥h6
39.9g2g4 40.5f2 Hg7 1-0 (Time)

In the final position, White wins by
41.h3! gxh3+ 42.&xh3, followed by
Hf4,%f3 and Bh4 (Europe Echecs
1961, p. 160).

(450) Rubinstein — Colle
Rotterdam (6) 1931
Nimzo-Indian [E28]

1.d4 96 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 Qb4 4.e3
0-0 5.a3 Q xc3+ 6.bxc3 d6 7.5Xf3
We7 8.Q2d3 e5 9.54d2 e4 10.4.b1
Qg4 11. ¥c2 Af5 12.0-0 A.g6
13.Hel &H)bd7 14.a4 a5 15.0.a2
Hh8 16.0f1 Hg8 17.HEb1 b6
18.%¥d1 Hae8 19.2b2 f5 20.2)g3
Hh6 21.Hf1 ¥h4 22.f3 H)f6
23.5)e2 Q. h5 24.5\f4 exf3 25.gxf3
g5 26.5yxh5 ¥xhs5 27.4.b1 g4
28.Hg2 Hg8 29.fxg4 Exg4 30.Exg4
Dfxgs 31.We2 Wg5 32.%g2 Hg8
33.3h1 We7 34.%h3 g5 35.%f3
Wh4 36. Wg3 Wf6 (D)

37.4f32?

A blunder which loses the game. In-
stead, 37.e4! offers good winning
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chances. Some sources indicate that
White was in time-trouble.

29...xh2! 38.&xh2 &Qg4+
39.&g1 Hes5+ 40. g2 Eixg2+
41.9xg2 Wg5+ 42.9f2 Wh4+
43.He2 Wg4+ 44. el HF3+
45.9f2h546.Q.xf5 Wxf547. e2
h4 48.Hxf3 ¥h5 49.e4h350. 4. f4
h251.8xh2 % xh2+52.&d3 ¥a2
53.e5 dxe5 54.dxe5 ¥xa4 55.e6
YWc6 56.He3 Wd6+ 57.Fc2 We7
58.He4 &g7 59.c5 bxc5 60.Hb3
&Hf6 61.Fas Wes+ 0-1

Match against Friedman

One event about which there is a dearth
of information is an alleged 1931 match
against Polish master Henryk Friedman
(1903-1943). The match is mentioned
in two Soviet publications in 1940.
Shakhmaty v SSSR (1940/6/ p.166) and
64 (1940/31) report that new Soviet
citizen Friedman — his hometown,
Lvov, was in the area of Poland occu-
pied by the USSR in September 1939
— was now working in the chess and
checkers section of the Lvov depart-
ment. The article in Shakhmaty v SSSR
by Konstantinopolsky and Ratner
(Chessplayers in Lvov) states that
Friedman drew matches with
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Rubinstein (1931) and Tartakover
(1935) but does not give the scores or
any games.

Rotterdam (Consultation)
January 3-5, 1932

Rubinstein’s last event was a rather
special one. Organized by the
Rotterdam newspaper Rotterdamsche
Nieuwsblad in January of 1932, it was
a consultation tournament. Interestingly
the places of the players were exactly
reversed from the four-player, double
round-robin held in December. Final
standings: 1.Rubinstein 2% , 2-
3.Landau, Tartakover 1%, 4.Colle Y.

(451) AR+Colle — Landau+Tartakover
Rotterdam (1) 1932
Nimzo-Indian [E42]

1.d4 £H)f6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 Qb4 4.e3
c55.5ge2 cxd4 6.exd4 d5 7.c5 0-
0 8.a3 Q.xc3+ 9.5yxc3 b6 10.b4
bxc5 11.dxc5 e5 12.4.85 4.b7
13.)b5 d4 14.5d6 2.d515.f3 h6
16.Q4h4 HHc6 17.84d3 g5 18.4.f2
Hh5 19.0-0 Hf4 20.Hel &f6
21.2.f1 Had8 22.Hcl He7 23.g3
Dfg6 24.0g2 HOH)f5 25.Hed Wc6
26.%d3 &Hfe7 27.b5 Web 28.c6

1 /% fm//
/é//ﬁ!/ /:I‘.

é
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28...f5 29.5)c5 Wc8 30.H)b7 Hd7
31.cxd7 ¥xb7 32.Hc5 HdS
33.4h3 Qeb6 34.Hcxe5 HHxes5
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35.8xe5 Wxd7 36.¥%xd4 ¥c7
37.%c5 Hd1+ 38.4f1 ¥xcs
39.Hxc5 £4 40.g4 Hds5 0-0

(452) AR+Landau — Colle+Tartakover
Rotterdam (2) 1932
Queen’s Pawn [D05]

1.d4 &Hf6 2.5)f3 e6 3.H)bd2 c¢5
4.3 b6 5.2d3 Q4b7 6.0-0 Hcb6
7.a3 fe7 8.c3 d5 9.He5 Hxe5
10.dxe5 Hd7 11.£40-0 12. We2f5
13.exf6 H)xf6 14.b3 Wc7 15.5)f3
Ad6 16.c4 e5 17.fxe5 H . xes
18.5yxe5 ¥Wxe5 19.Q4b2 Wh5??
20.8x£f6! 1-0

(453) AR+Tartakover — Colle+Landau
Rotterdam (3) 1932
Queen’s Pawn [A47]

According to Tartakover, the moves char-
acteristic of Rubinstein in this game are:
7.a3,12.8cl, 15.b4, 17.b5 and 19.c5.

1.d4 )6 2.5)f3 €6 3.3 b6 4.5)bd2
Ab75.2d3c¢56.0-0 Hc67.a3 &c7
8.Hel Qe7 9.b3 0-0 10.Q2.b2 cxd4
11.exd4 £Yd5 12.Hcl £f4 13.Q4f1
f5 14.c4 416 15.b4 Hae8 16.%b3
£d8 17.b5 Hh8 18.g3 Hgb 19.c5
f4 20.cxb6 ¥ xb6 21.Hc4 W7
22.9)ce5 ¥d6 23.5)xg6+ hxg6
24.5e5 Q. xe5 25.dxe5 fxg3
26.hxg3 Wd2 27.He2 Wh6 28.0.g2
Hf5 29.%e3 Wxe3 30.EHxe3 Hef8
31.He2 Q.13 32.Q.xf3 Hxf3 33.Hc7
Hb3 34.a4 a6 35.bxab6 HNc6
36.2xd7 Ha8 37.Hd6 Hxa6
38.EHxe6 &Hg8 39.Hd6 Hf8 40.e6
Pe741.82d7+1-0

Adjudicated by the tournament arbiter
M.Oskam — the time limit for the games
was five hours for 40 moves.
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1945-1961

The Last Recorded Games of Rubinstein

The period 1933-1944 is a complete
blank for Rubinstein’s chess life, but
with the end of World War Il some in-
formation becomes available. The
March 1946 issue of the English maga-
zine Chess (page 116) reports:

“Rubinstein wants to play! A corre-
spondent who spoke to Rubinstein’s
son in Antwerp a few weeks ago tells
us that the great man is NOT in bad
health, but in fact quite well, physically
and mentally. He recently played a
match against O’Kelly de Galway, los-
ing 1-3 (but it was only a practice af-
fair). Rubinstein wishes and intends to
play once again in master tournaments,
and would like to make a tour of Brit-
ain giving simul displays.”

Rubinstein never did play in tourna-
ments again or tour England, but he did
give one last simultaneous exhibition
in Liége, Belgium, on March 24, 1946.

In the mid- to late 1940s Rubinstein of-
ten played with Albéric O’Kelly de
Galway. He also played with his
younger son Sammy, a master who later
became Belgian champion. The follow-
ing game is unusual in that both play-
ers play blindfold. Akiva’s younger son
Sammy preserved the scoresheet of this
game. On the top is the letterhead of
the Edgar Colle Chess Club, which met
at the Taverne Carlton Bourse at 9 rue
Henri Maus in Brussels.

(454) Rubinstein — O’Kelly
Brussels (double-blind), December 1945
Nimzo-Indian [E20]

1.d4 HHf6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 A b4 4.83
d6 5.9d2 0-0 6.8.g2 &H)c6 7.a3
Axc3 8.4xc3 a5 9.e4 e5 10.d5
&He711.h4c612.a4 cxd5 13.cxd5
b6 14.4f3 Hd7 15.84 HHc5
16.5e2 £5 17.gxf5 QA xf5 18.5)g3
Ad7 19.h5 Q.xa4 20.%e2 A b5
21.%e3 Hf4 22.0e2 QAxe2
23. % xe2 Hd3+ 24. ¥ xd3 Wxf2+
25.9d1 Ef3 26.%e2 ¥Wxg3
27.Q.e1 ¥g4 28.Ha3 Hf429.Wxg4
Hxg4 30.2h4 Hg2 31.Hb3 a4
32.Hxb7 a3 33.bxa3 Hxa3 34.Hb1
Ha4 35.Q.c3....

(White’s last move has a question mark
by Rubinstein. The score sheet stops at
this point.)... 0-1

The following three games are from the
1981 edition of Rubinstein Gewinnt!,
which had a short article by Horst
Helten in it.

(455) O’Kelly — Rubinstein
Brussels, December 1945
Ruy Lopez [C64]

1.e4 €5 2.)f3 £Hc6 3.4b5 H.c5
4.c3 Hf6 5.0-0 A b6 6.Hel d6
7.d4 0-0 8.H)a3 exd4 9.cxd4 d5
10.9.xc6 bxc6 11.9g5 dxe4
12.Hxe4 h6 13.Qxf6 ¥Wxf6
14.5)c4 Q5 15.Ee2 Had8 16.5d2
fAe4 17.Hcl Hfe8 18.h3 Web
19.b3 Wg6 20.&Hf1 f6 21.a4 a5
22. el g5 23.%g4 Wds
24.Hcd1l &h7 25.%g3 HA7
26.d3 Hde7 27.0f4 Wf7
28.5)e2 H.d5 29.¥%c3 g5 30.5c1
He4 31.He2 &g7 32.Hxed Q xed
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33.£3 2.d5 34.5) xa5 Q.xa5 35.&xa5
A xb3 36.55xb3 Wxb3 37.¥%d2
¥xa4 38.Hel Hd8 39.8Hd1 ¥c4+
40.We2 Wxe2+ 41.Fxe2 HdAS
42.Hcl BExd4 43.Hxc6 Hd7 44.f4
g6 45.9f3 h5 46.fxg5 Hxg5
47.Hc5+ Hg648.Hc4 Hg7 49.84h4
50.8Hc6 Hd7 51.Fe4 Hdl 52.Exc7
Hel+ 53.9f4 Hf1+ 54.Fe4d Hgl
55.Hc3 Hg2 56.&f4 Hgl 57.Ye4
Hg2 V-Ys

(456) O’Kelly— Rubinstein
Brussels, December 1945
Ruy Lopez [C64]

l.e4 e5 2.56f3 HHc6 3.4b5 Q.c5
4.c3 Hf6 5.d4 Qb6 6.4.85 h6
7.84h4 g5 8.2.83 Hxe4 9.Q.xe5
Hxe5 10.Hyxe5 ¢c6 11.8d3 d5
12.We2 We7 13.Qxe4 dxed
14..0d2 QA.f5 15.0-0-0 0-0 16.g4
Ah7 17.5ec4 Q.c7 18.HD)e3 Qf4
19.&b1 Hae8 20.5)df1 f5 21.gxf5
Axf522.0)83 2.8623.Ehgl Q xe3
24.fxe3 Hf3 25.h4 g4 26.h5 S h7
27.Hdel Wh4 28.%g2 &HhS
29.Yc1 Hef8 30.He2 g5
31.Hgel Wh4 32.Hg1 a5 33.&d2
a4 34.%h2 &xh2 35.Hxh2 Hf2+
36.EBxf2 Hxf2+ 37.H)e2 .f538.b3
a3 39.c4 &g7 40.Pel Hf3 41.&d2
Hf6 42.Hg2 Hg5 43.c5 Hxh5
44.d5 cxd5 45.b4 A.d7 46.5)d4
EfS 47.%e2 Hg5 48.8f2 Hxf2+
49.%xf2 h5 50.b5 h4 51.c6 g3+
52.2g2 bxc6 53.b6 Q.c854.5)xc6
Ab7 55..0d8 &g4 56.5xb7 h3+
0-1

(457) O’Kelly— Rubinstein
Ruy Lopez [C64]
Brussels, February 1946
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l.e4 €5 2.56f3 H§c6 3.9b5 Q.c5
4.c3 H)f6 5.d3 Ye7 6.0-0 0-0
7. %e2 d6 8..)bd2 HA8 9.b4 a6
10.bxc5 axb5 11.cxd6 cxd6 12.d4
Ad7 13.Hel Hc6 14.56f1 Ha4d
15.4b2 Has5 16.H3d2 Hc4
17.9xc4 bxc4 18.%d2 Hfa8 19.a3
H8a6 20.Had1 Hb6 21.Q.c1 Ha8
22.We3 Hbab 23.H)Hg3 exd4
24.Hxd4 b5 25.h3 He8 26.%g5 h6
27.%h4 HA5 28.Wxe7 HHxe7
29.Hed1 H)c8 30.Hh5 £5 31.H)g3
fxe4 32.Hxe4 Hxe4 33.H)xe4 Qf5
34.Hd4 Q.xe4 35.Hxe4 Hf736.h4
d5 37.He5 Heb6 38.Q4f4 Hxe5
39.Q4.xe5 h5 40.f3 He7 41.0.d4
Of5 42. Q2

////’///
_
/ / 7 /

42...d4 43.g4 d3 44.9f1 hxg4
45.fxg4 Hh6 46.g5 Hg4 47.Q.el
g6 48.0d2 Feb6 49.Hg2 Hf5
50.%g3 Hes5 51.8.e3 N7 52.%f3
Hes5+ 53.383 OYf7 54.8f3 nd6
55.2d4 Hesd 56.087 Hd2+
57.Fe3 Hbl 58.Q4d4 Hxa3
59.&d2 Hc20-1

The following reminiscences and an-
notations are by Yanofsky from his
book Chess the Hard Way.

Early in February 1947 I started on my
journey back to Canada via Brussels,
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England and Iceland. [He had partici-
pated in Groningen 1946 and then vis-
ited Denmark.] In Brussels, I was in-
troduced to the veteran Akiva
Rubinstein, whom I found to be look-
ing fit and not so old. We sat down to
play a skittles game in his home, but
we soon became so absorbed in the
game that it stretched out to 3% hours
and proved to be as tough as any tour-
nament game I ever played.

(458) Rubinstein — Yanofsky
Brussels, February 1947
Slav [D10]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.e3 Qf5 4.cxd5
cxd55.%b3%c86.Dc3e67.2d2
He7! 8.Hcl Hecb

This knight maneuver is intended to
safeguard the queenside from pressure
on the open file. Having thus weakened
my kingside, Rubinstein promptly
switches the pressure over.

9.f3 426 10.h4 h6 11.ge2 ¥d7
12.5f4 Qh7

This position is reminiscent of
Rubinstein’s variation of the Nimzo-
IndianDefense 1.d4 £f6 2.c4 €6 3.5c3
fAb4 4.e3, when Rubinstein used to
play £igl-e2-f4, etc.

13.g4 2.d6 14.Hce2 0-0

In a tournament I would greatly hesi-
tate before castling into the threaten-
ing storm.

15.Hf2 a5 16.g5 a4 17.¥4d1 hxg5
18.hxg5 He7 19.H)g3 £6?

Correct was 19...4xf4 20.exf4 f6!,
and White’s pawn will not reach g6
to hem in my king.

20.Bxh7! &xh7

As the text move allows Rubinstein a
clear win, I suggest 20...&xf4 to hold
the position. A possible continuation is
21.2d3 Axg3+ 22.%xg3 5 23.%h1
Hgb 24.%h5 &f7 25.8h1 Eg8 26.f4
e8! 27.4b4 Hcb 28.84a3 Hce?
29.4e2 Hf8 30.4b5 Wxb5 31.¥xg6,
winning for White.

21.0.d3+ g6

Forced, as 21..f5 22.%h1+ &g8 23.g6
Bd8 24.%h7+ &f8 25.0gh5 £g8 26.
Hxeb+ Wxeb 27.Wxg7+ He8 28.5f4!
Axf429.exf4 Hd7 30.4h8 ¥xg6 31.Egl
wins, and 21..&g8 22.%h1 Axf4 (22...
fxg5 23.%h7+ &f7 24.8h5+ and will
win) 23.exf4 {5 24.g6! Hxgb 25.8h5 &f7
26.0x5! exf5 27.8xf5 ¥d6 28.8g1, with
a winning attack.

22.%h1+ &g8
If 22...%g7 23.8h6+ Bf7 24.5xg6

Hxgb 25.84xgb+ Fe7 26.5h5, and
White will win.
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23.%Yh6 Q.xf4

.
%
7

%2. ’%

24.exf4?

Rubinstein misses the subtle 24.5h5!,
which wins, for if 24...Bf7 25.exf4, and
if 25...gxh5, then 26.gxf6 wins, or
25...fxg5 26.8g1! We8 27.8.xgb Hxgb
28.Exg5, winning. [Fritz and Rybka
point out that after 24.2h5! Ef7 White
can win in spectacular fashion with
25.5xf6+ Bxf6 26.Eh1 &f7 27.%h8!]

24..£525.5H h51 gxh5 26.g6! Hec6

On 26...5xg6 27.¥xgb+ ¥g7 28.
Wxeb+ Wf7 (28...&h8 29.Hgl!)
29.%h6 wins.

27.87 Yxg7 28.Hgl Wxgl+
29.&xgl Bf7!

Having successfully weathered the
storm, I now consolidate to try to uti-
lize my slight material advantage.

30.%xe6 He7 31.Hh2 Hbch
32.Q.c3 &g7 33.a3 Hd8! 34.4.b5
Hf6 35.%e3 Hdd6 36.Q.xa4 Hde6!

My rooks now commence to exert con-
siderable influence on the game.

37.%d2 Hg6 38.b4 h4! 39.b5 h3!
40.bxc6
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Forced. Other continuations are:
40.&xh3 BEh6+ 41.&g2 Begb+ 42.
&gl BEh1+, winning, or 40.%d1 Eg2+
41.%xh3 Begb 42.bxc6 (42.%el Hgl)
42.. B6g3+ 43.9h4 Hgb+ 44.Hh5
Eh3 mate.

40...21g2+ 41.Wxg2 hxg2 42.c7!

Not 42.cxb7 Eb6, and White gets the
worst of it.

42...Ha6! 43.Q.d7 Hd6!

44.9.b5?

On 44.c8(¥) Hxc8 45.4xc8 Bcb wins
the piece back, but the game would be
drawn. Apparently, Rubinstein was still
under the impression that he had the
better of it.

44...Hg6?

[44...£c8 was forced.]

45.3g1 Pf6 46. ) b4??

[46.4b5! Eg8 - with the King on f6
Black no longer has ..Bd6 - 47.4el

winning.]

46... Hg8 47.84.d7 Hc8 48.Q.c5
Hg7
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Getting rid of the dangerous pawn and
beautiful bishop at one blow.

49.0 xc8 Hxc7 50.Q.xb7

50.4.xf5 Txf5 51.Fxg2 Eg7+ wins for
Black.

50...Exb7 51.&xg2 Bb2+ 52.%g3
Pe6 53.4b4 Hc2 54.9¢5 Hd7
55.%h4 FHc6! 56.Hg3 Hb5
57.Q.a7

On 57.%h4 there could follow 57...Eg2
58.%h3 Hg8, followed by .. &b5-c4-
d3-e3, etc.

57...Hc3 58.8.¢5 Hcl! 59.%g2
Hc2+60.&f1

If 60.&g3 Fc4 transposes into the note
to move 57.

60...Fc4 61.4b6 &Hd3 62.a4 Ha2
63.a5 Fe3 64.5g1 Hxf4 0-1

Exhibitions 1921-1926

Rubinstein was no Alekhine or
Capablanca when it came to giving
simuls. He typically took longer for his
exhibitions and achieved more modest
scores which may be partly attributed
to his habit of sometimes taking the
black pieces. Like most simul-givers,
his losses rather than wins tend to have
been preserved. All these caveats aside
many of the games are interesting, par-
ticularly for the openings where
Rubinstein liked to experiment. The
authors have concentrated their atten-
tion on Akiva’s better efforts and given
the rest of the scores solely for the
record.

We have included all the information
we have been able to gather, even for
exhibitions for which no games are
presently available, in the hope these
clues will lead to more discoveries.

Tony Gillam supplied the following in-
formation for Rubinstein’s activities in
Sweden inearly 1921. Regrettably he was
unable to find any games despite exten-
sive searching in many Swedish news-
papers of the time including;

Ny Tid (Goteborg)

Hvar 8 Dag (Goteborg)

Gs Morgonpost (H.Lindgren)
Gs-tidningen

Gs Handel- etc. (J Fridlizius)
Eskilstunakiriren

Though not noted for his blindfold play,
Rubinstein gave at least four displays
(undefeated) in Sweden in the winter
of 1921. Akiva won four and drew two
at Trollhdttan on February 13. He
played back to back exhibitions sans
voir in Goteborg on February 14 and
15 scoring + 4 =3-0 and +3 =1 -0 re-
spectfully. Rubinstein appears to have
given one more blindfold exhibition in
Trollhdttan where he scored +3 =2. We
do not have a date but it appears to have
been in February.

Here are two games from Berlin played
in 1921 and 1922. The first appears to
be a consultation game and the second
may be from a simultaneous exhibition.

(459) Teichmann + K.Richter —
Rubinstein + Rotenstein

Berlin (Springer CC), December 1921
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D52]
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Notes by Alekhine.

1.d4 &)f6 2.5)f3 d5 3.c4 €6 4.5)c3
Hbd7 5.0.85 c6 6.e3 Ya5 7.Hd2
dxc4 8.Q.xf6 Hyxf6 9.5)yxc4d Yc7
10.Q4d3 fe7 11.HEcl 0-0 12.0-0
HdS8 13.We2!?

This is a forgotten continuation. ECO
gives only 13.%c2.

13...2.d7 14.8fd1 Q.e8 15.5)e5?!

Deserving of attention is 15.e4!?
(15...Exd4? 16.e5), with the idea of
16.e5.

15...Hac8 16.5)f3 c5! 17.dxc5
YWxc5 18.h3 Wb6 19.Q.c4 Hxd1+
20.8Bxd1 Q4 b4! 21.5Yb1 Hed

Also 21...%c51? 22.4d3 Qa4 23.8f1
®d5 is worthy of consideration.

22.8d3 Hc5 23.Q4 xh7+
If 23.8c2 gb!
23..&Hxh7 24.9)g5+ Hg8 25.%h5?

More promising is the immediate
25.a3

25...Hd8! 26.a3 Hxd1+ 27.%xd1
Na528.%c2 H)b3! 29.Wh7+ Hf8
30.%h8+ Fe7 31.¥xg7 Ycs
32.55c3 fH.xc3 33.bxc3 Wxa3
34.h4 Wal+ 35.%h2 ¥d1 36.f3
Wel 37.&h3

Here the game was left unfinished be-
cause of the late hours. Black must win
after 37...%xe3 38.h5 Dcl 39.0De4 Wf4
40.h6 (or 40.%d4) 40..0e2. A game
of theoretical interest.
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The following battle was played simul -
taneously with another consultation
game in which Rubinstein had the white
pieces against the team of Rotenstein,
Koslowski, Gusel and Laboschin. The
Berliner Zeitung am Mittag (where Mr.
Koslowski had a column) reports that
Rubinstein was a pawn up in a rook
ending when the contest was adjourned
but does not mention if it was resumed.
The game score has yet to be found.

German newspapers from Berlin,
Munich and Hamburg from 1922 report
that another consultation game was
played that spring in Berlin: a consul-
tation game in which Rubinstein (with
a team) faced Sdmisch (with a team).
The game has not yet surfaced but we
do know from what was written about
it that the game was theoretically very
interesting and played in several ses-
sions, going over 100 moves!

(460) Allies (Wegemund, Wagner,
Friedrich and Berggruen) -
Rubinstein

Berlin (Consultation Game) March 26,
1922

Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.Q4b5 a6
4.8a4 & f6 5.0-0 d6 6.d4 bs
7.84b3 Hyxd4 8.5)xd4 exd4 9.c3
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dxc3 10.H4xc3 Qe7 11.a4 b4
12.4d5 0-0 13.Hxb4 Qb7
14.9d5 &Hyxd5 15.9Hxd5 HbS
16.b3 5 17.f3 fxe4 18.fxe4 Exf1+
19.Hxf1 §£620.2a2 Q e521.g3¢c6
22.5)e3 c5 23.%g4 Q.c8 24.¥d1
Ah3+25.%el Q.c3+ 26.8d2 Hd4
27.%c2 Wf6 28.08.c1 Wf3 29.Wd3
whi+ 30.5)f1 He8 0-1

(461) Reinbot — Rubinstein
Vienna (Simul) December 3, 1922
Giuoco Piano [C50]

1.e4 e5 2..0f3 Hc6 3.8c4 Q.c5
4.d3 £f6 5.h3 d5 6.exd5 Hyxds
7.9.xd5 ¥xd5 8.5)c3 Web 9.He4
Ab6 10.4d2 f5 11.54g3 0-0
12.9.c3 e4 13.)85 ¥g6 14.h4 h6
15.5h3 4 16.5)xe4 ¥xg217.Hgl
YWxh3 18.EHxg7+ &Hh8 19.Hg3+
Ad420.5xh3 4 xh3 21.%f3 Q.e6
22.%h5 Q xc3+ 23.bxc3 AfS
24.%xh6+ A h7 25.9Hg5 1-0

In 1923 British Chess Magazine (p.43)
mentioned some side events held at
Hastings 1922/23. In a Lightning Tour-
nament of forty players on December
29, the four prizes were won as follows:
1. Norman; 2. Yates; 3. Rubinstein; 4.
Lean... Immediately after the conclu-
sion of the prize ceremony on January
4, Rubinstein gave an exhibition of si-
multaneous play against 28 opponents.
He finished with 26 wins and two draws
(J. Keeble and J. W. Danahay) in just
over 2% hours.

The players facing Rubinstein in the
next game played under pseudonyms,
their names meaning “member of
honor” and “donkey” in Dutch! We
haven’t figured out who Eerelid is, but
the crosstable for Zwolle 1928 has the
Dutch master Gerard Oskam playing
under the name of Ezel.

(462) Rubinstein — Eerelid+Ezel
Rotterdam (Consultation), August 7,
1924

King’s Gambit [C31]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 d5 3.)f3 dxe4
4.5\yxe5 Hd7 5.d4 exd3 6.p)xd3
Of6 7.H¢c3 HHc5 8. Wf3! Qe7
9.8e3 Hxd3+ 10.H.xd3 c6 11.0-0
0-012.f5%c7 13.Hael 2.d6 14.g4
Hds 15.5xd5 cxd5 16.£6 g6
17.%h3 h5 18.%h4 A xg4 19.%g5
QA xh2+20.%h1 Wg3

B0 7 B9
L " ////
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21.Q xg6

Black wins after 21.%h6 Af3+
22.Bxf3+ Wxf3+ 23.&xh2 Wxf6.

21...4.h3 22. Q 5+ ¥ xg5 23.4.xg5
Axfl 24.Hxh2 Qb5 25.Q4h6
Efe8 26.EHg1+ &h8 27.Eg7 He2+
28.%h3 Hae8 29.Hh7+ &g8
30.2.87
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30...H8e3+ 31.&h4 H3ed+ 32.9g5
Eg2+ 33.%h6 Hg6+ 34.Q.xg6 fxgb
35.8h8+ &7 36.Hc8 Hc4 27588+
Le6 38.a4! Q. d7

As 38...Hxa4 39.b3 Hab 40.Hc8 Hcb
41.Be8+ &f7 42.8e7+ HgB43.f7 mate.

39.f7 Hc7 40.Q.d4 Q.xa4 41.8g7
&f5 42.c3? Q.d70-1
[Rotterdamsch Schaaknieuws, Septem-
ber 1, 1924]

The British Chess Magazine of 1924
(p- 366) covers Southport, reporting:

Akiva Rubinstein gave a simultaneous
performance on Friday (August 22),
but, owing to having to stop early for
an entertainment at the Mayor’s Parlor,
the time for play was shortened and
many obtained draws on adjudication,
who might not have been so fortunate
had play continued longer. The thirty-
two players who played against him
included many strong players. The final
score was won 19, lost 4, and 9 draws.
Rubinstein’s readiness to go into any
variation with enquiring amateurs made
him very popular, and all were sorry
that his last few days were made
uncomfortable through a bad burn to
his two middle fingers through a box
of matches igniting as he was lighting
a cigarette. He left midday Saturday, to
give a simultaneous display at one of
the new chess clubs at Liverpool, after
which he proceeded to Belgium.

Black in the following game was Scot-
tish Champion in 1920 and the author
of several books including Gems of the
ChessBoard.

(463) Rubinstein — Wenman
Southport (Simul) August 22, 1924
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]
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1.e4 e5 2.f4 Q.c5 3.4f3 d6 4.c3
&Hcb

Here 4...£f6 is much more common.
5.4.b5

Likewise 5.d4 is more often seen.
5...0f6

5...8d7 is more popular.

6.fxe5

6.d4 gets preference here.

6...dxe5

It is not easy to reach uncharted water
after six moves in a King’s Gambit but
the players have done a good job of
throwing out the book.

7.5)xe5

Another possibility was 7.d4 exd4
8.cxd4 Hxe4 9.0-0 Ae7 10.He5 &d5
11.8c4 ¥xd4+ 12.%xd4 Hxd4
13.4xf7+ &d8, or 13...&f8, with
murky play.

7...)xe4 8.d4??

8.%f3 was the move. The text loses on
the spot.

8...%h4+9.g3

9.%e2 ¥f2+ 10.2d3 0-0 11.4xc6 bxcbd
12.9d2 Hxd2 13.%xd2 &f5+.

9...£)xg3 10.hxg3 ¥xh1+ 11.&d2
Wxdl+ 12.Hxd1 2.d6 13.Qf4 6
14.H)xc6 H.d7 15.Hd2 Q. xcb



Exhibitions 1921-1926

16.Q xc6+ bxc6 17.Le2 g5 18. Q€3
Fe7 19.De4 hs 20.5f1 Haf8 21.c4
Yeb 22.d5+ cxd5 23.cxd5+ Hxd5
24.0)xf6+ Heb 25.Qxg5 Ne7
26.De4 Hxfl 27.8xf1 QAxg5
28.5)xg5+ {f5 29.H)f3 Hg4
30.9g2 He8 0-1 [Ceskoslovenska
Republika, Aug. 31, 1924]

We do not know what to make of the
following fragment that is attributed as
Rubinstein-Alekhine, Southport 1924,
in W.R. Hartston’s 1971 book on the
Griinfeld Defense (p. 12). Batsford
Chess Openings (p. 99) refers to it as
being from a Rubinstein-Alekhine
match (!) played in 1924.

(464) Rubinstein —Alekhine
Southport (blitz?) 1924
Griinfeld [D85]

1.d4 Hf6 2.c4 86 3.5)c3 d5 4.cxd5
& xd5 5.e4 Hyxc3 6.bxc3 c5 7.L)f3
Ag7 8.Q.e2 0-0 9.0-0 b6 10.Q.e3
Ab7 11.e5 cxd4 12.cxd4 Ha6
13.%a4 H)c7

With a slight advantage to Black —
Hartston.

The following game comes from a note-
book of Gerald Abrahams.

(465) Rubinstein — Abrahams
Liverpool (Simul) August 1924
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 Q.¢c53.)f3 d6 4.9)c3
016 5.0.c4 £)c6 6.d3 Heb

This was the choice of the young

Viswanathan Anand against John
Emms at Oakham in 1986.

7.£d5
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7.8b5 is the modern choice.
7...8.xd5 8.exd5 HYe7

8...20d4 9.c3 &xf3+ 10.¥xf3 Hd7
11.8d2 0-0 12.0-0-0 offered equal

chances in Spielmann-Dyckhoff,
Muniche1921.

9.fxe5 dxe5 10.5)xe5 Hexds
11.d4 Q. b4+?

11...%d6 followed by castling
queenside was the way to play.

12.c3 H)yxc3

{ 7,
%
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13. Q. xf7+?

White chooses the wrong move order.
With 13.bxc3! Qxc3+ 14.2d2 Axal
(14...%xd4 15.%a4+ HA7 16.Axf7+
&d8 17.%xd4 Axd4 18.8g5+ Hf6
19.0-0-0; 14...4xd4 15.0xf7 &e7+
16.%e2) 15.4xf7+, he would be win-
ning. Now Black escapes.

13...Hf8 14.bxc3 Q. xc3+ 15.FHe2
Wxd416.Q.a3+c517.%xd4 Q. xd4
18.Habl b6 19.H)g6+ hxg6
20.8.xg6 HEh6 21.0f5 He8+
22.&%d2 &Hds5 23.Hbfl He3
24.0 g6+ Hyxf1+ 25.Hxf1+ Af6
26.0 xe8 Hxe8 27.h3 Hg6 28.g4
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&d7 29.%d3 Hg5 30.4.c1 Hd5+
31.Fes He632.0e3 He5+ %-%

Black was winning but in a charitable
mood.

Rubinstein scored + 19, -1 (Francois
De Saint-Moulin) = 2 (Edouard
Verschueren and Rubirent) in an exhi-
bition in Ghent on September 1, 1924,

(466) Verschueren — Rubinstein
Ghent (Simul) September 1, 1924
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D46]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5Yf3 c6 4.€3 HHf6
5.2¢c3 Hbd7 6.4.d3 H.e7 7.0-0 0-0
8.84d2 a6 9.Hc1 ¢5 10.a3 dxc4
11.Qxc4b512.4.d3 Qb7 13.H)el?!
Hc8 14.5e2 ¥b6 15.Q.c3 Hd5
16.dxc5 .xc517.b4 H)yxc3 18.H)xc3
A.d6 19.5He4 Hxcl 20.Wxc1 Qb8
21.5g5 Hf6 22.%b1 g6 23.5)ef3
Hd8 24.Q.e4 h6

///
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25.Q.xg6

Desperation, but 25.2xb7 &xb7
26.5h3 was even better for Black.

25...hxg5 26.5yxg5 Hd7

26...%d6! 27.4xf7+ &h8 28.f4 ¥d2
29.e4 Qxf4 refuted the attack.
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27. QA xf7+ Bxf7 28.%g6+ Hg7
29. ¢ xf6 ¥d6 30.g3 A.d5 31.Hcl

31.Hd1 might have been a better try
hoping for 31...Qc7 32.e4 &f8
33.Wxf8+ Hxf8 34.exd5 Exg5 35.dxeb.

31...4.c7 32.h4 &f8 33.¥h6

White needs to keep the queens on, as
33.%xf8+ &Hxf8 34.e4 Ac4 allows
Black to consolidate.

33...9f5?
33...8e5! 34.0xe6?? Bxg3+.

34.e4! Q xe4 35.Wxe6+ Wxeb
36.H)xe6 Qe5 37.Hc8+ Hf7
38.)85+

38.0xg7 Axg7 39.Hc7+ &gb 40.Ba7
was winning, as is the text, but with
more difficulty.

38...Hxg5 %-% [Gazette Van Gent,
September S, 1924]

Exhibition games, particularly living
chess in which humans play the roles
of pieces on a huge board, are a great
vehicle for popularizing the game but
the circumstances surrounding them
can vary greatly. Some are real games
whileothersare composed analysis pre-
pared beforehand. We are not certain
which of these categories the follow-
ing game falls under, but it was un-
doubtedly a crowd-pleaser.

(467) Rubinstein — Lasker
Berlin (Exhibition), October 19, 1924
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D69]
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The last photograph of Lasker, taken
a few days before his death in 1941.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.0f3 )6 4.H)c3
Ne75.085 Hbd7 6.3 0-0 7.Hcl
c6 8.Q2d3 dxc4 9.Qxc4 &d5
10.Q.xe7 ¥xe7 11.0-0 Hxc3
12.Hxc3 e5 13.)Yxe5 &Hxe5
14.dxe5 ¥xes5 15.f4
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ECO credits this move and the varia-
tion associated with it to Rubinstein.
While Akiva was not the first to play
it, and only used it twice to our knowl-
edge, he was the first to understood the
ideas behind it. White gains a kingside

majority by trading on e5 and seeks to
mobilize his pawns, often playing f5 to
inhibit the development of Black’s
bishop while looking to play f6 to ex-
pose the enemy king.

15..%e7 16.f5 4.d7

In case of 16...2d8, Yudovic and
Gligoric in ECO (D69, note 10) cite
Rubinstein-von Gottschall, Bratislava
1925: 17.%h5 BEd6 18.e4 BEh6 19.%e2
b5 20.4b3 ¥e5 21.h3 Ab7 22.Ed1,
with slight advantage for White. This
is all correct except that the game
(#190) was played at Breslau and not
Bratislava.

17.e4

Better is 17.f6! gxf6 18.%d4, with ad-
vantage — ECO.

17...2ad8 18.&%h5 ¥xe4 19.Hg3
Wd4+

Black is mated after 19...%xc4?? 20.f6
but 19...¥e5!? was possible.

20.5f2

20.2h1 ¥xc4 21.Bxg7+ is a draw by
perpetual check.

20... A xf5

Black could have considered playing
on with the cold-blooded 20...Ede8.
The point is that after 21.f6 Bel+
22.4f1 Black can play 22...g6 as
23.%h6?? ismetby 23...Exf1+ mating.

21.%xf5 ¥xc4d 22.Hxg7+ Hxg7
23. 416+ Hg8 24. g5+ 1-Y;
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Rubinstein in Germany 1924

November 10 Koln +25=7-4
November 26 Oberhausen n/a

Date unknown Monchen-Gladbach ~ +26 =0 -2
Date unknown Magdeburg +25 =2 -1
Date unknown St. Ingbert +33=3-2
Date unknown Heinsberg +26 =0 -0
Date unknown Braunschweig +23 =1 -2

Rubinstein made an extensive tour of
Germany at the end of 1924. Few dates
are given, but most games, if not all,
were played in November.

Games from Rubinstein’s simul in K6In
might be found in the Kdlnische
Schachzeitung. This was a supplement
of the Kolnische Zeitung but only in the
version Stadtanzeiger which is very
hard to find as microfilm in German
libraries in this exact version.

(468) Rubinstein — Frober
Oberhausen (Simul) November 26,
1924

Queen’s Pawn [D02]

1.d4 d5 2.Yf3 Hf6 3.0.f4 €6 4.e3
c55.c3 c4 6.)bd2 Hc6 7. ¥ c2 b5
8.e4 dxe4 9.H)xe4 Hxe4 10. ¥ xe4
Wds 11.%c2 a5 12.Q.e2 a4 13.0-
0 Qb7 14.Hfel Qe7 15.4f1 g5
16.Q2.d2 f6 17.He3 g4 18.H)el f5
19.f4 h5 20.2b1 &HYas 21.He5 &d7
22.g3 h4 23.5)g2 hxg3 24.hxg3 0-
0-0 25.b3 4.d6 26.Heel Q. xg2
27.84.xg2 axb3 28.axb3 Hyxb3
29.%a2 Wc7 30.Hxe6 &d7
31.HEbel ®a5 32.%c2 HhfS8
33.8c1 Hyxcl 34.Wxcl Hde8
35.%e3 Hxeb6 36. % xeb6+ &c7
37.%d5 Wb6 38.Hb1 1-0
Miilheimer Zeitung 1924]

Rubinstein in England 1925

January
24 Liverpool (Consultation) +2=0 -1
26 Manchester (Athenaeum CC) +18 =6 -6
31 Manchester (Consultation) +2=1-0
February
1 Manchester (Jewish Working Men’s Club)  +24 =4 -1

2 Blackburn results unknown
4 Castleton-Rochdale (Saint Martin’s CC) results unknown
18 Sheffield +19=4 -3
23 Manchester +20=4 -2
Date unknown Liverpool 4 games
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469) Rubinstein — Spencer, W.R. Tho-
mas and Bryson
Liverpool CC (Simul) January 24, 1925
Old Indian [A54]

1.c4 d6 2.d4 e5 3.3 H)c6 4.5 c3
Of6 5.g3 Af5 6.4.g2 ¥d7 7.0-0
h6 8.d5 He7 9.e4 A.8410.Q.e3 g5
11.c5 Hg6 12.¥%b3 Wc8 13.Wc4
£d7 14.b4 b6 15.c6 HF6 16.a4 a6
17.5el Qe7 18.Ha2 0-0 19.Q.c1
Ah3 20.2d1 Hh5 21.He3 Hg7
22.f3 Hh7 23.g4 H)f4 24.9 xh3
Hxh3+ 25.Hh1 h5 26.H)f5 We8
27.0g2 Hxf5 28.exf5 Qf6
29.gxh5 &Hf4 30.He3 Hxhs
31.5)g4 We7 32.Hgl H)f4 33.%e4
g7 34.h4 Eh8 35.2h2 Hhs
36.Q.xf4 exf4 37.hxg5 Hxg5
38. % xf4 Hg8 39.Hh6 &fS8
40.Hxf6 BEh5+ 41.%g2 We2+
42.9g3 ¥Wh2 0-1 [Manchester
Evening News, March 14, 1925]

The following article appeared in the
Manchester Guardian, January 27, 1925:

The jubilee dinner of the Manchester
Athenaeum Chess Club was held last
night at the Athenaeum, Princess Street.
It was really the celebration of the re-
birth of the Club, which was originally
Sfounded in 1839. A representative gath-
ering of chess players assembled after
dinner to meet the Polish master Akiva
Rubinstein, who played thirty oppo-
nents simultaneously. Included among
the latter were several Lancashire and
Cheshire county players:
R.W.Houghton, GH.Midgley, C.Label,
A.Eva, H .G Hamel, who was secretary
of the club 41 years ago and one of the
finest player in the north, and two mem-
bers of the Manchester Ladies Club,

Mrs.Ogden and Mrs.Simpson. When
play closed, Rubinstein had won 18,
lost 6, and drawn 6. His losses were to
G H.Midgley, J.H. Wilson (adjudi-
cated), J.Balaban, R.W.Houghton (ad-
Jjudicated), A.Seares, and C.C. Brooks.

(470) Rubinstein — Brooks
Manchester Athenaeum CC (Simul)
January 26, 1925

English [A29]

1.c4 e5 2.)c3 )6 3.)f3 Hc6
4.83 86 5.082 Hg7 6.d4 exd4
7.9 xd4 Hxd4 8. xd4 0-0 9.0-0
h6 10.h3 c6 11.%d3 d5 12.cxd5
cxd5 13.Yxd5 Hxd5 14. Y xd5
Wxds5 15.84xd5 A xh3 16.Hd1
Had8 17.0.e3 b6 18.2d2 Q xb2
19.Had1 4.f6 20.Qxh6 Efe8
21.f3 .e622.Hf2 Exd5 23.Exd5
Axd5 24.Hxd5 Qe7 25.e4 f6
26.f4?? Hh7 27.82d7 &xh6 0-1
[The Chess Budget, February 11, 1925]

(471) Rubinstein — Hamel
Manchester Athenaeum CC (Simul)
January 26, 1925

Vienna [C25]

1.e4 e5 2.5)¢c3 Hc6 3.Q.c4 H.c5
4.d3 d6 5.f4 exf4 6.Q.xf4 &H)f6
7.3 Qg4 8.Wd2 Hd4 9.8Hf1
Hh5 10.0-0-0 QA xf3 11.gxf3 c6
12.84e3 b5 13.4xd4 QA xd4
14.8b3 a5 15.a4 &b6 16.Hdel
Eb8 17.£4 0-0 18.f5 N e5 19.%g5
AHf6 20.8Bf3 h6 21.%Wh4 ¥Wwd4
22.%f2 ¥Wb4 23.HDHa2 Wd4
24.%Wxd4 H.xd4 25.c3 Ha7
26.axb5 Hxb5s 27.Qa4 HEb6
28.%c2 Hfb8 29.b3 &d7 30.d4
Hc8 31.8c1 Hb7 %-%
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(472) Rubinstein — Balaban
Manchester (Simul) January 26, 1925
French [C10]

1.e4 €6 2.d4 d5 3.5)c3 c6 4.4d3
[e75.0f3 Hd76.0-0dxe4 7.Dxe4
Hgf6 8.5)xf6+ Hxf6 9.%e2 h6
10.b3 4.d7 11.84b2 &yd5 12.He5
&6 13.Had1 Hf8 14.c4 c7
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15.f4

15.d5! cxd5 16.9xd7 Hxd7 17.cxd5 e5
18.4b5 Ad6 19.Ecl ¥a5 20.4xe5
was crushing.

15...0-0-016.f5h5 17.5)xf7 B xf7
18.fxe6 Hg4 19.exd7+ Hb8 20.g3
Af621.Hdel

21.4f5!

21...Bfxd7 22.8g6 Qxd4+
23.Qxd4 Hxd4 24.Q xh5 &H)f6
25.Q286

25.82d1!

25...Hd2 26.We3 g4 27. % xd2??

A horrible oversight. 27.%f4 &xh2
28.Ef2 was mandatory.

27...%b6+
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Oops!

28.Wf2 Hyxf2 29.Hxf2 Hd2
30.He8+ ¥Hc7 31.Hef8 Hxa2
32.H8f7+ &d6 33.b4 Hal+
34.982 Wxb4 35.Hxg7 a5 36.h4
el 0-1 [Manchester Evening News,
February 2, 1925]

We are not sure which exhibition the
following game is from.

(473) Rubinstein — Whitworth
England (Simul) 1925
King’s Gambit [C34]

l.e4e52.Qc4

Rubinstein liked to experiment with
2.8c4 in exhibition games, often, as
here, using it as a vehicle to reach
King’s Gambit type positions. Twenty
years after this game and long retired,
Akiva experimented with the Bishop’s
Opening in training games against his
son Sammy (games 538-547), but with
quite different ideas in mind. There the
idea was not to play f2-f4 right away
but to aim for an Italian Game struc-
ture with the queen on 3, bishop on c4
and pawns on e4, d3 and c3. Sometimes
in this setup White would play a de-
layed f2-f4.

2...0f6 3.d3 c6 4.f4 d5 5.exd5

cxds 6.4b5+ Qd7 7.Q4xd7+
Hbxd7 8.fxe5 Hxe5 9. & e2

9.3 was more natural.
9...%e7 10.Q.f4?
10.d4 needed to be played.

10...9)c6
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10...¥b4+! 11.4d2 (11.Dc3 Yxf4
12.g3 ¥f5 13.d4 Ab4) 11...%xb2
12.2.¢3 ¥cl1+ would have been embar-
rassing.

11.c3 0-0-0 12.0)f3

The immediate 12.0-0-0 should have
been played.

12...%b4! 13.0-0-0

13.%7d2 had to be tried, however ugly.
The text just drops a piece.

13...% xf4+ 14.Hb1 A b4 15.2hf1
Ehe8 16.¥%f2 Q xc3 17.bxc3 d4
18.5Yxd4 Wxf2 19.8xf2 Hyxd4
20.cxd4 Exd4 21.h3 Heb6 22.g4
&e4 0-1 [Manchester Evening News,
March 7, 1925]

A.Rubinstein played three games simul-
taneously against strong players at the
Manchester Chess Club on Saturday
night. On the first board he had the
move against club champion,
W.A.Fairhurst (consulting with C.Boyce
and B.Price), at board two: Arthur Eva,
G H Midgley and J.Windsor-Burgess
had the move, on board three: Profes-
sor R.Robinson, with T.Kelly and
A.F. Morrell, the Civil Service cham-
pion, had the black pieces. The master,
who has not been well since his arrival
a week ago, appeared to have recov-
ered his health and spirit. He sat at a
table with the three boards arranged in
the form of an arc, so that by a slight
movement he fronted each in turn. His
opponents were stationed in parts of the
room out of earshot. The master won
the games on boards two and
three.thegame on first boardwas left un-
finished. The score is appended.

474) Rubinstein — Fairhurst, Boyce,
B.Price

Manchester (Simul) January 31, 1925
Slav [D16]

Notes and commentary from the
Manchester Guardian, February 2nd,
1925

1.d4 d5 2.Yf3 26 3.c4 c6 4.9\ c3
dxc4 5.a4 Hbd7 6.e4 €6 7.Q.xc4
Qb4 8. %e2 ¥a5 9.0-0! 0-0

After 9...2xc3 10.bxc3, Black cannot
win a pawn without losing the queen.

10.e5! d5 11.5e4 Qe7 12.2.85
¥d8 13.Hadl He8 14..)d6 Ef8
15.h4 h6 16.Q xe7 ¥xe7 17.g3
HdS8 18.&g2 &Hf8 19.h5 b6
20.5)d2 Hxd6

The best move, and one that gives
Black a free game. Rubinstein was of
the opinion that it was unnecessary to
give up the exchange, but Black could
hardly hope to withstand the attack af-
ter He4 and f4-f5.

21.exd6 Wxd6 22.5)f3 a5 23.Hfel
Ab724.%es5 Hd8 25.%xd6 Hxd6
26.Hcl &Of6 27.Qe2 &H8d7
28.8Bfd1 & d5 29.He5 Hxes
30.dxe5 Hd831.4f3 Hf832.Hc3
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Eb8 33.5b3 ¢5 34.Ecl H.¢6 35.5c4
Hb7 36.g4 e7 37.Hg3 Hc7

The game was left unfinished at this
point owing to the lateness of the
hour. Rubinstein expressed the opin-
ion that White had winning chances,
but that it would be extremely diffi-
cult to do anything.

Yesterday afternoon (February 1)
Rubinstein played 29 members and
friends at the Jewish Working Men's
Club, Exchange Street, Cheetham, and
put up a very successful performance,
winning 24, drawing 4, and losing 1
game to Joseph Sidebottom.

Manchester Guardian, February 2,
1925

(475) Rubinstein — Amateur
Blackburn (Simul) February 2,1925
King’s Gambit [C34]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 exf4 3.5)f3 &) f6 4.d4
Hh5 5.Q.c4 d6 6.5\c3 Hc6 7.0-0
Ags 8.0d5 g5 9.h3 Axf3
10. % xf3 Hg3 11.Q.xf4 gxf4
12. % xf4 Hxf1 13.8Hxf1 Qe7
14. W xf7+ &d7 15.Wf5+ Hes
16.3b6 4.f6 17.%h5+ 1-0 [Note-
book of Gerald Abrahams]

This game was recorded in the
Manchester Evening News, Glasgow
Herald of March 21, 1925, The Chess
Amateur of April 1925, and Observer
of July 19, 1925. The text of the game
given by the Observer is one move
longer: 17...&e7 18.%f7 mate.

The Chess Budget of February 25,
1925, reports that Rubinstein gave an
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exhibition in Sheffield on February 18
and offers the following details:

Mr. Batley beat Rubinstein, but the lat-
ter was handicapped by playing 26
games simultaneously and giving his
opponents the choice of the first move,
but still he only lost three, won nine-
teen, and drew the others. Mardczy
played White against everybody when
he was over.

The second player in the next game, W.
Batley was the chess columnist for the
Yorkshire Telegraph & Star.

(476) Rubinstein — Batley
Sheffield (Simul) February 18, 1925
Vienna [C26]

1.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 £Hf6 3.d3 Hc6
4.55c3 Qb4 5.4.85 h6 6.Q.xf6
Wx£f67.5e2d6 8.0-0 Q.e6 9.5d5
A xds5 10.Q4.xd5 0-0 11.f4 Q. c5+
12.&h1 He7? 13.fxe5 ¥gs 14.d4
Ab615.Q.xb7 Hab8 16.exd6 cxd6
17.0a6 d5 18.e5 &) f5 19.%d3
He3 20.Bf2 Q.c7 21.f4 Hg4
22.Hf3 Wh4 23.h3 H)f2+ 24. EHxf2
Wxf2 25.5yxd5 EHxb2 26.H)xc7
Exc2 27.Q2b7 Exc7 28.Qf3 Hfc8
29.d5 Hcl+ 30.Hxcl Hxcl+
31.9h2 Wgl+ 32.89g3 Wel+
33.9g4 Wxe5 34. €5 Hci+ 0-1
[Yorkshire Telegraph & Star, February
28, 1925]

(477) Moore — Rubinstein
Sheffield (Simul) February 18, 1925
Ruy Lopez [C83]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.Q4b5 a6
4.Qa4 Hf6 5.0-0 Hxe4 6.d4 b5
7.24b3 d5 8.dxe5 H.e6 9.c3 He7
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10..9bd2 0-0 11.Hel H)c512.Q.¢c2
d4 13.cxd4 Hyxd4 14.Hxd4 Wxd4
15.f3 ¥xd116.HExd1h617.Qe3
Had8 18.b3 Qg4 19.Hxd8 Hxd8
20.5)d4 2.d721.56f5 Q£8 22.82d1
Heb 23.0d4 Qe7 24.00f5 Qb4
25.f4 Hf8 26.5Hd4 Fe7 27.L)xeb
fxe6 28.Qe4 a5 29.Hcl HcS8
30.4b7 Eb8 31.Hxc7 Ye8
32.8c6 QA xc6 33.Hxc6 &Hf7
34.5b6 Hd8 35.Hxb5 Hdl+
36.%f2 Hal 37.a4 Ha2+ 38.%f3
1-0 [Yorkshire Telegraph & Star, May
16, 1925]

(478) Whitehead — Rubinstein
Sheftield (Simul) February 18, 1925
Ruy Lopez [C83]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 &Hc6 3.4.b5 a6
4.0a4 HHf6 5.0-0 d6 6.Q.xc6+
bxc6 7.d4 HHyxe4 8.Hel £5 9.dxe5
d510.c3c511.8.e3 Qe712.5)bd2
0-0 13.5)b3 a5 14.a4 c6 15.%c2
fe6 16.Hadl ¥b6 17.5Hcl f4
18.02.d2 Hab8 19.b3 Qg4 20.c4
Wc7 21.cxd5 cxds 22.Hd3 Q.xf3
23.gxf3 HHg5 24.982 Wc8 25.¢6
Hyxeb 26.Q.xf4 Hyxfa+ 27.)xf4
Hxf4 28.Hxe7 Wf8 29.Wxc5 d4
30.%d5+ &h8 31.Hdel hé6
32.H1e6 Hd8 33.%xd8 ¥ xd8
34.He8+ Hf8 35.2xd8 Hxd8
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36.Hel d3 37.2d1 d2 38.f4 Hd3
39.9f1 g8 40.He2 Hxb3
41.Hxd2 Hb4 42.Ha2 Hxf4
43.Fe3 BEb4 44.f4 0-1 [Yorkshire
Telegraph & Star, March 21, 1925]

A second article in the Chess Budget
of March 21, 1925, told of Akiva’s fur-
ther exploits:

A. Rubinstein, the Polish master, was
engaged at the Manchester Chess Club
on Friday evening, February 23, in
playing twenty-six members and friends
simultaneously. He was opposed by a
strong team, including six first-class
players: thus A. Eva, Mr. Sutcliffe, L
A. Davidson, W. Turner, and J.
Balaban. One of the best known men
in the North of England, G A.
Heginbottom, the famous billiard
player, coming out in a new guise, and
measuring his strength against the pro-
fessional player.

Operations commenced at 6:30 p.m.,
the first victim being H. Williamson,
which was neutralized shortly after by
a victory to that well-known county
player Arthur Eva, who “persuaded the
master to resign after twenty-three
moves”. By 10 o ’clock four more wins
and a loss to that rising young player,
A. B. Martin, had been scored.

The final result was 20 wins, 2 lost, and
4 drawn in the master’s favor. G. H.
Midgley, W. A. Dyer, W. Turner and G.
A. Heginbottom drew.

We learn from the Manchester Evening
News that Rubinstein has paid another
visit to Liverpool, making two visits to
the Liverpool club. On the first occa-
sion [January 24] he played three con-

339



The Life & Games of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years

sultation games simultaneously against
strong teams: Board 1, Dawbarn and
Jones; 2. Hibbert, Holmes and Kearne;
3.Spencer, Thomas, and Bryson. After
Sfour hours’ keen play the professional
had won at the first two boards, but lost
to No. 3, which was a very creditable
victory for the amateurs.

(479) Rubinstein — Eva
Manchester (Simul) February 23, 1925
Benoni [A43]

l.e4e62.d4c53.d5 Hf64.5)c3d6
5.£4 H)bd7 6.5)f3 Q€7 7.a40-0

E/A S
t1o ANttt
. /nm 7

?i,ﬁ'//

%0y
%%

8.24d3

White had close to a forced win with
8.dxeb6 fxe6 9.9g5 &bb6 10.a5 h6
11.axb6 hxg5 12.fxg5 ¥xb6 13.gxf6
Axf6 14.5d5 exd5S 15.Wxd5+ Hf7
16.8.c4 ¥c7 17.4f4.

8...a6 9.a5 b5 10.axb6 Hxb6 11.0-
0 c4 12.Q.e2 exd5 13.exd5 Qb7
14.¥%d4 Hc8 15.Q.e3?!

Better was 15.2d2 &fxd5 16.£xd5
Hxd5 (16...84xd5 17.8xab) 17.Axc4..

15...fxd5 16.Hxd5? Hxd5
17.Q.£2?
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17.2d2 QAf6 18.%a7 ¥d7 19.¢3 Hc5
20.Exa6 was obligatory.

17...216 18.%a7 ¥c7 19.Qxc4
EHa8 20.Wxa8 EHxa8 21.4 xd5
Axds5 22.5)d4 ¥b7 23.b3 QAxg2
0-1 [Manchester Evening News, Feb-
ruary 21, 1925]

(480) Rubinstein — Sutcliffe
Manchester (Simul) February 23, 1925
French [CO1]

l.e4€62.d4d53.5)c3 QA b4 4.exd5
exd5 5.0.d3 Hf6 6..0f3 0-0 7.0-0
Dg4s 8.5 e2 He8 9.)g3 Hbd7
10.h3 Q. h5 11.HYxh5 Hxh5

i M E@

12. Q. xh7+ &xh7 13.5g5+ &Hgb6
14.%d3+ He4 15.f3 Qe7 16.h4
Hc5 17.dxc5 Q. xc5+ 18.Hf2
Axf2+ 19.Hxf2 Wf6 20.c3??
Hae8?? 21.g3? W5 22.H)xe4 dxe4
23. %We3 Wxf3+ 24. % xf3 exf3
25.Qe3 HdS8 26. % xf3

L
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26...£527.2.d4

Now Rubinstein goes to work to win
the game all over again.

Hf6 28.Hel Hf7 29.Hf4 g6
30.He5 a6 31.a4 He8 32.Hxe8
&Hyxe8 33.h5 H)f6?

33...gxh5 34. x5 Hd6+ 35.8g5 Ded+
was essential.

34.hxg6+ Hxgb 35.Le5 Hh5
36.Heb6 Hnxg3 37.Hd7 He2
38.Q.f2b539.a5 f4 40.FHxc7 Hcl
41.0d4 £3 42.9b7 1-0 [ Manches-
ter Evening News, May 2, 1925]

(481) Rubinstein — Abrahams
Liverpool (Simul) 1925
Queen’s Pawn [D02]

The first 18 moves of this game were
published in The Chess Amateur, July
1925. The source for therest of the game
is Gerald Abrahams’ book Not Only
Chess. Abrahams notes that Rubinstein
was playing simultaneously against four
opponents. He also gives the year of the
event as 1924, which possibly is a mis-
print, though Rubinstein did give an ex-
hibition in Liverpool in August of 1924
immediately after the Southport tourna-
ment. On the other hand Abrahams gives
the year as 1925 in his stimulating book
Technique in Chess.

1.d4d52.)f3 H)f63.Qf4 A f54.e3
€6 5.c3 Hbd7 6.%b3 ¥c8 7.)bd2
fe7 8.55h4 Hg6 9.5)xg6 hxg6
10.h3 c¢5 11.Qe€2 c4 12.%c2 b5
13.e4 dxe4 14.H)xe4 Hd5 15.5d6+
Hxd616.0.xd6 ¥c617.Qg3

17.4h2 Bxh3!
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17...9e3! 18.fxe3 ¥xg2 19.0-0-0
Wxg3 20.%e4 0-0 21.Hdgl H)f6
22.%f3 Wxf3 23.Q xf3 Hab8
24.e4 a5 25.e5 £Hd5 26.9 xd5 exd5
27.a3 b4 28.axb4 axb4 29.&c2f6
30.exf6 Hxf6 31.HEh2 bxc3
32.&Hxc3 Hfb6 33.b4 Hxb4
34.Hc2 Eb3+35.&d2 Hd3+0-1

%
7

(482) Spencer — Rubinstein
Liverpool (Informal Game) March 7, 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D30]

Edmund Spencer was a strong amateur
who finished as high as third (1925) in
the British Championship.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.f3 &HO\/f6
4.5 bd2 b6 5.cxd5 exd5 6.g3 A b7
7.8g2 £ibd7 8.0-0 2.d6 9.5\ h4 0-
0 10.5)f5 He8 11.5H)xd6 cxd6
12.5f3 £f8 13.9h4 ¥d7 14.%yd3
a5 15.Hel Qa6 16.%f3 Heb
17.5)f5 Hac8 18. 4 h3??
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18...Hc2??

Rubinstein misses a very nice shot:
18...5Hxd4!, when 19.5Hh6+ (19.9xd4
Wxh3) 19...gxh6 20.%xf6 Wxh3
21.¥xd4 Ee5 gives Black a winning
position.

19.9)xg7!

Spencer does not miss his chance!
19...2xd4

As 19. Fxg7 ismetby 20.2h6+, winning.
20. % xf6 Hexe2 21.Hxe2 Hxe2

22.9 h6 We7 23.%xe7 1-0 [British
Chess Magazine 1936, p.65]

Rubinstein in Belgium 1925

March 30 Ghent +20 -0 =1
April 1 Antwerp +19 -0 =4
April 2 Antwerp +17 -3 =§
April 4 Brussels +24 -2 =5
April § Brussels +4 -1=0

George Koltanowski’s column in De
Schelde and Edmond Lancel’s in La
Nation Belge offer more information.

The first exhibition in Brussels, on
April 4th, saw Forgeur and Censer win,
with Finne, Nebel, Pochet, Varlin, and
Tasso Cockinos drawing.

The exhibition on April 5 was a con-
sultation event with teams of two fac-
ing Rubinstein. The pair of Varlin and
Tackels were the only winners against
the maestro, while Louviau and
Zalsrupine, Lengliz and van
Campenhout, Censer and Cockinos,
and Silberschatz and Weingarten lost.

(483) Rubinstein— Censer and Cockinos
Brussels (Simul) April 5, 1925
Caro Kann [B13]

1.d4 c6 2.e4 d5 3.exd5 cxd5
4.0d3 HHf6 5.c3 €6 6.4f4 Ad6
7.94xd6 ¥Wxd6 8.2)f3 &Hc6
9.5ybd2 0-0 10.0-0 b6 11.%e2
Ad7 12.5e5 Has 13.f4 b5 14.a3
Hfd8 15.Hf3 &) c4 16.5Eh3 Hxd2
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17.4xh7+ &yxh7 18.%h5 {e8
19.% xh7+ Hf8 20.Yh8+ &e7
21.%xg7 He4d 22.Hh8 Wc7
23.%4f8+ 1-0

Rubinstein in Czechoslovakia 1925

Vlastimil Fiala, in his Quarterly for
Chess History (volume 11/2004, p.
413) writes:
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In 1925 A. Rubinstein visited Czecho-
slovakia to attend the tournament in
Marienbad (Marianske Lazne). After its
termination, he made in June and July,
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a tour of simultaneous displays in
Czechoslovakia, while visiting 14 towns
in the Czech lands, Slovakia and
Carpathian Ruthenia. In all Rubinstein
gave 15 simultaneous exhibitions (two in
Brno) and played 449 games with the
score +347, -42, =60. In the Casopis
Ceskoslovenskych Sachistu no games
appeared but fortunately the Czech and
Slovak chess columns had many reports and
published a great many Rubinstein games
played against the local amateurs. A minor
selection from our collection follows.

Slovensky Narod (July 19, 1925) is the
source for the following table. This was
a major exhibition tour with Akiva
played 452 games in just over a month
scoring 350 wins, 60 draws and 42
losses. Compared to today, when play-
ing in team competitions, teaching and
writing all offer the grandmaster “safe”
money outside the tournament arena;
the old masters had few such opportu-
nities to put bread on the table. Simul-
taneous exhibitions helped feed the
Rubinstein family.

June 6 Brno +17 -6 =6
June 18 Brno +4-0=4
June 21 Trnava +25-1=4
June 22 Uherské Hradisti +27 -3 =10
June 25 Bratislava +17 -6 =5
June 27 Trenéianske Teplice +31-3=0
June 28 Zilina +25-1=4
June 29 Kosice +26 -1 =2
June 30 Prefov +24 -2 =2

July 1 Uzhorod +20 -2 =4

July 3 Turc.Sv.Martin +35-1=3

July 4 Bansk4 Bystrica +30 -1 =1

July 6 Nové Zimky +28 -7 =4

July7  Moravskd Ostrava +17 -7 =11

July 8 KromiseiZ +24 -1 =0

(484) Briza — Rubinstein 11.9h6

Brmo (Simul) June 18, 1925
King’s Gambit [C33]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 exf4 3.%f3 Hc6 4.c3
16 5.d4 d5 6.e5 He4 7. xf4 £6
8.0f3 fxe5 9.H)xe5 &Hxes
10. % xe5+ Q e7

10...&e7 was correct with equal play
but if Rubinstein had offered the ex-
change of queens, none of the follow-
ing fireworks would have occurred.

11.%xg7 Ah4+ 12.g3 Af6 13.Wh6
Qg4 14.8g2 does not give Black
enough compensation for the pawn.

11...Hf8 12.%xg7 Af5 13.%e5
Hf6 14.Qg7 Hf7 15.Qe2 Wd7
16.0-0 0-0-0 (D)

17.82xf5?

17.4.g4 was safer, but already Black has
good value for the pawn. The text loses.
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A 7
2 A
7—9

78,
7
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17...Bxf5
White was hoping for 17...&xf5
18.&xf5+ Bxf5 19.4.g4.

18.0g4 Hf1+ 19.Yxf1 ¥xg4
20.g3 A.f6

20.. %13+ 21.Fel We3+ 22.2d1 Hf 2+
23.%c2 ¥d3+ 24.&b3 ¥d1 mate.

21. A xf6 Hf8 22.&g2
White had to try 22.5a3.

22..%e2+23.Hh3 ¥fl1+ 24.Hh4
Hxf6 25.Ha3 ¥f3 26.Hh3 He8
27.%f4 Whs+ 28.%g2 He2+
29.9f1 ¥xh2 30.&f3 Hxb2
31.Hel Hxa2 0-1 [Tagesbote, June
19, 1925]

(485) Rubinstein — Brach
Brno (Simul) June 18,1925
Vienna [C28]

1.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 H)Hf6 3.d3 Hc6
4.5¢c3 A b45.0)8e2d66.0-0 A.g4
7.f3 Q.c5+ 8. Hh1 He6 9.0d5
A xd5 10.exd5 He7 11.d4 exd4
12.Hxd4 h6 13.Q b5+ Hf8 14.c4
a6 15.0a4 Hg6 16.4f5 Hes
17.%e2 Hxcd 18.%xc4 bS
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19.8 xb5 axb5 20.%Wxb5 Hxd5
21.a3 He7 22.b4 Hxf5 23.bxc5
¥Wh4 24.Hd1 He8 25.9b2 H)g3+
26.9gl1 He2+ 27.Hh1 %-%
[Tagesbote, June 20, 1925]

(486) Kandler — Rubinstein
Uherské Hradisti (Simul) June 22, 1925
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.Qa4 HH)f6 5.0-0 d6 6.Hel b5
7.84b3 Has 8.d4 Hxb3 9.axb3
Ab7 10.dxe5 Hyxe4 11.exd6
Axd6 12.%d4 Ye7 13.0c3 f5
14.0.g5 Wd7 15.2ad1 0-0 16. A f4
Hae8 17.Q.xd6 Hxd6 18.Hes
Web6 19.0d5 A.xd5 20.¥xd5 f4
21. ¥ xeb6+ EHxeb6 22.5H)d3 Hef6
23.)c5 Ha8 24.He7 Bf7 25.Hdel
a5 26.%9f1 a4 27.bxa4 bxa4
28.8xf7 &xf7 29.Hal! Has!
30.b4??

0
///7/
”//ﬁ//
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30...axb3! '52-Y2 [Moravskoslezsky
denik, June 29, 1925]

(487) Rubinstein — Vastatka
Uherské Hradisti, June 22, 1925
Dutch [A85]

1.d4 £5 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 &6 4.e3
Ae7 5.£3 0-0 6.2d3 b6 7.HHge2
Qb7 8.0-0 N6 9.e4 fxed 10.fxed
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e5 11.d5 Q.c5+ 12.%h1 Hd4
13.5Yxd4 Q. xd4 14.HHe2?

14.%e2 was equal. Now White falls
dangerously behind in development.

14...5)g4! 15.5yxd4 ¥h4! 16.h3
Bxf1+ 17.Wxf1 exd4 18.9.d2

Black’s superior mobilization is felt
after 18.%e2 Hf2+ (or 18...2e5)
19.%h2 Hxd3 (19...Ef8) 20.%xd3 Ee8.

18...Hf8 19.¥e2 H)f2+2!
19...Bf2! 20.Qel (20.%xg4 ¥Exg4
21.hxg4 Hxd2 is a hopeless ending)

20...Exe2 21.8xh4 52+ 22.Qxf2 BExf2
was the cleanest way of proceeding.

20.%h2 Hxd3

Black could even have tried 20...5xh3
21.g3 Hf4+ 22.gxh4 Hixe2.

21.¥xd3 ¥f2 22.e5?

This is too ambitious. White had to play
22.2d1.

22...c6! 23.Qe1?
This is the final mistake. White had to

try 23.4b4 Bf7 (23...c5 24.4d2;
23..f5 24.%g3) 24.€6.

23...%xb2 24.Hb1 Wxa2 25.e6
dxe6 26.dxe6 c527.Q.d2 Hf2 0-1
[Moravskoslezsky denik, August 24,
1925]

(488) Sauer — Rubinstein
Uherské Hradisti, (Simul) June 22, 1925
Giuoco Piano C50

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 &£c6 3.Q.c4 A.c5
4.0-0 »Hf65.5¢c3d66.h3h6 7.d3
g5 8.5h2 g4 9.hxg4 Eg8 10.Q.e3
Dxg4s 11.Wf3 Hg7 12.g3 Nd4
13.4xd4 QA xd4 14.2Hd5 c6
15.)xg4 cxd5 16.)f6+ Hf8
17.9xd5 Qg4 18.Wh1 h5 19.c3
Ab6 20.5yxb6 axb6 21.f3 4.d7
22.%xh5 Hxg3+ 23.9f2 Hg7
24.Hgl Hg6 25.Hxg6 fxg6 26.h8+

-0 [Casopis Ceskoslovenskych
Sachistu 1925, p. 140].

(489) Kerekes — Rubinstein
Bratislava (Simul) June 25, 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D52]

1.d4d5 2.c4€63.5)c3 HF64.4.g5
Abd7 5.e3 c6 6.3 ¥a5 7..0d2
dxc4 8.4.f4 b5 9.a4 ¥b6 10.%c2
Ab7 11.5ce4 Hyxe4 12.a5 ¥d8
13.5)yxe4 Q b4+ 14.Fe2 0-0 15.a6
Hc8 16.Hg5 HOH)f6 17.Q.e5 g6
18.h4 £)d5 19.9)xh7! ®xh7 20.h5
f5 21.hxg6+ Hxg6b 22.g4 Hf6
23.Q.h3 Hf7 24.gxf5 A.d6 25.f4
Hg8 26.Hagl Hxgl 27.Exgl ¥h8
28.fxe6+ Q. xe6 29.Wgb+ He7
30.0.xe6 Hxe6 31.f5+ &Hds
32.%g2+ Hes 33.4xh8 Hxh8
34.Hh1 Hf835.2h4 He836.EHxe4
1-0 [Slovensky Narod, July 5, 1925]

(490) Rubinstein — Pratsch
Bratislava (Simul) June 25, 1925
French [C13]
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1.d4 e6 2.e4 d5 3.5)c3 HHf6 4.0 85
Ae7 5.e5 HHg8 6.Qe3 Hd7 7.4
Hh6 8.0Yf3 a6 9.¥d2 c5 10.)d1
b5 11.c3 4 b7 12.4.d3 g6 13.h3
Wb6 14.g4 5 15.0f2 c4 16.Q.c2
b4 17.0-0 a5 18.Hh2 0-0 19.EHg1
$h8 20.52g3 a4 21.a3 b3 22.Q.d1
Hg8 23.5)g5 Haf8 24.Q0e2 Qc8
25.h4 H)b8 26.Hg2 Ad7 27.5f3
Hab 28.g5 Hf7 29.2h1 He8
30.h5 &g7 31.Hgh3 Hd832.hxg6
D.xg6 33..5h4 Ef7 34.5) xg6 hxg6

//'//
/ﬁ%
Y

35.Bh7+ &f8 36.%d1 Hxh7
37.Hxh7 Hg7 38.Eh8+ KHg8
39.%h1 57 40.2Eh7 &)c7 41. a1l
EhS8 42.Bxh8+ &H)yxh8 43.5)d1
Hbs 44.0)f2

.. 2
. A %
;g/'717

1 1//

= %

7Y,

7

44...Q xa3!45.bxa3 Hyxc3 46.5H)d1
Hxe2 47.Hf2 c3 48.Hxe2 b2
49.%b1c20-1
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(491) Rubinstein — Skopal
Trencianske Teplice (Simul) June 26, 1925
Alekhine’s Defense [B03]

1.e4 H)f6 2.e5 £Hd5 3.d4 &H)c6 4.4
e6 5.c4 H)b6 5.d5 exd5 7.cxd5
Ab4+ 8. FHe2 Hce7 9.a3 A5
10.9)c3 A.xgl 11.Exg1 d6 12.9f2
dxe5 13.4.b5+ Qd7 14.d6! &H7c6
15.Hel 0-0 16.Q.xc6 Whi4+
17.g1 QA xc6 18.dxc7 exf4
19.Hf1 g5 20.b4 a6 21.¢yd4 QA xg2
22.8f2 £)c8 23.Q.xf4 Q.c6 24.%f6
Wgi+ 25.9g3 Ad7 26.Hel h6
27.%xh6 f5 28.5d2 f4 29.Hd4
Bf7 30.0d5 ¥f5 31.Hde4 Hd6
32.5)e7+Hxe7 33.Hxe7 Hf734.%h5
fxg3 35.hxg3 Hf8 36.EHf1 Wh3
37.9f3 0.c6 38.c8(&)! &xc839.%h5
Ad5 40.%g6+ Hh8 41.He2 1-0
[Slovensky Narod, July 19, 1925]

(492) Blazej — Rubinstein
Moravska Ostrava, (Simul) July 7, 1925
English [A04]

1.f3 €6 2.g3 b6 3.2.g2 A b7 4.0-
0 Hf6 5.b3 g6 6.9 b2 Qg7 7.5)c3
0-0 8.e3 ¢5 9.5)b5 d5 10.d4 a6
11.5a3 &Hbd7 12.c4 dxc4
13.9 ) xc4 We7 14.%e2 Hac8
15.Hacl Hfd8 16.dxc5 bxcs
17.8Bfd1 &£H b8 18.Hxd8+ Hxd8
19.Ha5 2.d520.Q8.e5%a721.)d2
Axg2 22.9xg2 HYfd7 23.Q.x87
Yxg7 24.5)dc4 ¥c7 25.d2

’ %
. /
1% /}/1/

AN N /
7@/ % 0
. %7,/@@/ .

%

2
72117
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25...5)e5?2? 26.¥c3 £6 27.H)xe5
Wxes 28. Wxe5 fxe5 29.Hxc5 Hd5
30.Hc7+ &f6 31.0)c4 Hd7 32.Ha7
& c5 33.8Hxh7 e4 34.Ha7 Hd1l
35.h4 Hal 36.g4 e5 37.b4 Hd3
38.Hxa6+ ¥e7 39.d2 Hyxb4
40.H5xg6 Hxa2 41.5Hyxe4 1-0
[Moravskoslezsky denik, August 24, 1925]

Rubinstein gave numerous simuls in
1925 and it appears that, as in 1924, he
spent time in the fall touring Germany.
We do not have any results, but the fol-
lowing two games have surfaced.

The first was published in Iralia
Scacchistica (September 1926).
Schroder played in a tournament in
Italy and showed this game to the edi-
tor of the Italian magazine.

(493) Rubinstein — Schroder
Leipzig (Simul) Oct.11, 1925
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

l.ede52.0.¢c4 £)f6 3.d3 c6 4. We2
Ae7 5.9c3 d5 6.exd5 cxd5
7.2b5+ Qd7 8.4 xd7+ &)bxd7
9.f3 0-0 10.0-0 He8 11. 4 g5 d4
12.)e4 Hxed 13.Qxe7 Yxe7
14. % xed HOFf6 15.%e2 &HdS
16.Hfel Hac8 17.Hacl £6 18.%yd2
¥Wb4 19.c3 dxc3 20.bxc3 Hxc3
21.Bb1 ¥g4 22.He4 Wd7 23.d4
Hc4 24.¥9d3 Wa4 25.dxe5 Hxed
26. %9 xd5+ Hh8 27.h3 Wc6
28.Wf7 b6 29.%xa7 Hd8 30.2xb6
Ycl+ 31.9h2 ¥f4+ 32.Fh1
Ed1+ 0-1

The following game comes from the
little German magazine Die Ratte of
November 25, 1925. It appeared in Dr.
A. Seitz’s chess column. White’s name
is written Heiniche, but it is actually

Heinicke. Herbert Heinicke, born March
14, 1905, in Porto Alegre, Brazil, was at
the start of his career in 1925. Later he
would develop into astrongplayer, FIDE
awarding him the IM title in 1953.

(494) Heinicke — Rubinstein
Hamburg (Simul.) Oct.13, 1925
Vienna [C27]

1.e4 e5 2.9)c3 &6 3.Q.c4 Hxes
4.%h5 £)d6 5.4b3 H)c6 6.b5 g6
7. %413 &H)f5 8.%yd5 Hh6 9.d3 d6
10.4xh6 Qe6 11.9g5 QA xd5
12.9xd8 Q xg2 13.4f6 Hg8
14.9D) xc7+ &d7 15.5Hxa8 Qh6
16.f3 Qe3 17.&e2 H.c5 18.c3
Exa819.0h4 O xh120.4f2 Qg2
21.Qxc5 dxc5 22.%f2 A hl
23.5)e2 Q xf3 24.Hxf3 £5 25.Eg1
De7 26.Hg3 Hf6 27.0f1 HAS8
28.Fe2 b5 29.5e3 Has5 30.9d5
Ed6 31.h4 h5 32.Eg2 f4 33.0e4
fxe3 34.Exg6+ Le7 35.H85 Hcb
36.Q.xc6 HExc6 37.Hxe5+ &d7
38.Hxh5 &c7 39.&xe3 EHeb+
40.Hf4 He2 41.Bxc5+ b6 42.b4
a5 43.a4!1-0

(495) Rubinstein — Lennarz
Bielefeld (Simul) August 21, 1926
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D64]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.2)c3 nf6 4.0.85
fe75.e3 Hbd7 6.3f3 0-0 7.Hcl
c6 8. ¥ c2 b6 9.cxd5 exd5 10.Q.d3
Ab7 11.0-0 He8 12.HHe5 h6
13.9h4 &H)yxe5 14.dxe5 &Hd7
15.8.83 A h4 16.f4 A.xg3 17.hxg3
f6 18.exf6 Hxf6 19.Hcel c5
20. 4.5 ¥c7 21.g4 He7 22.e4 dxed
23.5yxe4 Q. xe4 24.Q xe4 Hae8
25.%c4+ Hh8 26.2.86 Hxel 0-1
[Deutsche Schachzeitung, September
1926]
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Rubinstein in America

The American Chess Bulletin had been
writing about planned Rubinstein vis-
its to the New World since 1910, but it
wasn’t till 1928 that Akiva made his
first and only trip to the United States.
This trip was barely mentioned in the

European press and even the American
Chess Bulletin of 1928 covered it in
cursory fashion (two unannotated
games and some reports on pages 54-
55 of the March issue). Fortunately the
columns of the Brooklyn Daily Eagle

February 18 New York (Marshall CC) +20=2-2
February 28 New York (Stuyvesant CC) +24=5-5
February 29 New York (Rice Progressive CC) +9=0 -1
March 7 Brooklyn (Jewish CC) +14=2-0
March ? Chicago n/a
March 19 Cincinnati +23=1-5
March 22 Montclair, N. J. +23=2-2
April 23 Brooklyn (Brooklyn CC) +11=2-2

(Hermann Helms), New York Sun
(Hartwig Cassel) and New York
Evening Post (Horace Bigelow), in
conjunction with documents from a
private collection, allow the story to be
pieced together.

Akiva Rubinstein arrived for the first
and only time in the New World on
February 9, 1928. His visit appears to
have been made with little advance
notice, as two proposed events in which
he was to participate, a strong eight-
player round robin and a match with
Marshall, were canceled at the last
moment. As consolation he gave sev-
eral exhibitions in New York, made a
short tour of the Midwest visiting Chi-
cagoand Cincinnati, and finally played
a series of individual games against
some of America’s top players.

Rubinstein and his wife left England
on February 1 on board the steamship
Berengaria of the Cunard line. Delayed
by fog, the Rubinsteins finally arrived
in New York on February 9 where they

348

were met by a welcoming committee
headed by Capablanca. Ensconced at
the Hotel Majestic at 72nd St. and Cen-
tral Park West, Akiva acclimated for a
week before jumping into action at the
Manhattan Chess Club on February 16.
Facing future stars Isaac Kashdan and
Israel Horowitz as well as club presi-
dent Leonard Meyer, Rubinstein drew
in thirty-three moves in a carefully
played Ruy Lopez.

(496) Kashdan, Horowitz, Meyer —
Rubinstein

New York (Consultation), February
16, 1928

Ruy Lopez [C97]

lede52.5f3 5Hc63.4b5a64. Qa4
££65.0-0 L.e76.Hel b57.24b3d6
8.c30-09.h3 £Ha510.Q.c2c511.d4
Wc7 12.d5 He8 13.g4 g6 14.4h6
0g7 15.Hbd2 H)b7 16.5f1 Hd8
17.5)g3 6 18.Hh2 H)f7 19.4.€3
Ad7 20.Hgl &h8 21.%e2 Wb7
22.5)d2 Hg8 23.Hg2 Haf8 24.Hagl
¥c8 25.f3 2.d8 26.b3 He8 27.%d3
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Ne7 28.%e2 Wc7 29.%d3 Hc8
30.c4 b4 31.h4 a5 32.h5 g5 33.a4
Yo-Ys [American Chess Bulletin, March
1928, p. 54.]

Two days later Rubinstein made his
first appearance at New York’s other
great club, the Marshall. That evening
at 8 pm the Polish champion faced 24
players who had paid $2 apiece for the
privilege of having a crack at the leg-
end. No quarter was given, as
Rubinstein was forced to concede two
losses and two draws along with his
twenty wins. This does notseem like a
very impressive score until one discov-
ers that such well-known players as
Reinfeld, Santasiere and Bigelow were
among the victims.

Reinfeld wrote about the experience
many years later on page 27 of his book
How to Play Chess Like A Champion
(New York, 1956):

Ifyou had ever met Akiva Rubinstein, you
would never have thought of him as the
artistic type. He was short, thickset,
broad-shouldered, with undistinguished
features and conservative clothes. Yet
Rubinstein was famous for his uncanny
mastery of the most delicate technical
details as well as his exceptional skill in
playing beautiful combinations.

Many years ago I played in a simulta-
neous exhibition against Rubinstein.
Knowing his fame as a player of great
artistry, I naively expected him to have
long, tapering fingers. Instead they
turned out to be short and stubby. I was
disappointed, but not for long as I no-
ticed Rubinstein’s peculiar way of mov-
ing the Knight. Instead of lifting them
Jfrom square to square, as most players

do, Rubinstein would push them ahead
with his index finger and ring finger
close together. This sounds awkward;
but it was actually very graceful and
quietly menacing, giving an impression
of dynamic stored-up power which
might explode at any moment.

A curious feature of Rubinstein’s per-
sonality was that, unlike most chess
masters, he was strangely inarticulate.
He wrote very little, and the secrets of
this strangely aloof figure have re-
mained an enigma to this day. In con-
versation Rubinstein was equally inar-
ticulate. Without being unfriendly he
remained taciturn and withdrawn.

And so Rubinstein speaks to us only
through his masterpieces. But this is no
small achievement, for few masters
have equaled the artistry that lights up
Rubinstein’s games.

Among those to defeat Rubinstein in
the exhibition at the Marshall Chess
Club was Erling Tholfsen, who repre-
sented the U.S. later in the year at the
Hague Olympiad. Rubinstein also lost
to G. A. Hennell and drew with Milton
Hanauer and Rudolf Smirka.

(497) Rubinstein — Tholfsen

New York [Marshall CC (Simul)],
February 18, 1928

Queen’s Indian [E14]

1.d4 £)f6 2.c4 €6 3.2f3 b6 4.e3
Ab75.4d3 He4 6.0-0 f5 7.fd2
Hxd2 8.Hxd2 Wf6 9.%e2 Hcb
10.b3 A.d6 11.f4? Hxd4 12.%f2
Hc2 13.8xc2 Wxal 14.Hf3 Wf6
15.24d3 AQAc5 16.4b2 Qxe3
17. % xe3 Wxb2 18.Hf2 Wf6
19.5)e5 d6 20.)f3 0-0 0-1 [New
York Sun, March 2, 1928]
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Club Champion Abraham Kupchik
used the home-court advantage to good
effect in making a draw with the visit-
ing GM in a special exhibition game at
the Manhattan Chess Club.

(498) Kupchik — Rubinstein
New York (Exhibition), February 19, 1928
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

1.)f3 d5 2.d4 c5 3.c4 dxc4 4.e3
e6 5.0 xc4 Hf6 6.0-0 a6 7.H.e2
Hc6 8.a3 cxd4 9.exd4d fHe7
10.)¢c3 0-0 11.h3 ¥c7 12.Q.e3
Hd8 13.%c2 Qd7 14.Hacl QeS8
15.Hfd1 Hac8 16.b4 ¥b8 17.%b3
hé6 18.d5 &H)yxd5 19.5Yxd5 Hxd5
20.Hxd5 exds5 21.%xd5 QfS8
22.%e4 He7 23.9d3 g6 24.)d4
Excl 25.08.xc1 %d8 26.4b2 Qg7
27.98.c4 Y2-Y: [American Chess Bulle-
tin, March 1928, p. 54]

Rubinstein’s visittothe Rice Progressive
Chess Club was covered by Herman
Helms in the American Chess Bulletin
(March 1928, p. 56) and the Brooklyn
Daily Eagle (March 1, 1928). The fol-
lowing account merges these two reports.

Rice Progressive Chess Club Acclaims
Akiva Rubinstein

Hailed as one of the greatest chess
players of all time, Akiva Rubinstein,
champion of Poland, was fittingly hon-
ored last night at a dinner at the head-
quarters of the I. L. Rice Progressive
Chess Club of Manhattan, attended by
close upon 100 members and guests,
including representatives of all the
leading chess organizations of the city.
Morris Rothenberg, president of the
club, acted as toastmaster and, in the
course of his introductory remarks,

spoke feelingly of Oscar Chajes, who
was buried yesterday afternoon.

The list of speakers, in the order they
were called upon, included Charles
Jaffe, Frank J. Marshall, J. Kahn,
Hermann Helms, Albert B. Hodges,
Arthur Hirschberg, Dr. Oscar I
Lamberger, Ludwig B. Frey and Jacob
Bernstein.

Noach Nachbush of the Vilna Troupe
brought down the house with a humor-
ous recitation. The dinner committee
responsible for the very complete ar-
rangements consisted of J. Kahn, S.
Bikeles, A. Simchow and S. Baumblatt.

Pole Wins From Nine

At the conclusion of the dinner,
Rubinstein played simultaneously
against ten opponents, winning nine
games and losing one to A. Simchow.

His other opponents were Dr. Leo H.
Schlesinger, S. Baumblatt, N. Clompoos,
Dr. F. Ackerman, Boris Steinberg, M.
Stern, M. Dalu and E. Farago. [Note only
eight names are given.]

Among those present last night were the
following: Dr. F. Ackerman, S.
Blaumblatt, J. Bernstein, S. Bekeles, N.
Clompoos, M. Cohen, M. Dalu, Otto
Deck, Dr. S. Dietz, 1. Eckstein, E.
Farago, Ludwig B. Frey, Charles Geist,
Dr. H. Gottlieb, D. Greenberg, L.
Halger, H. Helms, A. Hirschberg, A. B.
Hodges, Dr. H. Horowitz, Charles
Jaffe, Dr. Is. Keidanz, J.A. Kogan, Mr.
and Mrs. A. Kupchik, Dr. Oscar 1.
Lamberger, Miss Regina Luzzatti, S.
Lubowsky, Mr. and Mrs. E.J. Marshall,
Leonard B. Meyer, M. Mishook, Dr. L.
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Mosky, Noach Nachbush, Dr. I. Nadle,
N. Pearlman, M. Rothenberg, Mr. and
Mrs. Akiva Rubinstein, Dr. L.H.
Schlesinger, Dr. S. and Mrs. Schneider,
A. Simchow, Boris Steinberg, M. Stern,
Morris P. Stern and J. Zeaman.

Rubinstein was kept active during his
stay in New York. Here are accounts of
two other simuls.

In his exhibition at the Stuyvesant
Chess Club Tuesday night Rubinstein
was pitted against 34 opponents, win-
ning 24, drawing 5 and losing 5. The
winners were Dr. Joseph M.
Zellermayer, O. Wollman, A. Juschus,
L. Miller and F. Dunst. Those who drew
were S. Katz, L. Millstein, J. Janiger,
N. Lessing and P. Geschwindt. [Brook-
Iyn Daily Eagle, March 1, 1928]

After giving a simultaneous exhibition
at the Brooklyn Jewish Center Club on
Wednesday evening [March 7] against
sixteen players, winning fourteen and
drawing two, with Harry Zirn and Ben-
jamin Buss, intwo and a quarter hours,
Akiva Rubinstein left for Chicago, in-
tending to give a simultaneous exhibi-
tion at the Chicago Chess Club. He will
stay in that city two or three days to
give similar exhibitions in two other
clubs and on the 17th of this month he
will star at the Cincinnati Chess Club.
1tis, however, possible that he will also
play in some other cities on his way
back East. If a match or some other
tournament can be arranged, he will
prolong his visit in this country, other-
wise he will return early to Europe.
[New York Sun, March 29, 1928]

One unsolved mystery regarding
Rubinstein’s visit to the United States
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is whether he ever made it to Chicago.
The available evidence would seem to
say yes. More than one New York
newspaper wrote of the upcoming visit
to Chicago and Cincinnati. We know
without a doubt he was in the latter city
and with that fact and the information
on his earlier activities can pin down
his visit to Chicago to somewhere be-
tween March 9th and 17th. We even
know that he was due at the Chicago
Chess Club and that one of its mem-
bers, Samuel Factor, not only knew
Rubinstein but had played with him in
their native Poland and the Netherlands.

Unfortunately no concrete evidence has
been discovered that shows that Akiva
was in Chicago. None of the New York
chess columns reported on any
Rubinstein activities in the Windy City
(or Cincinnati for that matter). The
Cleveland Plain Dealer column, which
gave games from the Cincinnati exhi-
bition, has nothing to say regarding a
Chicago stop. The matter is compli-
cated by the lack of an Illinois chess
magazine at the time (the /llinois State
Chess Association Monthly Bulletin
would not start until 1934). Ken
Whyld’s Chess Columns has no Chi-
cagochesscolumnsbeing published in
1928 and the great American chess his-
torian Frank Skoff, who lived in Chicago
for much of his life, was of the opinion
that Rubinstein never visited. Still, we
believe the odds are likely that Rubinstein
visited Chicago and may well have en-
gaged in some chess activity. We see him
spending several days in Chicago and
then heading back to New York, stopping
in Cincinnati along the way.

Rubinstein’s visit to Cincinnati was
covered in the Cincinnati Post of March



The Life & Games of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years

19 and the Cleveland News of April 8
and June 7.

The article in the Post gave the follow-
ing account but no games.

The mezzanine floor of the Sinton Ho-
tel provided the venue for the March
19 simultaneous exhibition in the
Queen City. The Polish great was given
a rough reception in the exhibition
whichstarted at 8 p.m. He lost five and
drew one game out of twenty-nine.
Those winning were Meyers Zeligs,
captain of the University of Cincinnati
chess team, William Harris, Richard
Martinez, former Lorain county chess
champion, Mr. Radspinner of Aurora,
Indiana, and Professor C. M.
Hutchings of the University of Cincin-
nati, with Desire Danczowski obtain-
ing a draw.

The following four games come from
the chess and checkers column of the
Cleveland News which was edited by
Irving Spero.

(499) Rubinstein — Hutchings
Cincinnati (Simul), March 19, 1928
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4 €6 2.c4 Hf6 3.03 d5 4.0.85
Hbd7 5.e3 Q.e76.c3 0-0 7.Hcl
b6 8.cxd5 exds 9.8d3 Hb7
10.He5 Hxe5 11.dxe5 Hes
12.8f4 Hc513.Qe2 Heb614.4.83
Nc5 15.0-0 d4 16.exd4 HHxd4
17.0d3 Wg5 18.0e4? Hxe4
19.5Yxe4 Wxcl 20.Wxcl He2+
21.&h1 Hxcl 22.Hxcl A.d4 23.b3
Hac8 24.h4 f5 25.exf6 Q.xf6
26.%h2c5 27.Hh3 Ecd8 28.f3 h5
29.0d6 Ef730.b4 cxb4 31.Q xb4
Des5 32.4d2 Qf4 33.Q xf4 Eixf4

352

34.5)g5 Ha4 35.Hc7 He8 36.Ec2
b5 37.He4 EdAS8 38.%g3 Ec4
39.He2 b4 40.8f4 a5 41.Fe5 a4
42.3eb6 b3 43.axb3 axb3 44.Hb2
Hb8 0-1 [Cleveland News, April 8,
1928]

(500) Martinez — Rubinstein
Cincinnati (Simul) March 19, 1927
Scotch [C45]

1.e4 H)c6 2.H)f3 e5 3.d4 exd4
4.53xd4 Q.c5 5.9e3 Qb6 6.xc3
Hge77.2.c4Ha58.9e2d59.413
c5 10.b4 cxd4 11.bxa5 dxe3
12.axb6 exf2+ 13.Hxf2 & xb6+
14.He2dxe4 15.5)xe4 0-0 16.Hel
De6 17.9f1 &Hf5 18.8bl1 Q.c4+
19.8e2 He3d+ 20.Hgl Wd4
21.f2 Hfe8 22.Q xc4 Wxc4
23. % xb7?? Hab8 24.Hxe3 Hec8
25.Hael h6 26.%xa7 ¥Wxc2
27.%d7 %xa2 28.He8+ Hxe8
29.Exe8+ Exe8 30.%xe8+ Hh7
31.%el f5 32.h3 Wc2 33.We5
Ybil+ 34.%h2 Wc2 35.9Hh1 g5
36.,083 f4 37.)f5 Hg6 38. g7+
1-0 [Cleveland News, January 20,
1929]

(501) Rubinstein — Radspinner
Cincinnati (Simul), March 19, 1928
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4 d5 2.6f3 H)f6 3.c4 €6 4.0.85
Hbd7 5.e3 Qe7 6.5Hc3 0-0 7.Hcl
He4 8.9 xe7 Wxe7 9.cxds Hdf6
10.dxe6 Q. xe6 11. Q.d3 HHxc3
12.bxc3 Had8 13.0-0 Hd5 14.c4
Eh5 15.5e5 g6 16.%e2 He8 17.
f4 ¥h4 18.g3 ¥h3 19.Hc2 6
20.5)f3 A6 21.e4 He8 22.¢c5 H)f7
23.0c4 Q.c8 24.e5 Hf8 25.Wd2
fxe5 26.H)xe5 Hh6 27.d5 Hg4s
28.%c3 Hxh2 29.Hg2 Hxfl
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30.4xf1 ¥hil+ 31.%f2 Hexes
32.Hgl ¥Wxd5 33.fxe5 Hf5+
34.Pel ¥xes5+ 0-1 [Cleveland
News, June 17, 1928]

(502) Harris — Rubinstein
Cincinnati (Simul), March 19, 1928
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D60]

1.d4 €6 2.c4d5 3.9)c3 Hf6 4.2.85
Hbd75.e3 Qe76.5)f30-07.4d3
dxc4 8.0 xc4 a6 9.a3 ¢510.0-0 b5
11.2d3 Ab712.8.c2 Hc8 13.Hcl
Whb6 14.9e5 cxd4 15.H)xd 7 Hxd7
16.Q.xe7 Hfe8 17.%d3 g6 18. A b4
dxc319.4 xc3 Hc5 20.¥d4 e5 21.
YWh4 We6 22.Hcd1 Ha4 23.Q.xa4
Ec4 24.4.b3 Hxh4 25.Q xe6 Hxeb6
26. Hd8+ &g7 27.f4 Qe4 28.2d7
g5 29. Axe5+ &gb 30.g3 1-0
[Cleveland News, June 17, 1928]

Simultaneous Play by Rubinstein

In his simultaneous exhibition of chess
play against a combined team of 27
representing the Montclair and Leonia
Chess Clubs at The Crescent in
Montclair, N. J., on March 22, Akiva
Rubinstein defeated twenty-three, drew
with two and lost to two. John W.
Brunnemer of Westwood, a member of
the Leonia Chess Club, and holder of
the New Jersey State championship,
was the first to win from the noted Eu-
ropean master in 25 moves. The other
victory scored against the master was
by Montclair Chess Club president W.
N. Witt of Montclair. The drawn games
were scored by Dr. Paul Truesdell of
Montclair and A. E. Cowdrey of
Bloomfield. Prizes were awarded to
these four and also G. P. Sanborn and
M. Ferber, both of Montclair, who held
out the longest. [Note M. Ferber of

Montclair is given as J. H. Faerber from
Palisade Park in the Brooklyn Daily
Eagle of March 29.] [American Chess
Bulletin, 1928, p.76]

(503) Rubinstein — Brunnemer
Montclair (Simul), March 22, 1928
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 Q.¢53.54f3 d6 4.)c3
&6 5.8.¢c4 Hc6 6.d3 Qg4 7.h3
D xf3 8. W xf3 We79.f5h610.H)e2
0-0-011.c3 ¥d7 12.b4 L b6 13.a4
a5 14.bxas §yxa5 15.Qa2 ds5
16.Qe3 dxe4 17.dxe4d R xe3
18.%xe3 b8 19.Ff2 Wd3
20.5)g3 Wc2+ 21.%gl Hd2
22.%f3 Hhd8 23.%h2 Ef2
24.Hhcl ¥xcl 25. % xf2 ¥xal 0-
1 [Brooklyn Daily Eagle, March 29,
1928]

(504) Rubinstein — Witt
Montclair (Simul), March 22, 1928
Chigorin [D07]

1.3 H)c6 2.d4 d5 3.e3 D6 4.c4
Ags 5. %b3 Hb8 6.cxd5 QA xf3
7.8xf3 Hxd5 8.5)¢c3 Hxc3 9.bxc3
e6 10.04d3 Wd5 11.e4 Wxb3
12.axb3 a6 13.f4 g6 14.Qe3 Qg7
15.h4 h5 16.b4 Ha7 17.Fe2 H)bs
18.%d2 c6 19.e5 Hd8 20.Q.e4
Hd7 21.c4 Hc7 22.FHc2 Ha8
23.Hhd1 Qf8 24.%b3 Qe7 25.d5
cxd5 26.cxd5 exd5 27.f5 gxf5
28. Q4. xf5+ &He8 29.Hacl Heb
30.2xd5 Q. xh4 31.82d6 Q.d8
32.4xe6 fxe6 33.Hxeb6+ Hf7
34.H2d6 h4 35.f£4 h3 36.&c4??

A miscalculation on the part of the
master. The rook is needed to stop
Black's h-pawn — Helms.

353



The Life & Games of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years

36...Hc8+ 37.Q.c5 b6 38.f5 bxc5
39.bxc5 h2 40.82h1 Qe7 41.82d7
Hxc5+ 42.%d4 Bh4+ 0-1 [Brook-
Iyn Daily Eagle, March 29, 1928]

Rubinstein’s next public appearance,
on April 23, was at the Brooklyn Chess
Club at 106 Montague street. There an
exhibition, held under the auspices of
the New York Commercial League, saw
Rubinstein score eleven wins, two
losses and two draws. One of the two
defeats was to young Sydney Bernstein.

Helms said in his column of April 26:

The names of Rubinstein and Bernstein
have been coupledtogether on a num-
ber of occasions. In 1907 Rubinstein
and Ossip Bernstein shared first place
at Ostende. At Carlsbad 1923 Jacob
Bernstein distinguished himself win-
ning a nice game against Rubinstein.
On Monday evening Sydney Bernstein,
the youngest member of the Brooklyn
Chess Club (age 16), continued the tra-
dition.

(505) Rubinstein — S. Bernstein

New York, Brooklyn CC (Simul), April
23,1928

Alekhine [B04]

1.e4 6 2.e5 £d5 3.d4 d6 4.2f3
A6 5.c4 Hb6 6.e6 fxeb 7.)g5 5
8.d5 Hd49.Qe3

The immediate 9.4d3 is preferable.
9...e6 10.4.d3 g6 11.h4 exd5
12.cxd5 Af5 13.4.xd4 Q. xd3
14. %xd3

More complicated, but, as we shall see,
better was 14.84xb6 Axbl 15.0eb.
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14...exd4 15.%'xd4 ¥e7+ 16.&d1

After 16.9e6, Black has at his disposal
16...Hg8 17.0-0 Ag7, or 16... Hxd5!?
17.%xh8 (17.%xd5 ®d7 or 17..5f7)
17...%xeb+, and 18...0-0-0.
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16...0-0-0! 17.5)e6

If 17.%xh8 Ag7 18.%xh7 ¥f6 19.h5
Eh8, and Black wins — Helms.

17...84h6 18.5)xd8 Q.g7 19.Wg4+
Hxd8 20.Hel &7 21.)c3 Wxf2
22.He2 Wf1+ 23.Hel ¥d3+
24.cl Qh6+ 0-1 [Brooklyn Daily
Eagle, April 26, 1928]

Having succeeded in winning the ex-
change from Akiva Rubinstein in Mon-
day night's exhibition at the Brooklyn
Chess Club, Dr J. Enrique Garcia,
President of the Philidor Chess Club,
offered a draw to his famous opponent
and this was promptly accepted. The
offer was a magnanimous one, as Black
was winning.

(506) Rubinstein — Garcia
New York (Simul) April 23, 1928
Semi-Slav [D45]

1.d4 HHYf6 2.c4 €6 3.5)c3 d5 4.e3
Ae7 5.5f3 c6 6.He5 Hbd7 7.f4
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0-0 8.8d3 dxc4 9.Qxc4 &H)b6
10.4b3 Hbd5 11.0-0 Hxc3
12.bxc3 Wa5 13.c4 Ed8 14.%c2
c5 15.9 b2 cxd4 16.exd4 Qd7
17.Hael Hac8 18.f5 exf5
19.5Yxd7 Hxd7 20.He5? &c7
21.Bexf5 Hg4 22.g3 HHe3 23. %12
D xf1 24. ¥ xf1 Q£6 Y2-Y2 [Brooklyn

Daily Eagle, April 26, 1928]
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Pole Meets Resistance

Two hard-fought games in the
Rubinstein exhibition at the Brooklyn
Chess Club were those of K. H. Burns
and T. A. Dunst, out of which the Pol-
ish champion scored 1% points. Burns
had defended valiantly for 62 moves
and had a draw in hand, when com-
pelled to move rapidly, he made a slip
that cost him the game. Dunst, on the
other hand, reached an ending with bish-
ops of opposite colors and obtained a
well-earned draw. Rubinstein'’s final
scorewas eleven wins, two losses (one of
the winners was A. Rosz), and two draws.

(507) Rubinstein — Burns
Brooklyn (Simul), April 23, 1928
Ruy Lopez [C66]

1.e4 e52.)f3 Hc6 3.4 b5d6 4.d4
Ad75.2c3 Hf6 6.0-0 Q.e7 7.Hel
a6 8.Q.11 0-0 9.b3 exd4 10.H)xd4

Hxd4 11. ¥ xd4 He8 12.8b2 c5
13.%d2 Q.c6 14.Hadl ¥c7
15.%f4 Had8 16.He3 Wc8
17.Hd5 Q.xd5 18.exd5 g4
19.¥xg4 Hyxg4 20.Hg3 H)f6 21.c4
Hd7 22.Hel &f8 23.4d3 H)h5
24.Hge3 h6 25.4.c2 Hdd8 26.b4
Ag5 27.Bxe8+ Hxe8 28.Hxe8+
Y xe8 29.bxc5 dxc5 30.Qf5 b6
31.Q.c8a532.g3 4£633.4.c1 Q.e5
34.9g2 Hd8 35. 4.5 H)f6 36.Hf3
c7 37.e2 Hd8 38.f4 Ad4
39.a4 He8 40.g4 Hd6 41.9d3
&e7 42.h4 Hf8 43.g5 hxgs
44.fxg5 g6 45.Qf4 Ye7 46.9f3
Qd7 47.g4 Ye7 48.9f3 Hd7
49.0e3 Axe3 50.Hxe3 Ve7
51.9f4 Hf8 52.Fe5 Ye7 53.Q.e2
&Hc8 54.h5 gxh5 55.4.xh5 Hd6
56.Q.€2 &) c8
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57.d6+!! Hyxd6 58.Hd5 &Hd7
59.Q4g4+ Hc7 60.4h3 Hes8
61.Fe5 £Hd6 62. 916 Hd8 63.Q.82
Xc7 64.Qd5 1-0 [Brooklyn Daily
Eagle, May 24, 1928]

(508) Rubinstein — Dunst
Brooklyn (Simul), April 23, 1928
French [C10]

l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Hhc3 dxe4
4.5yxe4 HA7 5.3 Hgf6
6. xf6+ Hyxf6 7.4d3 c5 8.0-0
He7 9.dxc5 Hxc5 10.9.g5 0-0
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11.%e2h6 12.4h4 § e7 13.Hadl
Yc7 14.Efel Qd7 15.9e5 Had8
16.c3 £.c617.5)xc6 Wxc618.4 b1l
g6 19.h3 Hxd1 20.Hxd1 HdS8
21.Bxd8+ Q xd8 22.We3 Wds
23.%d3 Qe7 24.4xf6 ¥xd3
25.8.xd3 QA xf6 26.&Hf1 &Hf8
27.8e2 Le7 28.Q.b5 Q.85 29.%d3
A.£430.a4 Q.c7 31.b4 Qb6 32.f3
A.d8 33.a5 A.c7 34.a6 b6 35.Q.c6
0d6 36.Hcs Qe5 37.Qa4 f5
38.Q.c2 Hd6 39.Q.a4 g5 40.Qe8
Af6 41.g4 f4 42.086 Ag7
43.3d3 Hc6 44.c4 Af8 45.Q.e8+
Yc7 46.Hed Hd8 47.4f7 He7
48.0 g8 Hf6 49.c5 bxc5 50.b5 c4
51.b6 Q.¢552.b7 £.d653.FHd4 e5+
54.Fxc4 Fe7 55.Hd5 Qb8 -
[Brookyln Daily Eagle, May 24, 1928]

Proposed International Tournament
in New York

How far along were the Manhattan
Chess Club organizers in planning New
York 1928 till financial problems
caused it to collapse? They were quite
far advanced. The site was to be the
same as New York 1927 — the Hotel
Manhattan Square. The eight invitees
scheduled to play included Capablanca,
Marshall, Rubinstein, Maroczy, Ed-
ward Lasker, N. T. Whitaker, Kupchik,
and J. S. Morrison with Kashdan and
Tholfsen as reserves. The dates of play
were to be April 6-16 with the rounds
held from 8:30 p.m. to 12:30 a.m. daily,
except Sundays when they were to be
2:30to 6:30 p.m. The time control was
set for 35 moves in two hours with Dr.
Norbert Lederer serving as secretary
and tournament manager, Julius Finn
as referee, and L. B. Meyer as judge of
special prizes. Prizes were $500 for
first, $300 for second, and $200 for
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third with $30 per point for non-prize
winners.

Unfortunately, the event never came to
pass. Norbert Lederer, who was a big
supporter of Capablanca, gives his
opinion why in the following letter to
the Cuban dated March 2, 1928.

Dear Capa,

Just a line to tell you that the proposed
little tournament is off, as it is quite
impossible to work with these masters
on any rational basis.

Rubinstein asked for living expenses
and 3500 for traveling expenses from
Europe and back, which, however, he
was then willing to reduce to a flat
guarantee of $500, including his prize.

Marshall writes as per copy enclosed
which needs no comment.

Kupchik likewise needs about 3150 and
Whittaker claims, with some justifica-
tion, that he should receive his cash
outlay for the tournament. Under these
conditions there is no possible chance
of raising the funds and personally I
am so far too disgusted with their vari-
ous attitudes, especially Marshalls, to
proceed any further in the matter.

I suppose that you have heard that
Chajes died.

Kindest regards,
Norbert Lederer

The American Chess Bulletin of March
1928, p.56, repeats in public Lederer’s
claimthat“the hitch came when he and
Marshall could not reach an agree-
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ment.” As a former world champion,
Capablanca, understandably, was to re-
ceive the best financial guarantees for the
tournament. However, it is a little strange
that only he would receive any expense
money. Lederer, in an earlier letter to
Capablanca, had made a $2000 toumna-
ment budget that broke down as follows:

Prizes $1,000
Non-prize winners $300
Capablanca’s stay $200
Incidentals $100
Expenses of the playing room $400

The failure to hold the proposed New
York International led to attempts to
hold a rematch between Rubinstein and
Marshall. Twenty years earlier they had
played a match in Warsaw. The April
1928 issue of the St. Louis publication
The Gambit (and the Brooklyn Daily
Eagle of March 29) had this to say
about the match:

Plans are afoot for a series of eight to
ten match games between Frank J.
Marshall and Akiva Rubinstein to be
played at several of the clubs in New
York, if the proper conditions can be
financed. Play may begin within two or
three weeks. The principals have
agreed to have afternoon and evening
sessions and to play under a time limit
of 30 moves for the first two hours and
15 moves thereafter.

Julius Finn of 80 Maiden Lane, Man-
hattan, has consented to act as trea-
surer of the fund which it is necessary
to raise.

An extract from a letter sent by Lederer
to Capablanca, dated April 6, sheds some
light on why this match did not come off:

Dear Capa,

Thanks for your letter of March 31st. |
have, of course, returned the money
already collected for the tournament
and now they are trying to get up a
match between Rubinstein and
Marshall; I have not only refused to co-
operate, but have also so informed my
friends who say they will not contrib-
ute. Nemerov and Leonard Meyer have
likewise refused to have anything to do
with the matter, and I have written to
Kuhns that I am through with tourna-
ments and that I therefore could not
accept the Chairmanship of the Tour-
nament Committee.

The April 25 New York Evening Post
reported that the proposed Rubinstein-
Marshall match, slated to take the place
of the international, also fell through.
Instead, in its place, a series of exhibi-
tion games against some of the top
players of the Manhattan Chess Club
was held. Rubinstein started strongly
scoring wins in his first two games, but
was unable to convert several favorable
positions in his remaining encounters
and finished an undefeated 4-2.

The first three games, while not part of
the exhibition series, were also played
under tournament-like conditions in
New York.

(509) Rubinstein — Tenner
New York (Exhibition #1), April 28, 1928
Vienna [C26]

1.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 Hc6 3.5)¢c3 Hnf6
4.d3 Qb4 5.5 ge2 d5 6.exd5
Hxd5 7.0-0 § xc3 8.bxc3 0-09.f4
Ag410.%el A xe211.xe2 Hxc3
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Feb. 16 Rubinstein-Kashdan+Horowitz+Meyer Ya-Ya
Feb. 19 Rubinstein-Kupchik Ya-Ya
April 9 Rubinstein-Jaffe (match) 1-0
April 28 Rubinstein-Tenner 1-0
April 29 Beihoff-Rubinstein 0-1
May 1 Rubinstein-Kashdan Ya-Ya
May 3 Steiner-Rubinstein Yo=Y
May 5 Rubinstein-Phillips Va-Ya
May 6 Kupchik-Rubinstein Va-Ya

12.%el b5 13. ¥ xc3 bxc4 14.Q.e3
Wwd5 15.dxc4 We4 16.Hael Wf5
17.fxe5 ¥Wxe5 18. % xe5 Hyxes
19.8f4 Hyxcsd 20.Q.xc7 EHfeS8
21.Hxe8+ Hxe8 22.Hf4 He3
23.Ha4 £Yyxc2 24.Hxa7 £5 25.%f2
AHb4 26.a4 HA3+ 27.Hf3 g5
28.Ha5 Hel+ 29.Hf2 HA3+
30.9f3 Hel+ 31.Hg3 He2
32.Hxf5 Hxg2+ 33.%h3 h6 34.a5
Hh7 35.a6 g6 36.a7 Hgl
37.a8(%) g4+ 38.%h4 Hxf5
39.%d5+ Hf6 40.0.d8+ Hgb6
41.%e6+ 1-0

George J. Beihoff shared the title of
New York state champion with Leonard
Meyer in 1913.

(510) Beihoff — Rubinstein
New York (Exhibition #2), April 29, 1928
Giuoco Piano [C53]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 &H)c6 3.Qc4 Ac5
4.c3 We7 5.d3 &Hf6 6.2.g5 h6
7.4h4d68.54bd2g59.4g3 Hh5
10.%c2

Not 10.2xe5? Hxg3 11.9xcb Wf6, and
Black wins.

10...4f4 11.Hg1 Wf6 12.Q xf4
gxf4 13.55b3 Ab6 14.0-0-0 Ad7
15.%€20-0-0 16.%b1 h517.4 b5
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a6 18.Q.c4 h4 19.h3 Hhg8 20.d4
Hg7 21.%d3 Hdg8 22.Hel exd4
23.cxd4
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23...d5! 24.Q.xd5 H)b4 25.Wf3
Hyxd5 26.exd5 He8 27.5Hc5 A.b5
28.Wc3 Wf5+ 29.Hed3 f3
30.2del Hxel+ 31.Hxel fxg2
32.5)e4 ¥xe4 33.Hxe4 g1 (&)+
34.5)el Hb8 35.a4 QA xa4 36.d6
cxd6 37.¥b4 ¥g6 38.d5 Qb5 39.
a2 Q.c5 0-1 [Brooklyn Daily Eagle,
May 3, 1928)

(511) Rubinstein — Kashdan
New York (Exhibition #3), May 1, 1928
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D65]

1.c4 £Hf6 2.d4 €6 3.5)c3d5 4.Q4.85
Hbd7 5.e3 c6 6.Xf3 Qe7 7.Hcl
0-08.%c2a69.cxd5exd510.4.d3
He8 11.0-0 &8 12.0d2 H g6
13.Hfel Hg4 14.0 xe7 Yxe7
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Isaac Kashdan and his sons Howard
(older) and Richard around 1950.

15.0f1 4.d7 16.f3 £H)f6 17.Ha4
Had8 18.5c5 H.¢8 19.b4 Wc7
20.a24 He7 21.b5 axbs5 22.axb5s
Hde8 23.bxc6 bxc6 24.H)Hab Q. xab
25.Qxa6 He6 26.4d3 Ha8
27.%c3 Bd6 28.He2 He7 29.8b1
Hdd8 30.Heb2 Ha731.£)d2 Hda8
32.9b3 Hd7 33.2c5 Hxc5
34.%xc5 g6 35.83 Has5 36.%c3
Hal37.Hxal Hxal+38.9f2%a7
39. Wb4 f6 40.%Yb8+ ¥Wxb8
41.Hxb8+ Hf7 42.0 bl Heb 43.g4
Hab6 44.%e2 &f7 45.h4

Contemporary reports indicate that
Kashdan, in a moment of abstraction,
completely forgot that his clock was tick-
ing alongside. Before he made his 45th
move, his third hour had expired (the time
control was 30 moves in two hours fol-
lowed by 15 in an hour), but Rubinstein
sportingly agreed to continue.

45...Ha7 46.h5 &g7 47.8f2 Yh6
48.He8 gxh5 49.gxh5 £f5 50.2f8
&g7 51.He8 Hh6 52.89g3 Hxh5
53.Hf4 Hg6+ 54.Hxf5 HE7+

55.e6 Hxf3 56. &d7 Ef6
57.Q.c2 &g4 58.Qa4 Hf8+ 59.
Fe7 Heb+ 60.Hxf8 Hxe8+
61.Hxe8 HFf3 62.He7 Hxe3
63.Hd6 Hxd4 64.Qxc6 %-Y
[Brooklyn Daily Eagle, May 10, 1928]

(512) H. Steiner — Rubinstein
New York (Exhibition #4), May 3, 1928
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D28]

1.d4d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.e3 Y6 4.)f3
€65.08xc4c56.0-0a6 7. %e2 Hcb6
8.Hd1 ¥Wc7 9.a3 cxd4 10.exd4
fe7 11.8¢c3 0-0 12.4g5 hé
13.9h4 Hd8 14.Hacl Qd7
15.08.xf6 O x£6 16.d5 He5 17.dxeb
Wxc4d 18. W xc4 Hxc4d 19.8xd7
Hxd7 20.exd7 HdS8 21.He4 Hxd7
22.g4 Hxb2 23.5)xf6+ gxf6
24.5Yh4 Hd3 25.Hd1 b5 26..)f5
Yh7 27.He3 a5 28.Eb1 HEb7
29.5c4! Hc7 30.5yxa5 Hc2
31.Exb5 H)yxf2 32.Eb4 Hh3+
33.&f1 Exh2 34.a4 Ha2 35.5)c6
g6 36.a5 &g5 37.5)d8 Hxas
38.5\ xf7+ g6 39.8g2 g5 40.
£d6 Ha2+ 41.8g3 Ha3+ 42.8g2
O3 43.9g3 Hel+ 44.9h2 Hd3
45.80d4 He546.9g2 g5 47.5)c4
Has 48.5)xe5 Ha2+ 49.%g3 fxe5
50.He4 Ha3+51.9f2 &Hf652.He2
Pe6 53.2b2 Hd3 54.Hb6+ HdA6
55.Hb5 &f6 56.Fe3 Hab 57.Hc5
Ha3+ 58.9f2 Hal 59.%e3 FHeb
60.2b5 Ha3+ 61.Hf2 Y-V [New
York Evening Post, May 1928]

(513) Rubinstein — Phillips
New York (Exhibition #5) May 5, 1928
Queen’s Pawn [DO05]

1.d4 e6 2.5Yf3 &Hf6 3.e3 d5 4.b3
b6 5.2b2 He4 6.2.d3 A b7 7.0-0
Hd7 8.55bd2 f5 9.c4 c6 10.Hcl
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Hc8 11.%e2 4d6 12.Hc2 0-0
13.8Bfcl %We7 14.6f1 Ha3
15.Q.xa3 ¥Wxa3 16.%el We7 17.b4
c518.a3a6 19.Hes5 Hxe5 20.dxe5
dxc4 21. Q. xc4 b5 22.Q e2 c4 23.f3
g5 24.a4 HHYf7 25.£4 Qe4 26.Ha2
Wb7 27.Hg3 QAd5 28.Q4.f1 Hfd8
29.5)e2 Ha8 30.5)d4 g6 %-%
[Brooklyn Daily Eagle, May 10, 1928]

The last of the players to encounter
Akiva Rubinstein in the series of exhi-
bition games at the Manhattan Chess
Club was Abe Kupchik, the club cham-
pion. As was to have been expected,
the visiting master had his hands full.
After 33 moves Rubinstein complicated
matters by offering the sacrifice of a
knight, which Kupchik did not see fit to
take. At this stage the Polish Champion
had a slight edge on the position, but was
unable to make anything out of it. A draw
was recorded after 67 moves.

(514) Kupchik — Rubinstein

New York (Exhibition #6), May 6 and
12, 1928

Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D27]

Notes by Helms from the Brookiyn
Daily Eagle, May 17, 1928.

1.Hf3 d5 2.d4 c5 3.c4 dxc4 4.e3
€65.Q.xc4 Hf6 6.0-0a6 7.)c3 b5
8.4b3 A b7 9.dxc5 Hbd7 10.c6
Axc6 11.H4d4 Qb7 12.%e2 Hc5
13.Q.c2 Hc8 14.a3 e5 15.0)f5 g6
16.5g3 YWc7 17.Q4d2 Qe7
18.Hacl ¥b6 19.b4 He6 20.2fd1
0-0 21.94.b3 h5 22.h3 h4 23..0f1
Hfd8 24.H h2 &g7 25.)f3 e4
26.Hh2 Hd3 27.Qel HcdS8
28.8c2 Hxd1l 29.Hxd1l Hxd1l
30.%xd1 Wc7 31.4f1 YeS
32.4b1 Ng5 33.e2
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33...f3+ 34.&h1

If 34.gxf3 exf3 35.0f4 ¥g5+ 36. $hl
fd6, and Black wins.

34...)xel

Instead, 34...£d5 might have been
played here with effect.

35.%xel QAd6 36.HHd4 AQA.d5
37.24.d1 A.c738.Q.e2 He8 39.¥c3
Ab7 40.Hg1 Hf6 41.%c1 Ad6
42.5)c6 Ye843.5)d4 We5 44.5)c6
Wes 45.5d4 We7

Helms writes that the game was ad-
journed at this point and resumed on
May 12. This makes sense, since the
time controls were at moves 30, 45, and
60. Other sources have the game being
adjourned at move 49 which is also
possible, because that may have been
when the six hours of play had elapsed.

46.b3 Hd7 47.%d1 Yes
48.%d4 Wxd4 49.Hxd4 Hes
50.2)d2 f5 51.&f1 &Hf6 52.Fel
&6 53.52b3 He5 54.5xc6+
A xc6 55.Hd2 Qd7 56.5Hd4 g5
57.f3 Qc7 58.fxe4 fxe4 59.a4
bxa4 60.8.xa6 4.b6 61.5)c2 N eb
62.5Ha3 Qa7 63.Qe2 Ad5



Rubinstein in America

64.4d1 Qb3 65.Qe2 Ad5
66.2.d1 Qb3 67.Q.e2 %:-Y;

Horace Bigelow, in his column in the
New York Evening Post of May 16, re-
ports that Rubinstein was active right
up to the eve of his departure.

A proposed three-game match with
Charles Jaffe of the Isaac L. Rice Pro-
gressive Chess Club, scheduled for May
9, 11, and 13 had to be cancelled after
one game because of the illness of C.J.
In the only game contested Rubinstein
was winning at adjournment when Jaffe
was forced to discontinue play.

Rubinstein and his wife set sail for Europe
on the steamship Olympic of the White Line,
leaving New York on the evening of May
18. While Rubinstein was in the United
States, Capablanca made his famous pro-
posal to change the rules of chess. Here is
Rubinstein’s reply.

Rubinstein Opposes Change
Advocated by Capablanca
by Hermann Helms

Akiva Rubinstein, the chess champion
of Poland, now in this country and who
will play serious chess here for the first
time during his career when he con-
ducts one side of a consultation game
at the Manhattan Chess Club this
evening, took a hand yesterday in the
discussion which is raging around the
startling proposition put forward by
Jose R. Capablanca of Havana to make
radical changes in the ancient pastime
which has stood the test of centuries of
practice and made him what he is to-
day-one of Cuba's favorite sons-as a
result of his being so pre-eminent in the
field of chess.

The consensus as expressed in inter-
views printed in the first two of a series
of articles in The Eagle Tuesday and
yesterday was overwhelmingly in favor
of retaining the game in its so-called
European form, as distinguished from
the several Oriental games from which
it was evolved. At present the conser-
vatives are presenting a strong front in
defense of the game they love so well.

It remains to be seen what the liberals,

not to mention the “hypermoderns,”
have to say about it. They are a bit slow
in making themselves heard. Most of
them are doubtless stunned by the sug-

gestion, which is so radical that no one
will blame them.

At the best one must stop to gather his
wits when faced with the idea of intro-
ducing more complications into a game
that still mystifies the great army of
chess devotees, with the exception only
of such supermen as Dr. Alekhine,
Capablanca and Dr. Lasker, to mention
only three of the greatest. And even they,
much as they know, are not invincible,
for they, too, have been known to lose
at this most exasperating of games.

Rubinstein, who is staying with his wife
at the Hotel Majestic in Manhattan,
smiled good-naturedly when told about
Capablanca’s latest whim. The Polish
expert is on excellent terms with the
former world champion. Be it known,
however, that, although he has not risen
quite so high as Capablanca, he has
no reason to play second fiddle to any-
one when it comes to comparing
records. Against the Cuban he has
played four times in tournaments, mak-
ing a score of one win (at San
Sebastian) and three draws. If this
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counts for anything at all, it entitles him
to speak with authority.

“As I understand it,” said Rubinstein
last night, “Capablanca believes that
chess theory has advanced so far that
it is time to change its fundamental
laws. He proposes to increase the num-
ber of squares on the board. His rea-
son for this radical suggestion is that
it has become too easy even for ordi-
nary players to draw against opponents
of the first rank. For my part I cannot
endorse that idea and am inclined to
question the validity of his logic.

“Inthe first place, chess as now played
is good enough for the millions who
love it and myself, too. Secondly, I have
not been able to find in the decades
during which I devoted myself to an
intensive study of chess theory that the
memorizing of variations of itself in-
sured success in play over the board.

“In the third place, a certain Dr. Mach
of Hamburg has for years experimented
with an invention of his known as “di-
mensional” chess and made efforts to
popularize it. In this he failed.”

“I notice,” added the distinguished
visitor in conclusion, “that in the in-
ternational tournament at Berlin today
only two of the seven games were
drawn. That is less than 30 percent,
which is quite a contrast to the sixty
percent in the last New York tourna-
ment. One must, of course, make due
allowance for the difference in the
strength of the masters engaged. The
present leader at Berlin was the third
prize winner in New York.” [Brooklyn
Daily Eagle, February 16, 1928]
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According to the chess colum of the
newspaper Bohemia (Prague),
Rubinstein gave a simul in Maribor on
September 7, 1929. Unfortunately no
other information is presently available.

Rubinstein’s exhibition at the
Schaakclub Maccabi in Antwerp in the
beginning of 1930 was one of the larger
ones of his career with 39 players.
Akiva scored +29, -2 (Bleicher and
Wachtel), =8 (Lewin, Ratzedorfer, Stil,
Jacobs, Feinstein, Censor, Ringer and
Komreich) in the 5'2-hour event.

(515) Rubinstein — Bleicher
Antwerp (Simul) February 2, 1930
King’s Gambit [C31]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 d5 3.exd5 Wxd5
4.50c3 Web 5.5f3 exf4+ 6.Hf2
Ad7 7.d4 &c6 8.9 xf4 0-0-0
9.5)Yb5 Hf6 10.c4 We4 11.Wc1
g4+ 12.9gl Hxd4! 13.h3

Black wins after 13.5fxd4 & xb5
14.2xb5 L.c5+, or 13.2bxd4 Lc5
14.%d2 Qa4!.

13...5)xf3+ 14.gxf3 ¥ xf3 15.hxg4
Ac5+16.Hh2h517.g5 Wf2+0-1
[De Schelde, March 2, 1930]

(516) Rubinstein — Kleim
Antwerp (Simul) February 2, 1930
Benoni [A40]

1.c4g6 2.d4 287 3.5\ c3e64.e4 He7
5.d5 exd5 6.cxd5 d6 7.3 0-0 8.h4
Agi9.0e2 HA710.Q.e3 £521 (D)

11.9g5! QAxe2 12.%xe2 &c5
13.h5
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Rubinstein would never have missed
the crushing 13.8xc5 dxc5 14.8e6 in
a tournament game.

13...%d7 14.£32

Error follows error: 14.8.xc5 dxc5 15.hxg6
hxg6 16.£e6 was still very strong,

14...fxe4 15.fxe4 Fae8 16.g4?

White’s intentions are completely clear:
%h2 next move and mate in a couple
of moves, but Rubinstein has grossly
underestimated Black’s counterplay.
He had to play 16.8xc5.

16...0.e5 17.%g2? £H\c8?

Ouch! 17..0d3+ 18.&e2 Ef2+! was
winning for Black. White can try
18.&d1, but Black is still winning af-
ter 18...4xc3 19.bxc3 Hxd5.
18.%h3 ¥g7?

The strange comedy of blunders con-
tinues. Black was still winning after

18...6d3+.

19.9 xc5 dxc5 20.hxg6 hxgé6
21.0-0-0??

20.9e6! wins

21...Q.xc3??

The momemtum changes hands one last
time. Black could have won a piece free
and clear with 21...2f4+ 22.&b1 QAxg5.
Now Rubinstein finishes nicely.

22.bxc3 Hd6 23.He6 Hxeb
24.dxe6 Hf2

%

/
ﬁ////

25.Hxd6 cxd6 26.h8+! ¥xhS8
27.Exh8+ &xh8 28.e7 1-0 [De
Standaard, March 2nd, 1930]

(517) Rubinstein — Jacobs
Antwerp (Simul) February 2, 1930
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D45]

1.d4 d5 2.3 &)f6 3.c4 €6 4.5\ c3
c6 5.3 Hbd7 6.HHe5 Wc7 7.f4 c5
8.cxd5exd59.8.e2 H.e710.0-00-
0 11.4f3 &H)b6 12.8d2 HQeb
13.Hc1 Hac8

,/ ; ,_Q_/ y /;%
Q /,QA
w15 W
0 %
d @ &

9//

// // /
BRERE
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14.dxc5! looks more to the point, as
14... &xc5 is met by 15.b4, and
14..9c4 by 15.9xd5 Axd5 16.9Dxc4
Axc5 17.4xd5 Dxd5 18.%f3, with a
healthy pawn up for White.

14...a62!

Black had a chance to get his queen off
the c-file with 14...%b8 but allows
White a second opportunity.

15.g47?!
Which he misses — 15.dxc5!
15...fd72!

Why not 16...%d6 getting the queen out
of trouble and protecting the d-pawn?

16.a4?!

More energetic were 16.f5 £xe5 17.dxe5,
or 16.5xd7 Axd7 17.dxc5 £xc5 18.b4. In
both cases White wins material.

16...Hxe5 17.dxe5 d4 18.exd4
cxd4 19.5d5 ¥d8 20.Kxc8?!

20.0xe7+ ¥xe7 21.a5 Ha8 22.f5 Ad7
23 H xc8 Axc8 24.4f4 still looked very
good for White.

20...5)xc8 21.5)xe7+ Wxe7 22.£5
Ad7 23.Hel

23.4f4 looks better.

23...0.¢c6 24.0 xc6 bxc6 25.%4f3
Wcs5 Y2

White is much better here, with 26. f6,
26.Bc1 and 26.¥d3 all leaving him
pleasant possibilities... [ De Standaard,
March 2nd, 1930]
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Rubinstein gave at least one exhibition
in Holland during his stay there in June,
1930. Besides playing matches with
Van den Bosch and Landau, Akiva
faced 31 players at the chess club
Discendo Discimus in The Hague, scor-
ing 26 wins, two losses and three draws.
W. G. Belinfante and H. F. Henrichs
won, while Dr. J. Kahn, P. Hund and L.
Weytlandt drew.

Rubinstein in Poland

Rubinstein and Najdorf, along with
Tartakover, are the giants of Polish
chess, but the following game is the
only time they faced each other that we
havethe score. Najdorfwas only 21 and
still going by Mieczyslaw when this
game was played. Rubinstein was long
retired by the time Don Miguel reached
his top form.

Najdorf, in an interview given to one
of the authors (J.D.) at the Manila
Olympiad, mentioned that he played
and lost to Akiva in a skittles game
played at Rubinstein’s home, sometime
after Groningen 1946. Krzysztof Pytel,
in his book on Rubinstein, quotes an
interview that GM O’Kelly de Galway
gave to Le Soir in 1979. O’Kelly says
that he accompanied Yanofsky and
Najdorf on their visit. Both played
friendly games with Rubinstein —
Yanofsky a draw and Najdorf losing to
a positional exchange sacrifice.
O’Kelly says they visited after
Groningen, which ended on September
7, 1946. Yanofsky pegs the date as
sometime in February 1947.

We do not know the conditions under
which the following game was played
but the level of opposition was strong.



Exhibitions 1929-1946

Izaak Towbin (1899-1941) was a Polish
master and organizer who is perhaps
best remembered for being one of the
fifteen delegates who signed the
proclamation act of FIDEat Paris 1924
that marked this organization’s start.
Like so many Polish strong players of
the 1920s and 30s he was a victim of
the Holocaust.

(518) Rubinstein — Najdorf, Elper
and Towbin

Warsaw 1931

Queen’s Pawn [D05]

Notes by 1. Towbin (T)

1.d4 &Yf6 2.54f3 e6 3.)bd2 d5
4.e3 c55.a3

[A move used frequently by Rubinstein,
leading to the Queen’s Gambit Accepted
with opposite colors. See, for example,
his games against Capablanca (Berlin
1928), Monticelli (Budapest 1929),
Spielmann (San Remo 1930) and Sultan
Khan (Hamburg Olympiad 1930).]

5...cxd4?!

[Recenttheory prefers 5...2bd7 6.dxc5
Axc5 7.b4 Ae7 8.4b2 0-0 9.c4 b6.]

6.exd4 H)bd 72!

[A forgotten and probably weak con-
tinuation. ECO’s examples are only
with 6...9c6.]

7.2d3 2.d68.0-0 0-09.Hel Wc7
10.%We2 b6 11.5He5 Qb7 12.f4
Hac8 13.c3 Hfd8? 14.5)df3

(T) Threatens 15.0xf7 &xf7 16.Hg5+,
winning.

14...Bf8 15.2g5 Hce8 16.¥c2
He4!

(T) Because White wins after 16...h6
l7.@gxf7 Bxf7 18.5xf7 &xf7
19.8g6+, and if 16...g6, White may
begin strong attack by h2-h4, Black
decides to sacrifice a pawn with the idea
to decrease the pressure against the
king’s wing.

17.5 xd7 ¥xd7 18.xe4 dxe4
19.Q.xe4 Q xe4 20.Exe4 £6 21.a4
es 22.fxes fxes 23. 8 e3 W5 24.d5
Hf6 25.h3 Hef8 26.a5 Hgb6
27.axb6 axb6 28.%h2 Qe7 29.c4
Ah430.b4 Qg3+ 31.&h1

(T) In case of 31.&gl Af4! 32.Q4xf4
exf4 33.He2 (if 33.82a8? Hxg2+!
34.Bxg2 Wob+) 33... W16 34.8f1 Wd4+
35.8ef2 f3, Black has a better game.

31...Hh6! 32.c5?

(T) Rubinstein misjudges Black’s at-
tack. After 32.Bc1!, White maintains
good winning chances.

32...H8f6! 33.cxb62?

(T) Thedecisive mistake. White should
play 33.Ba8+, and draw by perpetual
check.

33...HExh3+! 34.gxh3 ¥xh3+
35.%gl1 Af2+0-1

Rubinstein made an extensive tour of
his native land in February and March
of 1931. Here is the table of results as
it appeared in Swiat Szachowy in 1931.
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Warsaw 25 (+14, -7, =4)
Lodz (+13, -4,=9)
Katowice 31 (+16, -6,=9)
Krol. Huta 25 (+20, -1, =4)
W. Hajduki 23 (+17, -4,=2)
Sosnowiec 25 (+11, -8, =6)
Krakow 31 (+19, -6, =6)
Tarnopol 25 (+21,-1,=3)
Lvov 31 (+8, -8, =15!)
Czgstochowa 25 (+18, -2, =5)
Lublin 22 (+12,-3,=7)
Warsaw 23 (+17,-4,=2)

Note that the table does not include two
exhibitions in Poznan, where
Rubinstein scored +13, -8, =4 and +2,
-0,=1 and a very strong six-board clock
simul in £6dz where he made only +1,
-4, =1.

(519) Rubinstein — M.Krakowski
L6dz (Simul) February 21, 1931
Ruy Lopez [C84]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 £Hc6 3.8 b5 a6
4.0a4 5Hf65.d3d6 6.c3 Q.e77.0-
0 0-0 8.Hel b5 9.Q.c2 Qg4
10.Hbd2 He8 11.5f1 Af8
12.)e3 Q.d7 13.h3 He7 14.a4 c5
15.%h2 ¥ c716.d4 Had817.axb5
axbs 18.dxe5 dxe5 19.%e2 Q.c6
20.9)d2 Hg6 21.g3 Hf4! 22. %f1
Heb6 23.D)g4 HA7 24.We2 HHb6
25.5)f1 b4 26.5)ge3 c4! 27.)f5b3
28.Q b1 Ha8 29.Hxa8 Hxa8 30.f3
Hal 31.Qe3 Qb5 32.Qf2 g6
33.5)5e3 & c5 34.Hd5 Hxd5
35.exd5 &Hd3 36.4.xd3 cxd3
37.%d2 %a5 38.Hxal ¥xal
39.5e3 Q.h6 40.d6 Wbl 41.c4
N6 42.9g2
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42...Q x£3+1 0-1 [Gflos Poranny, April
4,1931]

The following two games are from a
six-player clock simul against the best
players of the Chess Club Lo6dz.
Rubinstein faced very strong opposi-
tion in Regedzinski, Appel,
Daniuszewski, Rosenbaum, Hirschbein
and A.Friedmann and clearly bit off
more than he could chew, scoring only
one win and one draw, while losing
four. This event, like the ones in
Poznan, is not listed in the table which
leads one to believe that Rubinstein
might have given even more exhibi-
tions during his stay in Poland.

(520) Rubinstein — Regedzitiski
16dz (Clock Simul) February 22, 1931
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D31]

1.d4d5 2.c4c6 3.e3 H)f6 4.5)c3 eb
5.f4 c5 6.)f3 &Hc6 7.02e2 Qe7
8.0-0 0-0 9.b3 b6 10.HHe5 4 b7
11.cxd5 exd512.&h1 He813.Qf3
Hes 14.5Hxe4 HHxes 15.H)xc5
Hxf3 16.)xb7 YWc7 17. W xf3
YWxb7 18.4.d2? Hac8 19.Hacl
Na3! 20.Hxc8 Hxc8 21.f5 f6
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22.9el Hc2 23.4.83 Hxa2 24.h3
Hc2 25.Qf4 Hc3 26.Hbl a5
27.9h2 b5 28.g4 He7 29.Hg3 b4
30.h4 ¥d731.h5h6 32.%g2 Hh7
33.9h4 ¥Wc6 34.%a2 Ad8
35.%g2 4.c736.5Eb2 4 b637.Wf1
a4 38.bxa4 ¥Wxa4 39.%g2 ¥bs
40.%e2 Wxe241.HExe2b3 42.5b2
g8 43.983 A xd4 44.5f2 Hxe3
0-1 [Gtos Poranny, March 8, 1931]

(521) Rubinstein — Daniuszewski
L6dz (Clock Simul) February 22, 1931
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D45]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5\ c3 £)f6 4.5)f3
He7 5.3 c6 6. c2 Hbd7 7.Qd2
¥c78.cxd5exd59.2d3 2d610.h3
Hf8 11.0-0-0 He6 12.Hb1 A4d7
13.Hc1 a6 14.5)a4 0-0 15.g4 Hfe8
16.Q.c3 He4 17.Q.xed4 dxe4 18.5)e5
A xe5 19.dxe5 b5 20. % xe4 bxa4
21. ¥ xa4 c5 22.%c2 Q.c6 23.Hhel
Wb7 24.e4 £Hg5 0-1 [Glos Poranny,
March 29, 1931]

(522) Kwasniewski — Rubinstein
Poznan (Simul) March 15, 1931 (+13-
8=4)

Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.)f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.Qa4 OHYf6 5.0-0 d6 6.9 xc6+
bxc6 7.d4 Hxed 8.dxe5 d5
9.bd2 Hxd2 10.Q.xd2 c5?
11.0.85 Wd7 12.e6! ¥4d6 13.exf7+
Yxf7 14.Hel Q.84 15.H)e5+ Yxe5
16. % xg4 ¥Wd6 17.c4! Habs
18.cxd5 h6 19.%f5+ Hg8 20. Af4
g6 21.%g4 h5 22.%g3 h4 23.Wg4
wf6 24.Q xc7 Hxb2 25.8e5
Wxf2+ 26.Hh1 Bb6 27.5Hf1 Wc2
28.Q.xh8 1-0 [Dziennik Poznanski,
March 17, 1931]

Also in Poznan, Rubinstein played
three exhibitions games with a score
+2-0=1. Rubinstein won against
Gaworski and scored +1-0=1 against
Wojciechowski.

(523) Rubinstein — Wojciechowski
Poznan (Exhibition Game) 1931
French [C17]

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.5)c3 Qb4 4.e5
c55.84.d2cxd4 6.)b5 Q.e7 7. ¥g4
g6 8.)xd4 Hc6 9.5Hgf3 ¥b6
10.8.¢c3 Hh6 11.%f4 HHf512.0-0-
0 g5 13.%d2 H)fxd4 14.)xd4
0Ad715.h4 gxh4 16.f4 Hg8 17.a4
Hyxe5 18.a5 Wc7 19.H)xeb6 fxeb
20.Q xe5 ¥xe5 21.fxe5 Qg5
22.Hxh4 Qxd2+ 23.Hxd2 HhS8
24.92d3 h6 25.Hf2 0-0-0 26.g4
Eldgs 27.0e2 Hg5 28.52h5 Hhg8
29.Hf6 H8g6 30.%d2 Hxhs
31.gxh5 Hxf6 32.exf6 Qe8
33.Ye3 Y7 34.c4 dxc4 35.Q.xc4
&d6 36.Q.e2 Fes 37.b4 Hxf6
38.9d4 &g5 39.He5 Axhs
40.Qf1 Af3 41.Hxe6 Hf4 42.b5
h5 43.89d6 h4 44.Yc7 Hg3 45.a6
bxa6 46.bxa6 Qg2 47.0.xg2
YHxg2 48.Hb8 h3 49.Yxa7 h2
50.%b8 h1(Y) 51.a7 %-% [Dziennik
Poznariski, March 27, 1931]

(524) Wojciechowski — Rubinstein
Poznan (Exhibition Game) March 14, 1931
Ruy Lopez [C79]

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.4b5 a6
4.Qa4 H)f6 5.0-0 d6 6.Hel b5
7.2.b3 Has 8.c3 H)xb3 9.axb3 ¢5
10.5a3 Qb7 11.d3 g6 12.c4 b4
13.5)c2 Qg7 14.5)e3 0-0 15.Q.d2
Hc8 16.%c1 h6 17.h3 &h7
18.5f1 HHg8 19.5)g3 £5 20.exf5
gxfs5 21.¥c2 f4 22.He4 Qf5
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23.Hh2 OHf6 24.g4 fxg3+
25.))xg3 Qg6 26.He3 Hh5
27.8g1 H)f4 28.5\e4 Ha7 29.Hg3
Haf7 30.%vd1 Qf5 31.8.c1 4f6
32.Hel ¥Wd7 33.Q.xf4 exf4
34.Hggl A.d8

-
M,E/,
.t// / x

35.5fg5+? hxg5 36.¥h5+ &g8
37.Hxg5 Hg7 38.He6 Yxeb
39.Hxe6 H.xe6 40.Hel AfS
41.%f3 Hh7 42.%d5+ &g7
43. % xd6 Hxh3+ 44.%gl f3

T

45.¥%c6 HEfh8, 0-1 [Dziennik
Poznarnski, April 10, 1931, p. 6]

Rubinstein in Palestine

In the spring of 1931 Akiva Rubinstein
traveled to Palestine for a simultaneous
tour. Never a great traveler — like
Alekhine or Kosti¢ for example —
Rubinstein made only two trips outside
of Europe during his life, to the United
States in 1928, and this one.

The following material is based on
work done by Mr. Eli Hiltch. We are
indebted to him for locating and trans-
lating the following material from
Menahem Manmonosh’s column in the
Tel Aviv paper Davar.

Among the first chess players to come
to the Land of Israel was Menahem
Manmonosh (1903-1980). A skilled and
knowledgeable player, Manmonosh

Rubinstein giving a simultaneous exhibition during his visit to Palestine.
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A living chess game held during Rubinstein's visit.

made a simultaneous tour around the

country in 1926, playing more than

forty simultaneous exhibitions and nine

hundred games with a positive score of
ninety-five percent. Inspired by the en-

thusiasm that he saw during his trip he

founded a chess club named after Akiva

Rubinstein. It was this club that invited
Rubinstein to Palestine, and here is his

response.

To Mr. S. Wilson,

I received your letter of September
25th this year. Many thanks to your
honor. I remember Mr. W. from
Bialystock, the time we played and
enjoyed together. For your pleasant
company, I thank you again. I con-
sider it a great honor that you found
me worthy enough to establish a
chess club in Tel Aviv bearing my
name.

To my regret [ feel unable to write for
you, as my Hebrew is poor. At one time
I wrote two articles for Ha-Shahmat,

but this is apparently unripe fruit and
needs improvement and connection. It
is hard for me at present, for various
reasons, to fulfill your honor s request
concerning chess articles.

If in due time I will manage a nice
game, I will send it to you with com-
ments. Your honor's offer concerning
simultaneous games I accept with
thanks. Ifyou can organize at least five
simultaneous performances, then I will
set my face to the road.

With feelings of honor and greetings of
friendship,

A.Rubinstein

The simultaneous exhibition of A.
Rubinstein in Tel Aviv, is also his first
public appearance in the Land of Is-
rael. The number of player facing him
was 45, while several hundred specta-
tors witnessed the games.

T he exhibition took place in the middle
of the spacious and well-lighted Ohel
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Record of Rubinstein’s Simuls in Palestine

Tel Aviv April 16 (+32-7=6)
Haifa April 22 (+38-5=8)
Jerusalem April 25 ?
Petach-Tikva April 29 ?

Rehovot ? (+27-3=2)
Tel Aviv May 6 (+28-4=11)
Hedera? May 10 ?

Total of 290 games with the score +235-28=27

[Davar, May 29, 1931]

Shem hall where a giant hollow rect-
angle was formed by tables covered
with tablecloths. Around the rectangle
sat the 45 players, Tel Aviv's best, each
one with three or four companions on
his right, on his left and directly behind
him. Inside this wide cage Rubinstein
went from board to board, silent and
mute, all of him introspection.

The exhibition went (9:00p.m. till 5:00
a.m.) with a few short intermissions.
The final result was 32 wins, 7 losses
(Dobkin, Riz, Finegold, Nachtigel,
Wizel, Topelberg and Dr. Mandelberg)
and six draws.

The toughness of the field could be
judged by the fact that one of the win-
ners, Yosef Dobkin (1909-1977),

Rubinstein, cigar in hand, intently studying a position during
a simultaneous exhibition in Palestine.
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played for the Palestine (British Man-
date) team in the 1935 Warsaw Olym-
piad and later for Israel at Moscow
1956. Among those Akiva defeated was
Victor Winz, who also played at War-
saw Olympiad. He later represented the
Palestine (British Mandate) team at
Buenos Aires 1939 and liked many oth-
ers chose to remain in Argentina when
World War II broke out.

(525) Rubinstein— Nosdorf (9 year old boy)
Tel Aviv (Simul) April 16, 1931
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 Q.c53.f3 d6 4.5)c3
&6 5.Q.¢c4 Hf6 6.d3 Qg4 7.h3
Q. xf3 8.8 xf3 Hd4 9.%g3 Hxc2+?

The superior 9...&e7 was played in
Rubinstein-Hromadka, Maihrisch
Ostrau 1923 (game 111).

10.9d1 Hxal 11.¥xg7 HfS8
12.fxe5 d5 13.exd5 Hg8 14. ¥ xf6
Wxf615.exf6 Exg216.Hel+ A7
17.5e4 Qb4 18.0d2 Adé6
19.5yxd6 Hxd6 20.b4 EHag8
21.Qf4+ Hd7 22.He7+ &Hc8
23.Hxc7+ Hd8 24.Hxf7 Hf2
25.Hg7 1-0 [Davar, May 8, 1931]

(526) Rubinstein — Grintz
Tel Aviv (Simul) May 6, 1931
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D52]

1.c4e62.d4d53.)c3 Df64.4.85
Hbd7 5.3 c6 6.)f3 ¥as5 7.cxd5
cxd5 8.2.d3 Qb4 9.%c2 Q. xc3+
10.bxc3 b5 11.0-0 b6 12.Habl
a613.5e5 A b7 14.f4 Hc815.5b3
He4 16.Q xe4 dxe4 17.%e2 Q.d5
18.£5 £\ c4 19.884 H)xe5 20.dxe5
exf5 21.¥xf5 0-0 22.Qf6 gxf6
23.exf6 Hh8 24.Wxd5 Wxa2
25.Hxb5 We2 26.5b7 ¥xe3+
27.%h1 ¥d3 28.%f5 Hxc3 29.h3
We2 30.Hf4? Wel+ 31.Hh2 &g3+
32.9g1 e3 33.He7 Hg8 34.Hg4
Hcl1+ 0-1 [Davar, May 29, 1931]

Rubinstein in the Netherlands

In December 1931 Rubinstein went to the
Netherlands to play two tournaments in
Rotterdam — a double round-robin and a
consultation event, both with Tartakover,
Colle and Landau. Before and after these
tournaments he made two simultaneous
tours around the country. The first part took
place from December 11 to 22, the second
from January 23 (or24)to February 1, 1932.

Rubinstein in The Netherlands, December 1931-January 1932

Utrecht December 11

Nijmegen December 14 (or 15)

Rotterdam December 17

Amsterdam December 21

Ermelo December 22

Leeuwarden January 23 or 24

Amsterdam January 25

The Hague (Discendo Discimus) January 26
The Hague (Sociéteit De Witte) January 27
The Hague (Westerkwartier) January 28
The Hague (Van te Werve) January 29

(+27=3-3)
(+26 =4 -1)
(+25=5)

(+21 =5 -6)
(+37 =9 -4)
(+28=5-3)
(+32=5-1)
+21=9-1)
(+18=2-6)
(+27=5-1)
(+22=9)

Amsterdam January 30 (+25 =7 -1)
Maastricht February 1 (+16 =4 -3)
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Euwe writes in the November 1931 is-
sue of Tijdschrift van den NL-Indischen
Schaakbond that the Rubinstein fam-
ily is living in poverty and that Akiva
has been especially invited to the Neth-
erlands for a series of exhibitions to
earn some money. The December issue
of the Dutch magazine reports that
Rubinstein had given five simuls and
plans to return in January of 1932.

The strong Dutch amateur player
J.H.O. van den Bosch played
Rubinstein during both tours. This
might seem strange, as Van den Bosch
had already played Rubinstein a match
and two tournament games. We asked
Van den Bosch when he was 88-years
old, why he was invited to play in the
simul. He speculated that it was to win
and prevent a walkover for Rubinstein.
Another explanation may be that the
chance to face strong opposition was
not common and all opportunities were
grabbed, never mind the conditions. For
Van den Bosch it was not so strange to
play a simul against a grandmaster. On
August 8, 1931, he drew against
Capablanca.

Newspapers of the day report that Dr.
Lasker was present at the exhibition in
Utrecht, closely observing the games.

(527) Rubinstein — Van den Bosch
Utrecht (Simul) December 11, 1931
King’s Gambit [C31]

1.e4e52.f4d53.exd5 e4 4.d4 D6
5.c4 c6 6.dxc6 Hxc6 7.d5 Ac5
8.h3 5\d4 9.5 e2 (D)

9...9xd5 10.5Yxd4 Wh4+ 11.&e2
Hyxf4+ 12. Q xf4 ¥xf4 13.5)c3
Neb6 14.5Hd5 §.xd5 15.cxd5 0-0

/
///ﬁ
/é/é/

16.%c1 e3 17.f3 Hac8 18.%c3
Ab619.%d3 Hfd8 20.a3 Hc50-1
[Graaf van den Bosch, bankier en
schaker, p. 142]

Usually simuls are forgotten soon after
they are played but the following ac-
count in Nieuwe Rotterdamsche Cou-
rant of December 18, 1931, captures a
moment in time. The following trans-
lation by Xander Wadman first ap-
peared in Quarterly for Chess History
#6, pp. 439-440.

Last night (Thursday, 17th December
1931) Polish chess master A.
Rubinstein gave a simultaneous dis-
play. He took on thirty numbers and
invitees of the New Rotterdam Chess
Club. Mostly with one hand in his
jacket, sometimes smoking a cigarette, he
walked slowly around the inner circle of
his opponents’ tables. His personal con-
cemns of the past did not diminish his good
looks, but more seriousness is visible in
his eyes than before.

Rubinstein has always been a silent
man, a thinker; he goes his own way,
his feats are well known. He is one of
the principal experts on openings. The
moves and the finesses in the openings
connected with his name are not easy
to refute.
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From the moment that his name became
well known in the chess world — now
about thirty years ago — he has been
one of the strongest players in the world
and when in shape, he is a contender
to count with, even for Alekhine and
Capablanca. Rubinstein’s style is not
particularly aggressive; he is a mine
layer rather than a cavalry man. He
does not risk much but is always im-
proving his position and tries to gain
more space. He tries to limit the possi-
bilities open to his opponents and as
soon as he is sure to win, he launches
his attack. T he cautiousness in his char-
acter is reflected in his chess style.

In the simultaneous display there was
a majority of d4 openings, more than
ten, some irregular, and at least eight,
perhaps ten, e4 openings. Many times
his opponents refrained from the Ruy
Lopez and Sicilian Defense; there was
one King's Gambit. When someone
erred in the opening, Rubinstein took
his chance immediately. One game fin-
ished after ten moves.

After two hours Rubinstein had de-
feated ten opponents and was at least
equal in twenty-two encounters. In one
game he was a pawn down. Play did
not advance quickly. At 11:30 eighteen
games were still going on, due to the
careful but by no means dull play of
the master, and to the strong opposi-
tion. The Rotterdam players offered
strong resistance, deliberated quite a
lot and did not resign easily, some of
them pretty late. When in these circum-
stances one is a piece down in a hope-
less condition, it is time to resign.

Moreover this does not unnecessarily
delay the conclusion of the event. Partly

because it leaves less time for the con-
tenders who are still in action and this
may increase the number of their mis-
takes. At midnight nine games were still
in play and a half an hour later every-
thing was over. His games against Mr.
Oskam (in consultation with Father v. Rijn),
Mv.d Viught, M.\W. Frankel and Z.
Lagerwaardwere drawn and hewonall the
others. Here is Rubinstein’s game against
one of the best Rotterdam players.

(528) Rubinstein — Visser
Rotterdam (Simul) December 17, 1931
King’s Gambit [C39]

l.ede52.f4exf43.50f3g54.h4g4
5.5e5 h5 6.Q.c4 BEh7 7.d4 f3
8.gxf3 Qe7

A search of the ChessBase MegaBase
2008 database reveals that this position
has been reached at least nine times,
with Adolf Anderssen involved in eight
of the games (seven as Black) and los-
ing everyone! All those games featured
8...d6 The text appears to be a novelty.

9.08e3 A xh4+10.Hd2d6 11.5)d3
gxf3 12.Wxf3 Qg4 13.%f4 Hg7
14.c3 Ag5 15.%f2 A xe3+
16. % xe3 ¥g5?!

Visser would have done better to stay
in the middlegame with 16...5c6.

17. ¥ xg5 Hxg5 18.Hafl Qeb
19.d5?!

Rubinstein had a stronger continuation in
19.8xe6 fxe6 20.£f4 immediately going
after the weak pawns on hS and e6.

19...&d7 20.Ehgl Exgl 21.Exg1l
Hc6 22.9b3 Hce7 23.c4 Hxd5
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24.cxd5 Qg4 25.Fe3 He7 26.5f2
f5 27.e52!

This moves tumns out to be successful but,
27.69xg4 fxg4 28.8h1 was objectively
stronger with a draw likely after 28...2g8
(28...2h8 29.4d1) 29.Exh5 g3 30.Eh1
£Hgb 31.8g1 (31.3f3? Hh4+!).

27...dxe5?!

Undoubling the pawns asks for trouble
so it was safer to play 27...£g6.

28.dxe5 £g6 29.5)d3 He830.%d4
Hh4 31.Q.a4+ c6 32.5)c5+?

32.dxc6+ bxc6 33.8c5 B8 34.5f4
offered equal chances as Rubinstein’s
active pieces would fully compensate
for his material deficit.

32...%c7?

This allows the pawns to advance with
tempo. The cold-blooded 32...&c8
might have proved successful. For ex-
ample, 33.8f1 (33.2d1 Axd1 34.Exd1
£f3+) 33..Hd8 34.d6 &f3+ 35.8xf3
Axf3 36.4b3 b6 37.0e6 HEg8 38.64
Hg4! 39.&e3 Ad5!

33.d6+ Hb8 34.66 £f3+35.Lc3 He5
As 35..8xg1 is met by 36.d7.

36.d7 Eh8 37.Hel £)g6 38.e7 1-0
[Nieuwe Rotterdamsche Courant, De-
cember 18, 1931 and Quarterly for
Chess History #6, pp. 440-441]

The following game must be a strong
candidate for the shortest loss
Rubinstein ever suffered. Future
grandmaster Lodewijk  Prins
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remembered the game well when we
wrote to him in the early 1990s.

It was at the Amsterdam Schaakclub
that A. Rubinstein gave an ordinary
simultaneous exhibition in which he
lost a game in twelve moves when |
trapped his queen. T he taciturn maestro
was suffering from a bad cold and
uninterruptingly using a handkerchief.
I suggested that he take back his fatal
last move; he shook his head,
murmuring  ‘Ich  bin  doch
Grofmeister (I am the Grandmaster)
and I seem to remember that I then
offered a draw in vain. He shuffled on
along the remaining twenty-nine
boards and I never saw him again.”

(529) Rubinstein — Prins

Amsterdam (Simul) December 21, 1931
Queen’s Pawn [A40]

Notes by M.Euwe

1.d4 Hc6 2.c4 e5 3.d5 Hd4

Authors note: This very dubious move
is missing in ECO.

4.84

As often happen in a simultaneous dis-
play, Rubinstein tries to refute Black’s
last move tactically.

4...2b4+ 5.)c3 d6 6.e3

Better was 6.a3.

6...Q.xg4!

Now begins a very interesting combination

7. ¥ xg4 Hf6
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Unfortunately for Black 7...&c2+
8.%d1 Hxal does not work because of
9.%xg7.

8.%Wd1 He4 9.4.d2?
Naturally White should play 9.exd4.

9...8.xc3 10.Q xc3 &f6!1 0-1

White is lost. 11.f3 is metby 11...%¥h4
mate, or 11.5h3 £Hf3+ 12.Fe2 Hfg5!,
with decisive advantage, for example
13.0xg5 ¥xf2+ 14.Ld3 Hc5 mate.
[Tijdschrift van den NL-Indischen
Schaakbond, February 1932]

The following report and game come
from the Algemeen Handelsblad of
December 23, 1931. This was surely
one of the most unusual exhibitions
Rubinstein ever gave.

The simul in Ermelo on Thursday was
a big attraction for both players and
spectators. Rubinstein played against
50players (!) from the following towns:
Ermelo 14, Appeldoorn 10, Haderwijk
11, Nijkerk 8, Nunspet 6, Putten 1. The
exhibition began at 8p.m. and after 5
hours only 21 moves had been played
with the result that the 40 games still
going were decided by adjudication!

The final result for Rubinstein was +37,
-4, =9. The winners were C.L. Beck,
B. Tromp, C. Beelen and E. Hoeksema.
Those drawing were A.M. v.d. Zee, M.
Top, H.C. Beck, D. Boterenbrood, L.
Huberts, J. Kohler, A. v.d. Saag, J.
Koelenrijn and H. Bieger.

(530) Rubinstein — Beck
Emelo (Simul) December 22, 1931
English [A31]

1.c4 c5 2.4f3 & c6 3.d4 cxd4
4.5Yxd4 £Hf6 5.5)c3 e5 6..)db5 d6
7.285 a6 8.5ha3 Qe7 9.5)c2 e4
10.h3 He5 11.b3 b5 12.cxb5 axbs
13.e3 HbS 14.5)xbs d5 15.H)bd4
Was+ 16.%d2 H)d3+ 17.4.xd3
Wxd2+ 18.Hxd2 exd3 19.&Hxd3
a6+ 20.FHc3 Hed+ 21.Hb2 Hxg5
0-1 [Algemeen Handelsblad and Het
Vaderland, both December 23, 1931]

(531) Rubinstein — Bergsma
Leeuwarden (Simul) January 23 (or
24), 1932

Semi-Slav [D45]

1.d4d5 2.c4c63.e3 DNf64.5Nc3eb6
5.0)f3 H)bd7 6.5)e5 Hyxe5 7.dxe5
Hd7 8.f4 £6 9.cxd5 cxd5 10.Q.d3
g6 11.exf6 HHxf6 12.0-0 A g7
13.%e2 0-0 14.e4 d4 15.)d1 e5!
16.fxe5 Hg4s 17.Q.c4+ HhS8
18.Hxf8+ Wxf8 19.e6 &Hes
20.4d5 We7 21.6f2 QA xeb6
22.Qf4 Hd8 23.Hel d3! 24.Wd2
&4 25.0.85? H)yxd2 26.Q.xe7 He8
27.4b4 Q xd5 28.4xd2 Q xa2
29.Hal §.c430.Exa7 £a631.9c3
Axc3 32.bxc3 d2 33.g4 Hf8 0-1
[Tijdschrift van den NL — Indischen
Schaakbond, March 1932.

(532) Rubinstein — Van den Bosch
The Hague (Simul) January 26, 1932
Griinfeld [D71]

1.c4 g6 2.d4 &H)f6 3.9)c3 d5 4.cxd5
Hxd5 5.83 Qg7 6.Q482
Hxc3 7.bxc3 c5 8.e3 0-0 9.5 e2
&Hc6 10.0-0 cxd4 11.cxd4 QAf5
12.8a3 ¥d7 13.f4 Hfc8 14.Hcl
&Has 15.4 b4 Hxcl 16.¥xcl Hc8
17.Wa3 Hc4 18.%%b3 A g4 19.Hel
Hxe3 20.Wxe3 QA xe2 21.8c¢5
Exc5 22. %W xe2 Q. xd4+ 23.Hh1
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Af6 24.%e4 ¥d2 25.h4 Wf2
26.%f3 ¥xel+ 0-1

The following two games are from a
thirty-three board simul played on
January 30, 1932, in Amsterdam at the
Verenigd Schaakgenootschap. His only
loss was to Mr. Veerkamp.

(533) Rubinstein — Selman
Amsterdam (Simul) January 30, 1932
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D34]

1.d4 d5 2.)f3 HHf6 3.c4 €6 4.5)c3
c5 5.cxd5 exd5 6.g3 Hc6 7.0.82
fAe7 8.0-0 0-0 9.b3 Q.e6 10.2.b2
¥wd7 11.Hcl Hfd8 12.dxc5 Q. xc5
13.5a4 Qe7 14.5)c5 Wc8 15.0d4
Eb8 16.Hcxeb fxe617.4h3 Hh8
18.5)xe6 He8 19.54g5 Wc7
20.9.e5! 1-0 [Nieuwe Rotterdamsche
Courant, February 1, 1932]

(534) Rubinstein —Bottenheim
Amsterdam (Simul) January 30, 1932
French [Cl11]

1.e4 €6 2.d4 d5 3.5\c3 &H)f6 4.e5
Ofd75.f4 c5 6.)f3 cxd4 7.)xd4
fc5 8.0e3 a6 9.Wd2 4Qxd4
10. 8 xd4 Hc6 11.412 0-0 12.a3
Hb6 13.b3 Ad7 14.4d3 He7
15.0-0 £g6 16.2.d4 HHc8 17.5d1
Hce7 18.9De3 H)Yf5 19.Q.xf5 exf5
20.3xd5 Qc6 21.HDHe3 fHe4
22.)c4 QA xc2 23.0d6 Q. xb3
24.5)xf5 Hc8 25.Hacl &d7
26.5)d6 Hxcl 27.Excl1 H.a4 28.f5
He7 29.¥f4 Hc8 30.f6 Hxd6
31.exd6 Hc8 32.Hel Hc2 33. g5
g6 34.%h6 Hxg2+ (D)

35.&xg2?
Missing a problem-like win with 35.&h1,

for example 35..Hgl+ 36.Hxgl Qc6+
37.Bg2 Axg2+ 38.&gl!.
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35...%g4+ 36.9f2 ¥ xd4+ 37.8g3
W xd6+ 38.%f4 ¥xa3+ 39.He3
Wcs5 Y%i-% [Nieuwe Rotterdamsche
Courant, February 1, 1932]

Rubinstein treats an early version of the
Benoni in brutal fashion in the following
game. We do not know the details of this
exhibition which might be the last
Rubinstein gave before World War I1. The
game score came to our attention when it
was published in the Quarterly for Chess
History, Volume 9, pp. 385-386, which
believes the exhibition was played in
February 1934 in Antwerp.

(535) Rubinstein— Van Seters
Antwerp (Simul) 1934
Benoni [E70]

1.d4 &f6 2.c4 g6 3.d5 Q.87 4.5)c3
d6 5.e4 ¢5 6.0d3 0-0 7.5 ge2
£Hh5 8.h3 £5 9.exf5 gxf5 10.&c2
e511.dxe6 Q. xe6
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Training Games

12.g4! fxg4 13.9.xh7+ SHh8
14.hxg4 Q. xg415.2.86 ¥f616.Q.e3
Yes 17.Qxh5 Q.xh5 18.5)g3 1-0
[Neptune, February 18, 1934]

Rubinstein’s last public appearance was
in the Belgian city of Liége. There, on
March 24, 1946, he gave a thirty-board
simul which lasted 4'4 hours. His final
score was 24 wins, 4 draws and 2 losses.
Those winning were Wayaffe and
Anderkerke, with Lalevitch, Gillain,
Laschet, and Schwitjens drawing.

(536) Rubinstein — Wayaffe
Liege (Simul) March 24, 1946
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D63]

1.d4 d5 2.2Yf3 H)Hf6 3.c4 €6 4.5)c3
Ne75.985Hbd7 6.e30-07.Hcl
cS5 8.cxd5 cxd4 9.5HYyxd4 Hyxds
10.h4 &{xc3 11.bxc3 &HOFf6
12.4d3 h6 13.4f4 ¥d5 14.f3
Wxa2 15.Q.c2?

15.8c2 was a better try.

15...%a5!16.%d3 Hd8! 17.&f2e5
18.Hal WWc5 19.94g5 exd4
20.9 xf6? dxe3+ 0-1 [Cahier de
I’Echiquer Belge 1946, pp. 72-74]

(537) Rubinstein — Vincent
Liége (Simul) March 24, 1946
Bird [A03]

1.f4 d5 2.24f3 c5 3.e3 Hf6 4.b3 €6
5.0b2 Qe76.Qe258c67.0-0 d7
8. Wel Wc7 9.5)c3 a6 10.Hd1?
Hb4! 11.9d3 c4 12.bxc4 dxc4
13.a3 cxd3 14.axb4 dxc2 15.H)c3
QA.xb4 16.¥g3 0-0? 17.5 e4 Hh5
18.%g5 £5 19.%xh5 Q.e8 20.Wh3
fxe4 21.5)g5 Q.86 22. % xe6+ Hh8
23.f5 &e7

e wonI
7//)&///,9/
// //

/,// ,/” /
WEE /ﬁ/ﬁ
= B )=

24.f6! Yxeb6 25.fxg7+ Hg8 26.
gxf8(W)+ Axf8 27.H\xe6 Qb4
28.8.c3 Q. xc3 29.dxc3 1-0

Training Games: Akiva Rubinstein
vs. Sammy Rubinstein, 1946-1948

The material in this chapter comes from
a small notebook that Sammy
Rubinstein gave to Simon Constam of
Hamilton, Ontario. Sammy, the
younger of Akiva’s two sons, never
reached the Olympian level of his fa-
ther, but he was of master strength for
much of his life. Some of the credit for
that undoubtedly goes to the training
sessions father and son engaged in the
years right after World War I1.

The training primarily consisted of
opening analysis and sparring games
where they systematically tested certain
lines over and over. In some cases, as
in the Bishop’s Opening with ¥f3, the
games that have been preserved sug-
gest that Akiva had lost none of his zeal
for trying to get to the truth as he and
his son repeatedly butted heads.

When looking at the choice of open-
ings the Rubinstein’s tested one imme-
diately is reminded of the stories of how
Albéric O’Kelly visited Akiva in the
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1940s. A few games between the two
have been preserved but Sammy’s little
notebook provides definite proof that
their association must have been close.
Among the openings that the
Rubinstein’s examined in depth were the
Symmetrical Defense in the Queen’s
Gambit Declined (1.d4 d5 2.c4 ¢5), the
Classical Variation of the Ruy Lopez
(led e5 2.5f3 £xc6 3.4b5 Ac5) and the
line of the Sicilian that bears O’Kelly’s
name (1.e4 ¢5 2.£f3 a6). These are not
lines that Akiva Rubinstein ever played
in tournaments but they were three fa-
vorites of O’Kelly that he played repeat-
edly in the late 1940s.

The notebook gives no clue as to the
time control for the games. In some
cases the game score stops with no in-
dication it was ever resumed. The qual-
ity of play isuneven but the skilled hand
of the great Akiva can still be felt from
time to time.

Salomon (“Samy, Sami or Sammy”)
Rubinstein was taught to play chess not
by Akiva but his older brother Jonas.
We discussed the tragedies that befell
the Rubinstein family during World
War II in the Introduction, particularly the
sad fate of Sammy who survived a year
in the concentration camp of Mechelen/
Malines before being reunited with his
family in the fall of 1944,

Sammy caught the chess bug bad and
made rapid progress in the years 1945-
48 when he studied and trained exten-
sively with his father. This led to his
winning the Brussels Championship in
March of 1949. Laterthat year Sammy
went to the United States where he
played at the Marshall Chess Club in
New York. Memories of his time there

are preserved in the memories of Gerd
Stein — From Beat Scene Poet to Psy-
chedelic Multi-Media Artist in San
Francisco and Beyond: 1948-1978
(UC Berkeley 2001)

We were living on 101st Street and Co-
lumbus Avenue in a railroad flat, and
for a long time we had someone living
with us whose name was Sami
Rubinstein — no relation to that other
Rubinstein. Sami was from Belgium,
and he was the son of a world-famous
chess player named Akiva Rubinstein.
He also was a chess player. He didn't
have any money, but he would go down
to the Marshall Chess Club and play
and come home with a few dollars all
the time. He was not his father s equal,
but he was tops.

He was an artist; he drew like
Rembrandt — and I do not mean to put
them on an equal level. By “like
Rembrandt,” I mean that he drew in
that style. He knew all Rembrandt's
work, particularly the drawings. He
would draw portraits of you in that
style, and they were fantastic...

Sammy returned to Belgium in 1951
and studied art at the Ecole des Beaux
Arts. In 1954 Sammy’s mother Eugénie
died and he spent two or three years in
a psychiatric institution. He started to
play in tournaments again in 1956 and
would continue to do so for the rest of
his life playing at around the 2200-2300
level. In 1980 and 1985 he won the
Championnat individuel de la
Francophonie.

Sammy died in Brussels, aged 75, af-
ter collapsing in front of his easel. He
is buried, along with his parents, at the
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cemetery of Etterbeek located in
Wezembeek-Oppem.

Bishop’s Opening with ¥f3 and c3

(538) Rubinstein, A. — Rubinstein, S.
Brussels (training game) December 1945
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

1.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 Hf6 3. %f3

As we will see Akiva Rubinstein had a
great interest in this scheme of devel-
opment with f.c4, ¥f3, Hd2, He2 and
pawns on c3, d3, e4 and often h3 and
g4. He and his son Sammy tested it in
many training games.

3...5)c6 4.¢3 d6 5.d3 Q.e6 6.2)d2
ds 7.4b3 Qe7 8.h3 0-0 9.He2
¥d7 10.0-0 Had8 11.)g3 dxe4
12.dxe4 § xb3 13.axb3 ¥d3 14.b4
a6 15.5f5 Hfe8 16.He3 Hd7
17.g4 g6 18.Hd1 Hed8 19.g5 Hh5
20.)dc4 Wxd1+ 21.5)xd1 Exd1+
22.3%h2 Hel

/* Cwrs
T N /
:/m/ [ 1
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//

P / w Y
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23.h4?

23.%g4 Bddl 24.%c8+ was the only
chance to resist.

23...Hdd1 24.b5 axb5 25.Ha8+
&g7 26.24d2 HEhl+ 27.%xh1

Hxh1+ 28.%xh1 bxc4 29.%g2
0.d6 30.9f3 Hf4 31.0.e3 Hd3
32.Ha2 f5 33.gxf6+ Exf6
34.0.85+ &g7 35.0.€3 b6 36. g4
Ha5 37.h5h6 38.f3 Q.c539.4.xc5
D xc5 40.f4 gxh5+ 41.Hf3 exf4
42.Yxf4 Hf6 43.Hal Hd3+
44.e3 Hc6 45.Bf1+ Ye7
46.2h1 Hce5 47.Exh5b5 48.8d4
f7 49.2xh6 He7 50.2h7+ A6
51.82h6+ &d7 52.Hh7+ &c6
53.5Eh6+ &b7 54.He6 HNc6+
55.He3 Hxb2 56.Hh6 Hd3
57.8h5 Hces5 58.d4 c5+ 59.Fe3
&Hb6 60.2h8 b4 61.cxb4 cxb4
62.d4 c3 63.Hc8 &b5 64.EHxc3
bxc3 65.FHxc3

7 7
///%///%
/@f// ////

////
%7////
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The game appears to have stopped at
this point with neither the result nor
date indicated. Endgame tablebases say
Black wins in 35 moves!

(539) Rubinstein, A. — Rubinstein, S.
Brussels (training game) September 23, 1946
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

l.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 &HHf6 3.%f3 H)c6
4.c3 0.¢55.d3d66.h3 Q.€67.5Hd2
ds5 8.Q4.b3 ¥d7 9.5e2 Hd8 10.g4
dxe4 11.dxe4 0-0 12.5)g3 Has
13.9.c2 £ c4 14.. b3 Qb6 15.0)f5
a5 16.a4 Hxb2 17.0-0 Q. xb3
18.4xb3 Wd3 19.5\h6+ gxh6
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Akiva in his later years as seen by his son Sammy.

20.%xf6 ¥g3+ 21.%h1 ¥xh3+
22.%g1 Hd6 23.%f5 Hgb6 24.85
Weg3+ 25.%5h1 Wh4+ 26.9g2 Hd3
27.BEh1 Wxf2+ 28. Wxf2 § xf2
29.Hxh6 &Hyxcl1 30.EHxg6+ hxg6
31.Excl Qe332.8d1 A.xg5 33.Hd7
A.d8 34.8g3 g7 35.0.c4 Hf6
36.9g4 b6 37.0.d5 g5 38.9f3 Lgb
39.%g4 6 40.Q0.e6 Eh8 41.4.f5+
Hh6 42.c4c6 43.8f7

The game score ends here with no re-
sult indicated.

(540) Rubinstein, A. — Rubinstein, S.
Training Game Brussels, 1946
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

l.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 Hf6 3.%f3 &) c6
4.c3 .¢55.d3d66.h3 We7 7.)e2
a6 8.8 b3 Q.e6 9..0d2 HdS8 10.g4
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h6 11.0f1 d5 12.)fg3 dxe4
13.dxe4 Has? 14.9.c2?

14.8xe6 and b4 wins a piece.

14...)c4 15.0f5 Q. xf5 16.gxf5
Wd6 17.83?

.
Ve
/4
7a

A

Aus. o

™ 7
Q& 7

17...xb2!18.0-0 £\c4 19.%e2 bs
20.%Hh2 0-0 21.Hg1 Qa3 22.5)h5
Hxhs 23. %W xh5 Qxcl 24.Haxcl
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Wd2 25.Hcfl He3 26.£6 Hxf1+
27.%h1 Wf4 0-1

(541) Rubinstein, A. — Rubinstein, S.
Brussels (training game) March 15, 1947
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

1.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 &Hf6 3.%f3 Hc6
4.3d65.d3 Q.e66.Hd2d57.4b3
A.c58.5e2 0-0 9.h3 Has5 10.H.c2
dxe4d 11.dxed Hcd 12.0f1 ¥d6
13.84 ¥b6 14.H)fg3 Had8 15.g5
He8 16.0f5 &Hyxb2 17.Eb1 Qa3
18.0-0 Q.xa2 19.5al1 &e6 20.c4
Wxc4 21. %W xa3 ¥xc2 22.Hxa2
Wxe2 23.Hxb2 Wxed 24.HD)e7+
Ph8 25.)g6+ hxg6 26. ¢ xf8+
Ph7 27.2b4 Hd6 28.¥xd6 cxd6
29.Hxe4 f5 30.2b4 b6 31.Hd1
Hc8 32..a3 Hc3 33.Ha4 Hxh3
34.Hxa7 Hh5 35.f4 Hh4 36.Q.xd6
exf437.Q4e51-0

(542) Rubinstein, A. — Rubinstein, S.
Brussels (training game) March 16, 1948
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

1.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 D6 3. %f3 Hc6
4.c3 0e75.d30-06.5d2d67.h3
De68.4b3 d5 9.He2 ¥d7 10.0-
0 Has5 11.Q.c2dxe4 12.dxe4 Hc4
13.HYxc4 Q. xc4 14.Hel Had8
15.5)g3 86 16.2.h6 Hfe8
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/ Al
wow B

7
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17.)f5! ¥c6 18.H)xe7+ Hxe7
19.b3 Qa6 20.a4 Hed7 21.c4 b6
22.a5 Q.b7 23.axb6 axb6 24.Ha7
He8 25.b4 Wxc4d 26.0b3 Wxb4d
27.He3 c5

/E/
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ/:%t
/ / y
%

%
4’
/

4/3/ '
4%/7 /%/
/

el

28.Qe6 Hc7 29.4d5 HbS
30.Hxb7 Hcxb7 31.Q.xb7 Hxb7
32.Hd3 Eb8 33.82d7

% 7,/
/ / /%7ﬁ
“wom ik
g e ¥

33..£6?? 34.%d3 1-0
There is no defense to ¥d5S-f7.

(543) Rubinstein, A. — Rubinstein, S.
Brussels (training game) April 2, 1947
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

1.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 HYf6 3.%f3 Hc6
4.c3d65.d3 Q.e66..Hd2d57.4b3
D.e78.55h3h69.0-0 ¥d7 10.%e3
0-0-0 11.f4 § xh312.¥%Wxh3 ¥xh3
13.gxh3 dxe4 14.5)xe4 Hxd3
15.5Yxf6 Q. xf6 16.Q xf7 &Hd8
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17.8g2 He718.9.g6 2d619.Q.e3 b6
20.Hael Q. h421.Q e4 Q. xel 22.Hxel
Bf8 23.f5 Hfd8 24. 513 &f6 25.Eg1
He7 26.Yg4s Hd1 27.Hg3 Hf1
28.Hg2 H)xf5 29.4f2 Hd2 30.4¢3
Hxg2 31.Q.xg2 He3+ 0-1

(544) Rubinstein, A. — Rubinstein, S.
Brussels (training game) June 15, 1947
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

1.e4 e5 2.Q8.c4 Hf6 3.%f3 Hc6
4.c3 d5 5.exd5 e4 6.We2 He5
7.4b5+ Q.d78.d4 H.xb59. % xb5+
Wd7 10.%xd7+ Hexd7 11.c4 b5
12.cxbs5 Hixd5 13.9Hc3 Hb4
14.9d1 &Hd3 15.Hh3 Hf6
16.&c2 0-0-0 17.Q.e3 4d6

17...2b4+ had to be played.

18.a3 Hhe8 19.5)Yxe4 Hxe4
20.Yxd3 QA.c5 21.5)g5 Hg4 22.h3
Hxg2 23.2)xf7 Hd5 24.&c4 Af8
25.5)e5 1-0

(545) Rubinstein, A. — Rubinstein, S.
Brussels (training game) August 6, 1947
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

1.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 Hf6 3.Wf3 Hc6
4.c3d65.d3 Qe76.5Hd2 0-0 7.h3
Aeb6 8.5e2 d5 9.4b3 ¥d7 10.0-
0Had811.4.c2 Ha512.Hel dxe4
13.dxe4 &Hc4 14.0f1 b5
15.5)eg3 g6 16.a4 ¥b6 17.b3 HHas
18.2b1 Hd7 19.Q.h6 Hfd8 (D)

20.5f5! Af8 21.H8g5 AQAxf5
22.exf5 D e7 23.fxg6 hxg6 24.He3
Ed6 25.b4 e4 26.Q.xe4 1-0

(546) Rubinstein, A. — Rubinstein, S.
Brussels (training game) 1947
Bishop’s Opening [C24]
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1.e4 e5 2.Q.cd Hf6 3.Wf3 H)c6
4.c3 d5 5.exd5 e4 6. %e2 Hes
7.2.b5+ c6 8.dxc6 bxc6 9.d4 cxb5
10.dxe5 Q.g4 11.f3 exf3 12.5)xf3
£Hd7 13.Qe3 Qe7 14.Hbd2 0-0
15.08.d4 £6 16.exf6 D xf6 17. ¥ xb5
EbS8 18.Wc4+ Hd5 19.0-0 Hxb2
20.H)e5 Qe6 21.Hc6 &Hf4
22.)xd8 Q. xc4 23.5)xc4 Hxg2+
24.Hh1 Hg6 1-0

(547) Rubinstein, A. — Rubinstein, S.
Brussels (training game) March 2, 1948
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

1.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 HHf6 3.%f3 H)c6
4.c3 fe75.d3 0-0 6.5d2d6 7.h3
He68.4b3 &d7 9.5e2 d5 10.0-
0 HYas5 11.Q.c2 Had8 12.Hel dxe4
13.dxe4 &Hc4d 14.0f1 ¥c6
15.9eg3 g6 16.Q.h6 Hfe8 17.5)f5
A xf5 18.exfs5 ¥xf3 19.gxf3 Af8
20.Qg5 Hg7 21.5Hg3 h6 22.4cl
£d5 23.£xg6 £xg6 24.Qb3 Hcb6
25.a4 &0H)f4 26.Q xf4 exf4 27.Hxe8
Hxe8 28.5H)e4 H)d7 29.a5 Hes
30.9g2 Hd8 31.a6 b6 32.Q a4 c6
33.8d1 Hc4 34.b4 Qe7 35.Qa4
Hes5 36.Hf1 g5 37.Ye2 Pgb
38.8.c2¥h5 39.50d2 Ef8 40.Q e4
Yh4 41.55b3 Hf6 42.Hh1 c5
43.b5 Hd6 44.Hal Q.6 45.3b3
&c4 46.Q9¢c6 Qe5 47.Qe4 Ha3
48.8.¢c6 Q.xc3 49.5Hc1 4b40-1
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Queen’s Gambit Declined
Symmetrical Variation

(548) Rubinstein, S. — Rubinstein, A.
Brussels (training game) June 16, 1946
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D06]

1.d4 d5 2.3 ¢5 3.c4 D6 4.cxd5

4.dxc5 ¥xd5 5.%xd5 &HxdS 6.a3 e5
7.b4 a5 8.4b2 £c6 9.e4 £Hf6 10.4b5
Ad711.8xc6 Axc612f3Hd7 13.0¢c3
b6!! 14.b5 Hxc5, with advantage to
Black — Rubinstein [though in fact
15.bxc6 Hd3+ 16.&e2 Hxb2 17.6b5
looks rather good for White].

If 6.e4 then 6..55b4 7.5a3 e5 8.5f3
f6 9.2e3 Aeb 10.4b5+ Hd7 11.Pe2
Bc812.8Ehdl Axc5[12...a6? 13.Axd7+
Axd7 14.Bacl!] 13.Bacl b6 14.5c4
&e7 should be okay for Black — analy-
sis by Akiva Rubinstein.

4...cxd4 5.5 xd4 Hyxd5 6.e4 Hb4
7.9e3

7. a4+ HBcH 8.Hxc6Hxc69.8e3 Ad7
10.5c3 e6 11.8e2 Ae7 12.0-0 0-0
13.8fd1, with a pleasant advantage for
White - ECO Volume D, second edition.

7...9)8c6 8.a3 Hxd4 9.axb4 e5
10.c3 Q.xb4 11.Q.¢4 0-0 12.0-0
fQe6 13.0d5 Hc8 14.%d3 H.c5
15.Hfc12a6 16.b4 §.a7 17.b5 axbs
18.Hxa7 bxc4 19.Exc4 Q. xd5
20.Hxc8 Wxc8 21.exd5 ¥c5
22.0 xd4 ¥xd5 23.%g3 ¥xd4 0-1

(549) Rubinstein, S. — Rubinstein, A.
Brussels (training game) June 3, 1947
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D06]

1.d4d5 2.)f3 ¢5 3.c4 cxd4 4.cxd5
OH)f6 5.5\ xd4 Ha6

5...26 6.%a4+ b5 7.6xb5 2d7 8.51c3
Hxd5 9.0Hxd5 Axb5 10.%d1, atd
White is winning (Browne-Sosonko,
Surakarta/Denpassar 1982).

6.4 Hyxe4 7.4b5+ 9d7 8.0-0
A.xb59.H)xb5 ¥Wd7 10.We2 Wxd5
11.Hd1 %eb6 12.9H1c3 Hxc3
13.%xe6 fxe6 14.bxc3 g6 15.Q.e3
Ag7 16.55xa7 Q. xc3 17.Habl
Ab4 18.a3 Q xa3 19.Bxb7 Hf7
20.Hal BEhd8 21.9f1 H\c5 22.Hc7
Ab2 23.2b1 A.d4 24.5)c6 H.xe3
25.5yxd8+ Hxd8 26.fxe3

s
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26...5e4 27.82bb7 He8 28. Fe2 e5
29.8d3 £Yd6 30.Hb6 Heb6 31.e4
Ha8 32.&e3 Ha3+ 33.Hf2 h5
34.Hcc6 g5 35.Ha6 Hd3 36.Hc7
Hb3 37.h3 g4 38.hxg4 hxg4
39.Haa7 &f6 40.2a4 g3+ 41.Fe2
Ab5 42.Ha6+ &g5 43.Hcd Hd4+
44.9d1 Hf4 45.2c5?2? Eb1+ 0-1

(550) Rubinstein, S. — Rubinstein, A.
Brussels (training game) February 23, 1948
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D06]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c5 3.cxd5 &6 4.e4
Hyxe4 5.dxc5 Hxc5 6.Hc3
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6...e5

6...e6 7.b4 ¥f6 8.%c2 Hcab 9.a3 exd5
10.Hxd5 We5+ 11.0e3 Ae6 12.4b2
Wc7 13.4b5+ &cb 14.9f3, and White
is winning (Bondarevsky-Lipiniks,
corr. 1958/59) is the main line in the
second edition of ECO, volume D. The
text, 6...e5, has been played only a
handful of times but with reasonable
success. Rubinstein had the right idea
of how to handle this position for Black
over sixty years ago!

7.f3

7.8e3 A4d6 8.2b5 0-0 9.Bcl b6
10.5f3 4b7 11.8c4a6 12.9Hxd6 ¥xd6
13.0-0 &bd7 14.£d2 Hf6 15.8xc5
bxc5 16.2bl Efd8 17.&8¢3 4Axd5
18.6xd5 &Hxd5 19.Bel b6 Y5-% .
Martz-Bisguier, New York 1972.

7..8d68.Qe2

8.8g5 f6 9.2e3 0-0 10.%c2 gb
11.8xc5 AxcS 12.0-0-0 Hab 13.d6
Re6 14.Bd2 '%-%. Gyimesi-
Wippermann, Germany 2005. Shutting
down a 2600-level player with Black
so quickly is always impressive.

8...0-0 9.0-0 QA f5 10.Q.e3 Hbd7
11.54b5 &e7
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Sammy Rubinstein and relatives.

11...4b8 12.Bcl a6 13.4xc5 HxcS
14.Bxc5 b6 15.8Bc6 axbs 16.a3 Le4 is
equal.

//////, x
% .Q./ &

///

12.5h4!

Akiva was usually too strong for Sammy,
but not always. With this modern-look-
ing move Sammy prepares to trade off
both Black’s bishops for his knights.

12... A6 13.5xg6 hxg6 14.Hcl
a6 15.5xd6 ¥xd6 16.%c2 Hac8
17.b4 He6 18.Wxc8 HEHxc8
19.Hxc8+ Hef8 20.Hfcl ¥xb4
21.H5d8 ¥Wb2 22.4f1 Wxa2
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23.8.¢c5 Hyxc5 24.Hxc5 g5 25.d6
Wwd2 26.8xf8+ Hh7 27.8d8 f6
28.d7 e4 29.5h8+ &xh8 30.Hc8+
Hh7 31.d8YY Wel 32. & g8+ Hgb
33.Hc7 e3 34.%f7+ &Hf5 35.Hc5+
&g4 36.h3+ Hf4 37.83+1-0

Sicilian O’Kelly Variation

(551) Rubinstein,S. — Rubinstein,A.
Brussels (training game) March 16, 1948
Sicilan [B28]

1.e4 c5 2.5)f3 a6 3.c4 H)c6

3...e6 4.d4 cxd4 5.Hxd4 Hf6 6.5c3
¥c7 7.4e2 b6 8.0-0 Ab7 9.f3 4d6,
and Black has no problems -
Rubinstein.

4.d4 cxd4 5.)xd4 D6 6.H)c3 e5
7.5c2 H.¢58.8.e2d69.0-0 0-0

9...2e6 10.4g5 h6 11.4xf6 Wxf6
12.b4 A b6, with equality — Rubinstein.

10.9g5 h6 11.Qh4 g5 12.4g3
Hd4 13.Hxd4 exd414.5Hd5 Hxe4
15.Q.d3 5 16.%h5 &g7 17.Hael
Of6 18.)xf6 ¥Wxf6 19.f4 Q.d7
20.fxg5 hxg5 21.h4 g4 22.4f4
Hf7 23.%h2 a5 24.9g3 Haf8
25.He2 Hh8 26.%g5+ ¥xg5
27.2.x85

27...d5 28.cxd5f4+ 29. Q xf4 Hxf4
30.8Bxf4 QA.d6 31.Hee4 HfS8
32.8Hxd4 Yh6 33.Qe2 &hs
34.Hde4 b5 35.b4 axb4 36.Hxb4
Ha8 37.&f2
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37...Hxa2!

The best try, though White is still win-
ning. If 37...Axf4, then 38.Exf4 Hxa2
39.Bf7 4.8 40.g3, while 37...4xb4 is
metby 38.Exb4 Exa2 39.&e3. In both
cases, White has an easier time collect-
ing the point.

Sammy Rubinstein in his later years.
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38.g3 Hd2

Or 38...4xb4 39.Exb4 Bd2 40.&e3
Bxd541.Bd4 Bxd4 (41...Be5+ 42.8f4
Hxe2 (42...He7 43.HEd5+ ®h6
44 Bd6+ ®h5?? 45.8xd7, and White is
winning) 43.Bd5+ &g6 44.Exd7+-)
42.3xd4 Lg6 43.3c5 Hf5 44.4xb5
A.c845.%d4, winning.

39.8Hf7 Qxb4 40.Hxd7 fQ.c3
41.He3 g6 42.Q4xb5 KHg2
43.Hf4 Hel 44.8Bd6+ Ig7
45.9g5 Hxg3 46.Hd7+ Hf8 47.d6
He3 48.h5 g3 49.Hd8+ &g7
50.h6+ PHh7 51.Hd7+ Ph8
52.%g6 1-0

A nicely played ending by Sammy!
Queen’s Gambit Accepted

(552) Rubinstein,S. — Rubinstein,A.
Brussels (training game) September 12, 1947
Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D28]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c5 3.20f3 dxc4 4.e3
OHf6 5.0 xc4 €6 6.0-0 Hc6 7. &e2
a6 8.2 c3 b5 9.4b3 4b7 10.2d1
YWc7 11.d5 exd5 12.e4! d4

/
/// /%/
Srante

One of the first victims to appreciate
the strength of 12.e4 was O’Kelly: 12.
...dxe4 13.5xe4 Hxe4 14.&xe4+ Ee7
15.%f4 £Hd8 16.Bel Heb 17.%g4 c4
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18.4.g5, and White was much better in
Kotov-O’Kelly, Groningen 1946.

13.e5?

13.£d5! is the reason this line has been
dismissed for Black: 13...&xd5
(13...%d8 looks like a better try).
14.exd5+ He7 15.a4 c4 16.5xd4 Axd5
17.axb5 cxb3 18.Hf5 Ed8 19.bxab f6
20.Bxd5 Bxd5 21.a7 BEd8 22.5xe7
xe7 23.%b5+ Hf7 24.a8% Yel+
25.8f1 Wxf1+ 26.&xf1 Exa8 27.8Exa8
Hg8 28.8b8 Ad6 29.Exb3 leaves a
White a pawn up in the ending (Gipslis-
Klasup, Latvian Championship, 1954).

13...0-0-0 14.exf6 dxc3 15.Q.85

Or 15.a4 Hxd1, where White stands
better (Barden-Clough, York 1959).

15...g6

15...c4 looks better as 16.BExd8+ Hxd8
and 16.fxg7 Exd1+ 17.Bxdl Axg7
both looks fine for Black.

16.bxc3 c4 17.0.c2 4d6 18.Qe4
Ehe8 19.a4 He6 20.%c2 Hde8
21.4d5

The game score ends here with White
standing better.

English: Reversed Maréczy Bind

(553) A. Rubinstein — S. Rubinstein
Brussels (training game) September 23, 1946
English [A15]

1.c4 £f6 2.3 ¢5 3.0.82 d5 4.cxd5
Hxds 5.0f3 Hc6 6.0-0 e5 7.d3
Ae7 8..5bd2 0-0 9.Hc4 f6
10.¥¥b3 Eb8?
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10...&h8 was more prudent.
11.5e3

11.e4! b5 12.&cd2 c4 13.dxc4 Has
14.%d1 £b4 15.cxb5 Bxb5 16.a3 £H1d3
17.b4 leaves White a safe pawn up.

11...0e6 12.9Hg5 fxg5 13.4.xd5
Af7 14.9.x£7+ Hxf7 15.a4 Hd4
16.%d1 ¥d7 17.hc4 Wf5 18.f3
h5 19.5e3 ¥e6 20.g4 g6 21.h3
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21...Hbf8

21...c4! 22.dxc4 L.c5! looks more dy-
namic (A. Rubinstein).

22.0d2 Ad6 23.Hf2 hxgi
24.hxg4é Wd7

Or 24...e4! 25.dxe4 b3 26.Eb1 Af4 to
activate Black’s pieces (A. Rubinstein).

25.Hcl Heb6 26.5Hc4 H.c7 27.8e3
b6 28.)d2 £Hf4 29.H\e4

If 29.2h2 then 29...d5 30.4xg5 e4”?
may have been Black’s idea.

29...0h3+ 30.9g2 H)xf2 31.4.xf2 1-0
Black may have lost on time.

The Rubinsteins did not confine them-
selves to playing only training games.

They also analyzed various openings
and sometimes individual games, par-
ticularly key moments. The following
analyses are some of the highlights of
their work. The authors have added
some comments to show how theory
has developed since the late 1940s.

Queen’s Gambit
Rubinstein Attack

Declined:

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.9)c3 Hf6 4.9 85
Ae75.0f3 H)bd7 6.e3 0-0 7.Hc1
c6 8.0d3 dxc4 9.8 xc4 &Hds
10. Q4. xe7 ¥Wxe7 11.0-0 Hyxc3
12.HExc3 e5 13.dxe5 &Hyxes
14.5)xe5 Wxes5 15.f4

Rubinstein’s Attack appears to have
been first been played in Mason-
Davies, Auckland 1914, and Treybal-
Hromadka, Bad Pistyan 1922, but it
was Akiva’s using the move against
Lasker (game 467) and von Gottschall
(game 190) that brought it to the atten-
tion of the chess world.

15...%e4

15...%e7 was played by Lasker against
Rubinstein in their famous “Living
Chess” exhibition game in 1924.

16.%e2 Af5

White stands better after 16...4.e6
17.2d3 ¥b4 18.a3 ¥b6 19.f5 4d5
20.f6 g6 21.&h1! h6 22.e4 feb
23.%d2.

17.24 H.e6?!

17..4d7! 18.4d3 ¥e7 19.e4 Efe8
20.4bl1 EBad8 21.f5 ¢5 22.f6 We5
23.fxg7 Qg5 offered equal chances in
R. Hernandez-Raicevic, Novi Sad
1974.
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18.Q.d3 ¥Wb4 19.a3

White has to take time out for this move
as 19.f5 is met by 19...4xa2.

19...%b6 20.f5 Q.d5 21.f6 g6
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22.Ef2!N
The idea is e4 and ¥d2.

22.%f2 Hfe8 23.4bl1 Heb 24.%f4??
&h8?? (24...%xb2 25.Bc2 %xa3)
25.4xg6! ¥xb2 26.Ec2 Wb3 27.e4 hxgb
28.exd5 ¥xd5 29.Hcf2 He4 30.%g3 Ef8
31.h3 &e5 32.&xeS5 Bxe5 33.82d1 He3
34.8d7 Bxa3 35.9g2 Be3 36.Exb7 was
the exciting last round draw between
Euweand H. Steiner from Hastings 1945/
46. The following is analysis by the
Rubinsteins.

22...h6

Sammy and Akivabelieved that 22...Efe8
23.e4 ¥d4 24.%f3 Qeb (24...Axe4?
25.%f4 $h8 26.h6 Hg827 Axe4 Wxe4d
28.%xh7+) 25.8f4 Hh8 26.¥g5
(26.%h6 Bg8 27.9e2 (27.8c2 Axgd)
27...85) 26...%d6 (26...Had8? 27.%h6
Hg828.Qe2 g5 29.8d3) 27.e5 Wf8, with
finely balanced chances for both sides
was best play.
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23.e4 Qeb6 24.%d2 Hh7 25.Wf4
Had8 26.Q.c2

White, who is planning Eh3, has a clear
advantage.

Queen’s Gambit Declined
Exchange Variation

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5 c3 &6 4.2.85
Ae75.e3 Hbd7 6.5)f3 0-0 7.Hc1
c6 8.%c2 a6 9.cxd5 exd5 10.H.d3
He8 11.0-0 &H)f8 12.h3

This looks like the modern way of treat-
ing the Exchange Variation of the
Queen’s Gambit Declined but with
Hacl and ...a6 thrown in. The text takes
away the use of the g4-square for
Black’s pieces (...&Ag4 or meeting He5
with ...2g4) as well as giving White
options to place his bishop on f4 in cer-
tain situations as a retreat square on h2
is now available.

12...g6!

This move and the plan behind it, to
develop Black’s bishop (sometimes
with ...5e6-g7 and ...Af5), is often at-
tributed to Eliskases.

13.Da4 He4




Training Games

13...24d6 14.9b3 Heb6 15.8h4 We7
16.5b6 Bb8 17.5e5 (G.Mohr-Borges
Mateos, Belgorod 1990), and 13...9e6
14.24h4 HhS 15.84xe7 ¥Wxe7 16.0b6
Eb8 17.5e5 (Sunye Neto-Leitao, Sao
Paulo 1999) both see White with an-
noying small pull.

14.4f4 Qd6 15.Q4xd6 ¥xd6
16.£c5

16.8xe4 Bxe4 17.9c5 looks like a
better try for the advantage.

16...9xc5 17. % xc5 W6 18.He5
A5 19.Qxf5 Wxf5 20.&b6 He7
21.b4 Hae8 22.a4 £)d7 23.Hxd7
Wxd7 24.b5 axb5 25.axb5 Heb6
26.bxc6 bxc6 27.Hcs Hf6

With equal chances.

Akiva invariably met the Ruy Lopez
with 3...a6 in his tournament games, but
as we saw in his training games with
O’Kelly (games 455-457) in 1945 and
1946 the two examined this line quite
closely. The Classical Variation became
one of O’Kelly’s main weapons against
1.e4 after World War II and he played
it frequently from 1946-1953, enjoy-
ing considerable success with it. We
would not be surprised to learn that the
following analysis was done not only
by the Rubinsteins but O’Kelly as well.

Ruy Lopez — Classical §.¢c5

l.ede52.54f3 £)c6 3.4b5 H.c54.0-
0 Hf65.5)xe5 Hyxe5 6.d4 c67.dxe5
Hyxe4 8.Q9.d3 d5 9.exd6 £)Yf6

If Black recaptures with the knight on
d6 (9...£2xd6), he must not answer
10.Eel+ with 10...2e6?? on account of
11.Exe6+.

10.Hel+ Q.e6

11.9885
(@) 11.4f5 0-0 12.Axeb fxeb.

(al) 13.Exe6 ¥d7 14.Ee7 ¥f515.4e3
Axd6 16.BExb7 Hg4 17.4d4 Axh2+
18.%h1 AeS5 19.8xe5 Hixf2+ 20. &gl
¥xe5 21.8d2 Bad8 0-1 (Vlagsma-
O’Kelly, Beverwijk 1946).

(a2) 13.4e3 Axe3 14.Bxe3 &d5
15.Be2 g5 16.g3 £f4 17.0d2 Hxe2+
18.¥xe2, with excellent play for the
exchange (analysis by Akiva and
Sammy);

(b) 11.0c3 ¥xd6 12.¥f3 0-0-0 13. 415!
(13.4f4 ¥d7 14.2e3 Axe3 15.&xe3
¥d4 5~ (Marcelin-Winants, France
2003) 13...%d7 (13...Ehe8 14.2.¢5;
13..4d7 14.Af4 &f8 15.4e5 and
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White is better) 14.8xe6 fxe6 15.4.e3
Axe3 16.%xe3 &b8 17.%xeb, with
advantage to White (Fedorowicz-
Kaidanov, Long Beach (US Ch) 1993).

11...8.xd6 12.5Hd2

12.6c3 ¥c7 13.84£6 gxf6 14.%h5 0-0-
015.9e4 Ab4! 16.Ee2 ¥f4 17.g3 Ehg8
led to a tense but balanced position in
Sigurjonsson-Taulbut, Brighton 1981.

12...%c7 13.Q.xf6 gxf6
With an equal game.
Rubinstein-Salwe Matches

The discovery of early Rubinstein
games in the pages of the Neue £6dZer
Zeitung has to be of the most exciting
developments in the past few years for
fans of Akiva. They show his early de-
velopment and emphasize the key role
Salwe had in helping him become a
world class player.

The following games and text add to
the material that was published several
years ago in Uncrowned King.

1903 Match (Rubinstein-Salwe 7-7)

(1) The match was played between
April 26 and June 7; (2) Winner was
the first to reach 7 points; (3) Games
were played three times a week, Sun-
days, Tuesdays and Thursdays; (4)
Adjournments were played on Fridays;
(5) Games were played at the Lodz
Chess Club; and (6) The winner quali-
fied for the All Russian Championship

There must have been some interrup-
tions in the schedule as the following
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reconstruction shows that if they had
played straight through the match
would have ended May 26.

Though we do not have the last game
we can guess it was a draw as both play-
ers participated in the Russian Cham-
pionship in Kiev later in the year.

Game 1: Rubinstein-Salwe April 26
Game 2: Salwe-Rubinstein (1-0, 30
moves, B57) April 28

Game 3: Rubinstein-Salwe (1-0, 32
moves, D05) April 30

Game 4: Salwe-Rubinstein May 3
Game 5: Rubinstein-Salwe May 5
Game 6: Salwe-Rubinstein May 7
Game 7: Rubinstein-Salwe May 10
Game 8: Salwe-Rubinstein May 12
Game 9: Rubinstein-Salwe May 14
Game 10: Salwe-Rubinstein May 17
Game 11: Rubinstein-Salwe May 19
Game 12: Salwe-Rubinstein May 21
Game 13: Rubinstein-Salwe May 24
Game 14: Salwe-Rubinstein (draw —
score unavailable) June 7

1904 Match (Rubinstein-Salwe 5'2-4"%)

(1) The match was played between Sep-
tember 25 and October 28; (2) Winner
was the first player to reach 5 ;2 points;
(3) Games were played three times a
week, Sundays, Tuesdays and Thurs-
days, from 7:30 to 11:30 and then ad-
journed; (4) Adjournments were played
Saturdays; (5) The final score was + 4,
-3, =3 in Rubinstein’s favor.

Game 1: Rubinstein-Salwe (0-1, 31
moves, D53) Sept 25

Game 2: Salwe-Rubinstein Sept 27
Game 3: Rubinstein-Salwe (1-0, 37
moves, D53) Sept 29

Game 4: Salwe-Rubinstein Oct 2
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Game 5: Rubinstein-Salwe (0-1, 40
moves, D00) Oct 4

Game 6: Salwe-Rubinstein (0-1, 50
moves, B25) Oct 6

Game 7: Rubinstein-Salwe (1-0, 46
moves, C25) Oct 9

Game 8: Salwe-Rubinstein

Game 9: Rubinstein-Salwe

Game 10: Salwe-Rubinstein October 28

The players stuck to the schedule for
the first seven games but then fell be-
hind. From a report in the Neue £ 6dzZer
Zeitung it is clear that game ten finished
on October 28.

(554) Rubinstein — Salwe
16dz (5) October 4, 1904
Queen’s Pawn [D00]

1.d4 d5 2.e3 e6 3.4.d3 H)f6 4.f4
5 5.c3 £)c6 6.5Hd2

This could just be a transposition of
moves with £f3 comingnextbut in fact
Rubinstein has a less common scheme
of development in mind.

6...2d6 7.4f3 ¥c7 8.5h3 a6
9.)f2?

This is a bit toomuch as it weakens 4.
Better was 9.0-0.

9...cxd4!

This idea, played precisely because
White cannot recapture withthe e-pawn
or put a knight on c3, is now well-
known in part because of the similarly
themed encounter Van Vliet-Znosko-
Borovsky, Ostende 1907, the first game
in Irving Chernev’s classic Logical
Chess Move by Move.

10.cxd4 &Hb4 11.0-0 Hxd3
12.H3xd3 0-0 13.pHe5 AHd7
14.)Yxd7

This might look illogical as White
trades a knight that has moved four
times for a bishop that has just entered
the game but it is hard to suggest a con-
structive plan.

14...%xd7 15.g4

This is not so much an attacking move
as a defensive one. White wants to trade
off the knight on f6 or remove its con-
trol of e4.

15...%c6 16.85 Hed 17.Hxed
dxe4 18.%g2 5 19.4.d2

19.gxf6 was of equal value. In either
case White’s position is not pleasant to

play.

19...Hac8 20.Hacl Wd5
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0
/1/// 2t
.‘t/ .Q. /,/

/};ﬁé
//it/////
/%

391



The Life & Games of Akiva Rubinstein: The Later Years

2l1.a3

Thetextplaces the last of White’s pawn
on the same color as his bishop but
there really wasn’t a choice as 21.b3
fa3 cedes the c-file.

21...%b3 22.Exc8

On 22.4.c3 Black has 22...Qxa3.
22...Hxc8 23.Hcl Hc6

23.. .Bxcl+ 24.Axcl a5 followed by
...b5 is another way to squeeze White.

24.Exc6 bxc6

Now Black has an additional way to
open the position with ...c5.

25.0.c1 c5 26.dxc5
On 26.%d2 Black can start bringing his

king to the center beginning with
26...9f7.

26... A.xc5 27.%d2 Hf7 28.4d7+
fe729.%d4

If 29.4.d2 then 29...%d1+ 30.%f2 (or
30.%g2 h6!) 30...%h1.

29...a5

Now bad but even stronger was the
surprising 29...e5! as 30.%xe5 is met
by 30...%d1+ and 30.fxe5 by
30...8xg5. If 30.¥d7 then 30...%eb.
30.Q.d2 ¥d1+

30...e5 was still a consideration as

31.%d7 %e632.Wxeb6+Hxeb 33.4xa5
can be met by 33...4.c5.

31.Hf2 a4
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Bringing the battle to both flanks with
31...h6! looks more enterprising.

32.Q.c3?

The losing move. White is worse and
32.%g2 &gb provides no relief, but
32.h4 meeting 32...&g4 with 33.4c3
looks much more stubborn.

32...%xd4 33.Q.xd4 Q.d6 34.Fe2
A.c735.&d2
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35...e5! 36.fxe5 Heb6 37.Fc3
A xe5 38.Q.xe5? Hxe5 39.b4 axb3
40.a4 f4 0-1 [Neue L6dZer Zeitung,
1904, #44)

(555) Salwe — Rubinstein
L6dz (6) October 6, 1904
Sicilian [B25]

l1.e4c5

Rubinstein usually answered 1.e4 with
1...e5 or the French but he dabbled with
the Sicilian.

2.5)¢c3 Hc6 3.83 g6 4.0.82 Qg7
5.5 ge2 d6 6.d3 Ad7 7.Qe3

White’s move order suggests he did not
want to face 7.0-0 ¥c8 with ...&h3 and
...h7-h5-h4 in the offing.
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7...00d4
Now 7...%c8 could be met by 8.d4

8.h3 €6 9.%4d2 He7 10.0d1 0-0
11.c3

Today White would play 11.&cl first
and then evict the knight with ¢3. This
would prevent Black from having the
opportunity to trade knights and avoid
losing time.

11...5)xe2 12.%xe2 h6?! 13.h4
Hc6 14.h5 g5 15.f4 £6 16.5)f2
¥a5 17.0-0 Q.e8 18.Hfc1

Black had arranged his pieces to deter d4
—18.d4 cxd4 19.cxd4 gxf4 20.gxf4 Axh5.
18...4.£7 19.a3 ¥c7 20.b4

White is grabbing more space wherever
he can find it.

20...5e7 21.g4 e5 22.f5 Hfc8
23.%b2 A f8 24.d4 cxd4 25.cxd4
Wb6 26.5)d1 &d8 27.d5
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27...0e8 28.4f1 a6 29.5c3 b6
30.a4 Hcb8 31.b5 a5 32.5)d1 Hc8
33.%4f2 Excl

Black might consider 33...Hc5 in view
of what happens, but White could ig-
nore the immediate offer and improve
his position with 34.£b2 capturing on
c5 when he chooses.

34.0.xb6?

This is criminal! Having completely
outplayed Rubinstein strategically Salwe
cashes in his chips too cheaply. Instead
34.Bxc1 Bb8 35.5b2 £)c8 36.Ec6! is very
powerful. White is in total control and play-
ing for only two results. After 36...8xc6
37.dxc6 he has two strong plans: placing
his queen and bishop along the a2-g8 di-
agonal and/or placing his bishop on e6 and
knight on c4.

34...Hxal

Now Rubinstein has chances to win
after suffering for so long.

35.94xd8 EHxd8 36.)b2 HcS8
37.g2 Hacl 38.4d3 AQf7
39.%d2

4
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39...55xdS5! 40.exds
41.Hf2Eh142.Qe2 Qe4d

Axd5+

42...Eh2+ 43.&el fAe4 intending
...Ec2 and ...d5 activating Black’s dark-
squared bishop was decisive.
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43.b6 d5
43..Bh2+ 44.®el dS still did the job.

44.5d3 Hccl??
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44...Bbl 45.%xa5 Hc2 46.&e3 Bb3
still won. The text is the start of a mu-
tual hallucination.

45.%xa5??

45.5xc1 L.c5+ 46.8g3 Bgl+ 47.8h2
Hh1+ is a draw by perpetual check.

45...Hc2??

45...Bh2+ 46.&e3 Bc2 47.4f1 4hl
leaves White defenseless.

46.Fe3??

46.b7 Bh2+ 47.&f1 Bhl+ is only a
perpetual after 48.%f2 and 47...Ehxe2
48.b8¥ Eh2 49.%xf8+ &xf8 50.&d8+
also allows White to split the point.

46...82h2147.Q f1 Q h1 48.5)xe5 fxe5
49.b7 d4+ 50.5d3 Q.xb7 0-1 [Neue
Ldzer Zeitung 1904, #47, page 375]

(556) Rubinstein — Salwe
1.6dz (7) October 9, 1904
Three Knights Game [C25]
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l.e4e5 2.9)c3 A.¢53.04f3d6 4.d4
exd4 5.5)yxd4 &) c6 6.Qe3 Hyxd4
7.8xd4 Qxd4 8. %xd4 Wf6
9.%d2 §.e610.0b5 Hc8 11.0-0-0
a6 12.0d4 He7 13.f£40-014.Q.e2
Eifd8 15.g42!

This is not precise. Correct was 15.&b1
intending to meet 15...c5 with 16.Hxe6
¥xe6 17.Bhel with a small advantage
as 17...d5 is strongly met by 18.8.c4!.

15... c5! 16.5Yf5

Now Black could have answered
16.5Hxe6 Wxeb 17.&bl with 17...d5!.

16...Q.xf5 17.gx£5 £)c6

17...d5 would have provoked 18.e5 and
after 18...8xf5 19.4d3 or 19.Ehgl would
have given White compensation for the sac-
rificed pawn but nothing as tangible as the
attack he develops in the game.

18.2hgl HYd4 19.Qg4 b5 20.c3
£)c6 21.Hg3 c4

This lookstoo slow. Instead 21...b4 had
to be tried. Black needs to open the b-
file and get d4 for his knight to gener-
ate counterplay.

22.Hdgl &h8 23.4.d1 g6
This is playing with fire. Keeping lines

closed on the kingside with 23...Eg8
was considerably safer.

24.fxg6 £xg6 25.Q.c2 EHf8 (D)
26.Hg4
26.f5! gxf5 (26...5e5 27.fxgb Hixgb

28.Bxgb) 27.Bgb We7 28.%h6 Hg8
29.exf5 Hxgb 30.Hxg6 was decisive.
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26..5)e7 27.%g2 Hcs5 28.f5 Hes
29.%h3 Hg8 30.5h4 Hg7 31.8Eh6
&g832.a3a533.Yb1 Hf734.82h4
&h8 35.2hgs Hg8 36.¥h6 Hg7
37.h4 b4 38.axb4 axb4 39.cxb4
Hb5 40.%d2 Hc6 41.Qa4 c3
42. ¥ xc3 ¥xc3 43.bxc3 Hb6
44.0 xc6 Hxc6 45.8b2 Hgc7
46.H21g3 1-0

[Neue tddzer Zeitung 1905 #29 p.15]

1907 Match (Rubinstein 16-6 Salwe)

The third and final match between
Rubinstein and Salwe started on Feb-
ruary 27th at the £6dz Chess Club
which sponsored the match. The play-
ers competed for a purse of 500 rubles
to be divided 60 percent to the winner
and 40 percent to the loser. The match
was to be 25 games, played one game
a week on Thursdays starting at Spm.

Game 1 Salwe-Rubinstein February 27
Game 2 Rubinstein-Salwe March 7
Game 3 Salwe-Rubinstein

Game 4 Rubinstein-Salwe March 28
Game 5 Salwe-Rubinstein

Game 6 Rubinstein-Salwe

Game 7 Salwe-Rubinstein

Game 8 Rubinstein-Salwe

Game 9 Salwe-Rubinstein
Game 10 Rubinstein-Salwe
Game 11 Salwe-Rubinstein
Game 12 Rubinstein-Salwe
Game 13 Salwe-Rubinstein October 29
Game 14 Rubinstein-Salwe
Game 15 Salwe-Rubinstein
Game 16 Rubinstein-Salwe
Game 17 Salwe-Rubinstein
Game 18 Rubinstein-Salwe
Game 19 Salwe-Rubinstein
Game 20 Rubinstein-Salwe
Game 21 Salwe-Rubinstein
Game 22 Rubinstein-Salwe

We know what the playing schedule
was supposed to be but clearly the out-
side world intervened. The marathon
Ostende and Carlsbad tournaments, in
which both players competed, would
have taken up much of the summer.
Tony Gillam believes the game dated
March 7th (game 2) must be correct but
suspects that the date for game 4 is a
printing error for March 28th and that
the schedule had already fallen behind
by one week. A lot more research needs
to be done on this match.

(557) Salwe — Rubinstein
16dz (1) February 27, 1907
Giuoco Piano [C50]

1.e4 e5 2.50f3 £)c6 3.Qc4 Qc5
4.5¢c3 £f6 5.d3 d6 6.Q.€3 A b6

Rubinstein does not want to capture on
e3 which would strengthen White’s
center and give him the use of the f-
file. This leaves Black two choices.
Here Akiva retreats his bishop to ob-
tain the use of the a-file for his rook
should Salwe trade. Later in his career,
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in similar situations — for example 1.d4
d5 2.5f3 &6 3.c4 b 4.e3 Af5 5.8c3
eb6 6.8d3 - Akiva would play 6...8e7
— inviting the trade on f5 which could
potentially give Black a pawn structure
with doubled f-pawns and an isolated
d-pawn. This was just the sort of setup
Alekhine used to defeat Rubinstein at
Carlsbad 1923 (game 91).

7.0-0 4.g48.0d5 £Hxd59.4.xd50-
010.h3 Qh5 11.g41?

This is a committal advance. Salwe
could have played more modestly with
11.%e2 and later c3 followed by ac-
tion in the center.

11... 2.g6 12. g2 HhS

Game 13 of the match continued
12...Hh8 13.%e2 14.a4 (see the sec-
ond edition of Uncrowned King game
144, pp.109-110).

13.c3 We7 14.Q4xc6 bxc6
15.8.xb6 axb6 16.We2 Hfe8
17.5d2 d5 18.£3 £6 19.Efd1 Q.f7
20.a3 Hed8 21.0f1 dxe4

Black has more space but the closed
nature of the position makes it difficult
to increase his advantage. Here 21...c5,
looking to play ...c4or...d4as circum-
stances dictate, would be more flexible.

22.fxe4 ¢5 23.c4 Hd7 24.HDe3 cb6
25.Hacl g6 26.%c2 Hd4 27.%f2
Had8 28.Hc3 f.e6 29.%f3 b5?

This move is positionally desirable but
tactically suspect. Rubinstein wants to
show his rook on d4 is usefully placed
but in fact it would have been better to
play it back to d7 or d8. Ideally Black
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would like to play something like
29..g7 but note the idea of ...Eh8 and
...h5 would be difficult to realize. The
king on g7 invites ¥g3 planning Hf5+
and the rook going to h8 encourages
Eb3 attacking b6.

30.5)c2?!

30.cxb5 cxb5 31.Exc5! was the reason
that 29...b5? was premature: 31...Exd3
(31...8xc5 32.%xf6+) 32.8xd3 Bxd3
33.Bxb5 ¥d8 34.Eb8 Wxb8 35.%xf6+
g8 36.Wxe6+ g7 37.We7+ Hg8
with a draw by perpetual check.

30...H4d 62!
30...24d7! would have left c5 guarded.
31.8f1?

Salwe misses the chance to escape from
his troubles with 31.cxb5 cxb5 32.Exc5
Hxd3 33.8xd3 Bxd3 34.8Ec8+!

31...%g7

Akiva could have opened the d-file with
31..bxc4 which looks promising. He
may have decided to defer the exchange
as after 32. dxc4 White would poten-
tially have the opportunity of bringing



Rubinstein-Salwe Matches

the rook on c3 to f3. The text ups the
ante by preparing to start operations on
a second front with ...hS5.

32.5el?!
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Salwe had to trade on c5. The text in-
vites serious trouble.

32... b4?!

Black misses 32...bxc4 33.dxc4 h5!
34.gxh5 Bh8 with a winning position.

33.Hc2

The rook hurries to the f-file to gener-
ate counterplay.

33.. Ha8 34.Hcf2 Qg8

White has sufficient counterplay after
34...bxa3 35.bxa3 Hxa3 36.%xf6+
Wxf6 37.8xf6.

35.%e3 bxa3 36.bxa3 Ha5 37.5f3
h6 38.%f2 He6 39.%b2 Ha8
40.9)c2 Ef8 41.¥4b6 ¥d6 42.Eb1
He7 43.a4 572!

The long-term advance of White’s a-
pawn provokes Rubinstein to initiate ac-
tion but Salwe is well-placed to meet it.

44.gxf5 gxf5 45.5Hhe3 Qh7
46.9h2 Hh8 47.5)xf5 Q. xf5
48.H xf5 Hg8

48...Bxf5 49.%b8+ ¥xb8 50.Exb8+
would lead to a drawn rook ending.

49.Hf3 Heg7 50.%b2 Hg6 51.a5
Wc7 52.%f2 Hg2+ 53.%xg2
Hxg2+ 54.9xg2 ¥xas

Black looks to be in trouble but it ap-
pears he can still hold due to the ex-
posed position of the White king.

55.8b7 &g8 56.2d7

The newspaper score gives 56.Eb7
again. We believe this is how the game
actually continued.

56...%yd2+ 57.Hf2 Wg5+ 58.&Hh2
We3
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59.8f5

59.8a2 Wf4+ 60.%gl Wcl+ 61.9f2
W4+ 62.&g2 g5+ leads to perpetual
check. A more serious winning try is
59.Bg2+ &f8 60.2a2 with the point
that after 60...&f4+ 61.%g2 Wgs5+
62.%f1 the checks are ending. After
62...%e8 White has the pretty looking
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63.Eg7 but this only leads to a drawn
king and pawn ending after 63...%xg7
64.8a8+ &f7 65.8a7+ Bgb 66.Exgb+
Bxgh.

59...h5 60.2£f7 ¥d2+ 61.&g3 Yel+
62.89g2 h4 63.513 Wg3+ /- [Neue
Lodzer Zeitung 1907, # 11, page 87)

(558) Rubinstein — Salwe
1.6dz (4) March 28, 1907
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

l.ede52.f4

Rubinstein, even at the beginning of his
career, played the King’s Gambit in a
positional way.

2...0.¢53.55f3d6 4.c3 Ab65.Q.c4

Normally White follows 4.c3 with 5.d4
though grandmasters Jon Arason and
Jonny Hector have experimented with
5.8a3. The text should be met by a
quick ...d5.

5...f6 6.d3 &c6

Here 6...exf4 7.8xf4 d5! 8.exd5 Hxd5
is a clean equalizer.

7.%e2 0-0 8.f51? d5 9.4 b3

Now Rubinstein is not obliged to cap-
ture on d5 and matters are much less clear.

9...%/d6 10.5Ha3 He7 11.4.85 c6
12.0-0-0 a5 13.Q.x£6 (D)

13....gx£621

Salwe decides to avoid losing time with
his queen but at the cost of giving White
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a permanent target on the kingside. The
normal recapture, 13..%xf6, looks bet-
ter when 14.exd5S is met by 14...Axf5
15.%xe5 ¥xe5 16.0xe5 Hxd5 17.4xd5
cxd5 with equal chances, Black’s two
bishops counterbalanced by White’s bet-
ter pawn structure and potential use of
the d4-square. One possible continuation
might be 18.8hf1 Le6 19.0b5 £6 20.03
fd7 21.5bd4. Efe8.

14.h4 Hh8 15.g4 A.d7 16.g5 Hg8
17.5h2 Hg7

Salwe could have tried 17...a4 18.4c2
f.c519.5b1 a3 butafter 20.b3 it is hard
to see how to continue as he lacks a
target compare to his doubled f-pawns.

18.9) g4 £)g8 19.2h3 He8 20.H)b1
0.d821.5Hdh1fxg5 22.hxg5 Q xg5+
23.)d2£624.3bl1 Q. xd2 25. % xd2
Hee7 26.%h2 ¥c5 27.5 e3
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Rubinstein-Salwe Matches

27...Bef7?

Fritz 12 and Rybka 3.0 are in agree-
ment that this is the losing move as it
allows White to bring his last piece (his
bishop) into the attack with a tempo.
Salwe has to try 27...b5 28.exd5
(28.4d1 Ae8) 28...a4 mixing things
up. Now Rubinstein finishes up
quickly.

28.2.d1 A.c829.Qh5 Hc730.2.86
We7 31.exd5 h6 32.2xh6+ £Yxh6
33.%xh6+ HEh7 34.Q.xh7 g7
35.0.86+ ¥xh6 36.Hxh6+ g8
37.9g4 QAd7 38.8h7 1-0 [Neue
todzer Zeitung, 1907 #39]

(559) Langleben + Salwe — Goldfarb
+ Rubinstein

L6dz (Consultation) March, 1903
Giuoco Piano[C50]

This game was played to celebrate
Langleben’s move from Warsaw to}1.6dz.

l.e4e52.5f3 Hc63.0.c4 A.c5 4.0-
0 &HHf6 5.d4 Q.xd4 6.5yxd4 Hxd4
7.2.85h6
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8.4h4 g5 9.f4 d5 is the more com-
monly played sequence in this double
e-pawn sideline.

8...d6

Black has two satisfactory alternatives
in 8...hxg5 9.fxe5 d5 10.%xd4
(10.exd5 &xd5 11.%xd4 Qeb=)
10...dxc4 11.%¥xd8+ &xd8 12.exf6
gxf6 13.50c3 QAeb 14Exf6 Le7; and
8...50e6 9.4xeb fxeb6 10.Axf6 &xf6
11.%h5+ g6 12.¥xe5 Wxe5 13.fxe5 bb
14.8f6 g5 15.0d2 Qa6 16.c4 ®e7
17.8af1 Haf8.

9.Q4.xf6 gx£6
9...%xf6 10.fxeS WxeS 11.4xf7+
10.c3

10.c3 Aeb 11.4xeb fxe6 12.8h5+
&d7 does not help White as Black’s
kingis well-protected behind its sturdy
pawn center.

10...0.e6 11.2.d3 £\ c6 12.f5 A.d7
13.£a3 We7

13...0-0 14.¥%h5 ®h7 15.4.c4 followed
by Ef3-h3 leaves Black defenseless.

14.b4 Wf8

14...0-0 15.&c4 ¥h7 (15...%d8
16.%h5 h7 17.0e3 He7 18.Hg4 Hg8
19.8f3 is crushing.) 16.e3 and Black
is not in time to contest £d5.

15.Hc2 hs
Black aims to meet 2f3 with ...h4 —

stopping Hg3 — but exactly where his
king will find safety is unclear.

16.He3

16.8f3 would be answered by 16...h4
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16...5e7 17.a4 ¥h6 18.Ef3 Hc8?

This does not look right. Correct was
18...2g819.b5 h4 20.a5 h3 21.g3 &f8
with approximately equal chances. The
text does nothing to generate play on
the kingside or bring Black’s king to
safety.

19.8.c2

The immediate 19.b5 was also possible.
The text overprotects the e4-pawn to
allow £d5 in the future.

19...Eh7 20.b5 Eh8 21.%d2

21.9d5 Hxd5 22.%xd5 Eb8 23.c4 with
c5 coming was also strong.

21..Hg8 22.Hd1 &f8 23.c4 b6
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24.Hh3

24.¢5! bxc5 25.%a5 h4 26.%h1 — get-
ting out of the way of ...h3 — followed
by ¥xa7 leaves Black with no good
way to defend against the advance of
the a-pawn.

24...50g6?

24...h4 was objectively better though
the text offers more practical chances.
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25.fxg6?

25..0d5! leaves Black the choice between
an untenable middlegame — 25...&f4
26.Dxf4 exf4 (26..%xf4 27 . ¥xf4 exf4
28.Hxh5) 27.Ef1 — or a losing endgame
after 25.. . ¥xd2 26.8xd2.

25... A xh3 26.gxh3 fxg6

Chances are now about equal. Normally
two pieces are better than a rook and
pawns in the middlegame but here
White’s bishop’s mobility is severely
limited.

27.%h1 g7 28.Egl Hh8 29. 12
Hcf8 30.0d5 Hg7 31.h4 g5?!

This creates a terrible hole on f5. More
natural looking is 31...f5 32.exf5 gxf5
33.Bxg7 ¥xg7 34.4xf5 e4 35.De3
We5 with equal chances.

32.9e3 gxh4 33.Hf1

In such positions with two pieces for rook
and pawns it usually helps the attacker to
preserve as much material as possible.

33...8g5 34.0)f5 Hgg8 35.5)xh4 Hg7?!
35..%g4 36.5f5 Eg5 keeps White

from transferring his bishop to attack
the Black h-pawn.

36.5)f5 Hgb6

/ ?
f: o
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Rubinstein-Salwe Matches

37.24.d1!

Suddenly Rubinstein and Goldfarb
have no answer to h4 and &xh5. The
end comes quickly.

37...h4 38.5yxh4 Hh6 39.)f5
Bh3 40.Hgl1 &f4 41.%g2 HEh7
42.0h5 Wg5 43.%xg5 fxgs
44.H=g5 Hf6 45.h4 Hd7 46.Q.e8
HdS8 47.9.c6 Hf7 48.24d5 Eh7
49.h5 1-0 [Neue Lédzer Zeitung,
1903, week 13]

(560) Salwe — Rubinstein
1.6dz, March 26, 1903
Giuoco Piano [C50]

1.e4

This game is not a part of the first match
as it was played a month before it
started.

1...e5 2.4f3 Hc6 3.Qc4 Hc5
4.5¢c3d6 5.d3 Hf6 6.0-0?

Premature. 6. 4g5 h6 7.2xf6 is the
main line as seen in Tartakover-
Rubinstein, Budapest 1929. 6.5d5 was
tried in Robatsch-Reshevsky, Maribor
1967, but after 6...5xdS 7.84xd5 &f6
8h3h69.4e3 He7 10.4b3 Hgb Black
was doing just fine.

6...284 7.0.e3 Qb6 8.Lh1?!

8.2d5 is much better as tested via the
move order 6.8e3 Ab6 7.0-0 in the
first and third games of their 1906
match and again in the 1907 match.
Salwe and Rubinstein did much to de-
velop the theory of this variation.

8...%d7 9.a3?!

9.5d5 was still indicated.
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9...5)d4 10.Eb1?!

White could have kept his disadvantage
to a minimum by exchanging pieces:
10.Axd4 Axd4 11.d5 Hxd5 12.4xd5
c6 13.c3 Axc3 14.8xcb Wxc6 15.8Bcl;
or 10.d5 Hxd5 11.Axd4 QAxd4
12.8xd5 leading to the same thing.

10...h5
10...0-0-0 was also good.

11. 4. xd4 Q. xd4 12.He2?

12.66d5 , making sense of 10. Eb1 (the
b-pawn is guarded) was still the way to

play.

12... Q. xf3
14.5)xd4??

13.gxf3 ¥h3

2

4
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White overlooks Black’s next move.
Instead 14.9g1 ¥h4 15.%d2 g5 leaves
Black with only a small advantage.
Note that 15...5g4? 16.fxg4 hxg4 is
strongly met by 17.h3!.

14...5Y84 0-1 [Neue LédZer Zeitung,
1903 #14]

(561) Rubinstein — Salwe
Lodz, 1904
Vienna [C25]
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1.e4 e5 2.5)c3 Hc6 3.4 H.c5

3...exf4 is usually played here. The text
does not enjoy the best of reputations but
should be fine if followed up correctly.

4.fxe5

4.5f3 is more popular but the text also
requires accurate play by Black.

4. %e7?

The gambit continuation 4...d6 is indi-
cated. Hector-M. Pavlovic,Cannes 1989,
continued 5.exd6 ¥xd6 6.6f3 Ag4 7.d3
0-0-0 8.8e2 f5 9.8g5 Hf6 10.%d2
when instead of the game’s 10...fxe4?!
better was 10...2he8 meeting 11.0-0-0
with 11.. fxe4, equalizing.

5.013

The immediate 5.2d5?? runs into
5...%h4+ but now Black hasno way to
avoid losing time with his queen.

5...)xe5 6.)Yd5 Hyxf3+ 7. W xf3
Wds 8.%g3

This is pretty strong but there was a
knockout blow with 8.d4! Axd4
9.4f4 d6 10.0-0-0 Af6 (10...8e5
11.4xe5 dxe5 12.%c3) 11.e5! Axe5
12.84xe5 dxe5 13.%c3.

8...d6
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9.y xCT+?

Rubinstein’s idea is good but his execution
is faulty. He should have first played 9.c3!
when Black has nothing better than 9...c6
and only then 10.£c7+ when the value of
the inclusion of c3 is soon revealed.
10...8xc7 11.¥xg7 ¥e7 12.8xh8 ¥xe4+
(or 12..¥h4+ 13.&d1 ¥rg4+ 14.c2 —the
point of c3 which allows the king a safe
haven! — 14..¥xe4+ 15.2d3) 13.4e2
Wxg2 14.8f1.

9...%xc7 10. ¥xg7 We7 11.&%xh8

This loses on the spot. Rubinstein had
to play 11.4b5+ &d8 12.d3 ¥eS
13.89£8+ &c7 14.Exf7+ e7 15.8f1
feb 16.¥xe7+ Hxe7 when Black’s
extra piece is worth more than White’s
three pawns butthe position is still very
much full of fight.

11...%h4+ 12.&d1 Qg4+ 13.Q.e2
The king cannot come to c2 - see 9.c3!

13...8.xe2+ 14.Hxe2 Wxed+
15.Hf1 Wfs5+ 16.Hel Hf2+
17.Ye2 Hf8 18.Wc3 He8+
19.9d1 ¥e4 0-1 [Neue EddZer
Zeitung, 1904, #39]

Addendum

The following last-minute additions are
due to the generosity of Toni Preziuso
of Switzerland. Mr. Preziuoso, who has
researched Rubinstein’s career for over
twenty years, plans to publish a purely
biographical work devoted to him in the
future and would appreciate hearing
from readers who might be able to con-
tribute information Please write him at
tpreziuso@bluewin.ch.



Addendum

The following game was one of four
missing from the match won by
Rubinstein 3':-2':. Thanks to Peter
Anderberg, who wrote a detailed article
for the German magazine KARL (2/
2009), we not only have this game but
a pretty good idea that barring a small
miracle no other complete scores will
be found for this match. Mr. Anderberg
and Mr. Preziuso both spent consider-
able time searching through Viennese
newspapers for the missing three games
without success.

(562) Teichmann — Rubinstein
Vienna (3) May 5-6, 1908
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 Q.¢c5 3.Wf3

This move is not likely to replace 3.5f3
as the regular continuation in the King’s
Gambit Declined.

3... d6 4.fxe5 dxe5 5.%g3 Hf6!

This natural, classical continuation,
makes White’s early use of his queen
look suspicious. Charousek faced
5...8f6 twice in 1896 against Showalter
(Niirnberg) and Marco (Budapest).

6. % xe5+ A e77..Hf3 00 8.d3 Hc6
9.%g3
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Rubinstein overlooks a more energetic
continuation that would have cast doubt
on Teichmann’s opening play —
9...5g4! 10.h3 (10.8e2 Ad6 11.4f4
£e3)10...84d6 11.4f4 He3. Black will
follow with ...f5, opening the game.

10.c3 He811.Q4f4 ¥d712.h3 Qf5
13.5bd2 Qg6 14.0e2 Ac5
15.9)e5 Hxes5 16. . xe5 Wa4?

Akiva wants to activate his queen and
stop White from castling queenside but
allowing his kingside to be opened up
is a high price to pay. He might have
tried 16...4d6 planning to meet
17.8xd6 cxd6 18.0-0-0 with the con-
crete line 18...d5 19.e5 &f5.

17.8.x£6 gx£6 18.h4 H.d6 19.%¥f2
h5 20.0-0 He6 21.5)c4

There was nothing wrong with 21.d4 fol-
lowed by A.c4 when Black would be hard
pressed to save himself. White’s later fail-
ure to play d4 and being forced into the
positionally horrible c4 provides
Rubinstein the compensation he needs.

21... Hae8 22.Hyxd6 Hxd6
23.Hfel b6 24.9f1 ¢c5 25.He3
Wd7 26.Hael Hde6 27.b3 ¥d6
28.g3 He5 29.4h3 &g7 30.Hh2
b5 31.¥f4 a5 32.5f1 b4 33.c4
Hd8 34.Hef3 We7 35.51f2 Hd4
36.%c1 Hd637.Wal ¥c7 38.%b2
Wb8 39.%al ¥c7 40.%4b2 ¥b8
41.%a1 Wc7 42.4f1 Heeb6
43.Q0h3 He544.0.22 We7 45.%b2
Hee6 46.Q2.h3 He5 (D)

47.Q0 f1 Hee6 48.0.h3 Hes5 49.Wa1l
¥c7 50.a3 Wb8 51.axb4 axb4
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52.Ha2 He8 53.Haf2 ¥d8 54.4.f1
We7 55.Ha2 Hed8 56.Ha7 EH8d7
57.HExd7 Hxd7 58.Hf2 Hd4
59.%c1 Hd7 60.%¥b2Hd4 61.%al
We5 62.%Wcl1 %-% [Neue Freie
Presse, May 14, 1908]

(563) Diirsch — Rubinstein
Niirnberg (Simul) April 30, 1912
Ruy Lopez [C80]

Rubinstein gave a simul on April 12,
1912, in Niimberg at the Chess Club
Tarrasch, finishing with a score of +22,
-2, =5 after 4 hours. His losses were to
Diirsch and Thurnauer, and his draws
with Eismann, Kirschbaum, Miiller,
Rothbarth and Steinlein.

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.94.b5 a6
4.0 a4 Hf6 5.0-0 Hxe4 6.Hel

The theoretical and strongest continu-
ation is 6.d4 but the text is not bad with
White’s quick development and good
central control compensating for
Black’s two bishops.

6... &)cs 7.84.xc6 dxc6 8.H)xe5
Ae7 9.d4 He6 10.Qe3 0-0
11.5)c3 52!

Black should first drive away the knight
with 11...f6 and only then play ...f5.
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12.f4 A6 13.%d3
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The immediate advance 13.d5 is met
by 13...cxd5 14.¥xd5 ¥xd5 15.0xdS
AxeS 16.fxes f4 17.4f2 b6 18.Bad1
Ab7 with equal chances.

13...86?7

This is a serious mistake. Rubinstein
was skating on thin ice after his open-
ing imprecision (11...f5?!) and he had
only a narrow path to equality with:
13...Axe5 14.fxe5 (14.dxe5 ¥xd3
15.cxd3 b6 16.d4 Ab7 17.2ad1 Bad8)
14...f4 15.4f2 £3 16.gxf3 &H1g5 17.8e3
Ah3+ 18.%f1 Hf4 19.%d2 Ah3+
20.%g1 Hg2 21.8d3 &Hf4.

14.Had1

14.d5S! cxd5 15.0xd5 Axe5 16.fxeS f4
17.4f2 was even stronger.

14...0g7 15.9)e2
Again 15.d5! was strong as shown by
the continuation 15...cxd5 16.0xd5

Aeb 17.5xf6+ Wxf6 18.%c3 Hac8
19.4d4 with a clear advantage.

15...0.e6 16.c4 We7 17.%b3

17.d5! was still powerful.



Addendum

17...Hab8 18.d5!

than never! Now

late
Rubinstein’s position collapses as

Better

Diirsch  finishes up nicely.
18...cxd5 19.cxd5 Qf7 20.8a7
Hbd8 21. % xb7 Q. xe5 22.5c3
Hd7 23.Hxe5 ¥d8 24.4.c5 He8
25.%c6 He6 26.YWxd7 YWxd7
27.dxe6 Wc6 28.exf7+ Hxf7 29.b4
Hxe5 30.fxe5 a5 31.a3 axb4
32.axb4 g5 33.Hel f4 34.e6+ Le8
35.5)e4 1-0 [Nieuwe Rotterdamsche
Courant, May 10, 1912]

(564) De Bruijn — Rubinstein
Scheveningen (Simul) March 4, 1920

“In the game against Mr. de Bruijn -
where Rubinstein had a clear winning
position — the grandmaster made a big
blunder”:

/ /@/ /

/ _
/ / oz
//////

1...Hxf82?
1...%xf8

2. %a8+ Ye8 3.2d8 1-0 [Het
Vaderland, March 5, 1920]

(565) Rubinstein — Fick
Scheveningen (Simul) March 4, 1920
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D60]

1.c4 €6 2.5)c3 b6 3.d4 d5 4.5)f3
Nf6 5.Q85 Qe7 6.e3 HHbd7
7.cxd5 &Hyxd5 8.Q. xe7 YWxe7
9.4 b5 HHxc3 10.bxc3 0-0 11.0-0
£Hf6 12.Q.c6 Eb8 13.e4 Ab7
14.Q.xb7 Hxb7 15.%e2 c5
16.Had1 Hc7 17.5)e5 Hfc8 18.d5
exd5 19.exd5 He8 20.Hfel HdS8!
21.5Hc6 Wxe2 22.Hxe2 Hxcb
23.Hxe8+ EHxe8 24.dxc6 g6

25.%f1
25.c7 &g7!

25...Hc8 26.2d7 Hxc6 27.Hxa7
He6 28.2b7 g5 29.h3 h5 30.g3
g7 31.H82 Hg6 32.%Hf3 5
33.h4 g4+ 34. g2 Hf6 35.82h7
&Hg6 36.HEh8 Hf6 37.f4 Hd6
38.Hb8 &g7 39.&Hf2 Hd2+
40.%e3 Hxa2 41.EHxb6 Hg2
42.8b7+ &g6 43.8Eb6+ Xg7 1r-Y;
[Het Vaderland, March 5, 1920]
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(566) Rubinstein — Oskam and
Spanjaard

Scheveningen (Simul) March 4, 1920
Bishop’s Opening [C24]

l.e4e52.Q.c4 H)f63.d3c64.f4d5
5.exd5 cxd5 6.Q.b5+ §.d7 7.fxe5
A xb5 8.exf6 Wxf6 9.0 f3 Q.c5
10.5¢3 H.c611.d4 H.d612.0-00-
013.0.85 Wf5 14.%d2 £6 15.Q h4
Wg4 16.He2 4.b5 17.h3 ¥h5
18.a4 Qa6 19.b4 H.c4 20.0g3
Axg3 21.5H)xg3 Wgb 22.He2
A xe2 23. ¥ xe2 £c6 24.c3 Hac8
25.%bs5 Wf7 26.H)el &Hd8 27.8f3
He8 28.54d3 Hc6 29.H»)c5 Hd8
30.Haf1 b6 31.5)d3 Exc3 32.H)e5
Hxf3 33.)xf7 HExf1+ 34.Wxf1
D xf7 35.%f5 Hd8 36.Hf2 Hg5
37.&e3 Hf7 38.Hd3 g6 39.%f4
Hd7 40.b5 He4 41.g4 Hg7 42.85
Hd6 43.gxf6+ Hxf6 44.%c7+ HE7
45.%d8 &Hf6 46.%c8 Bd7 V2-Y; [Het
Vaderland, March S, 1920]

(567) Rubinstein — Visser
Rotterdam (Simul) March 15, 1920
King’s Gambit [C39]

l.ede5 2.f4exf43.0f3 g54.h4 g4
5.5 e5 h5 6.Q.c4 Bh7 7.d4 d6
8.5)d3 f3 9.gxf3 QAe7 10.Qe3
A xh4+11.&d2 gxf3

Even in Rubinstein’s time this varia-
tion, dating back to the 1850s, was an-
cient news. Black’s other choice here
is 11...2g5. MegaDatabase 2010 gives
five games of Adolf Anderssen where
he tried the move — losing all of them!

12.%xf3 Qg4 13.%f4 (D)

13...Hg7 14.)c3
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Anderssen (on the White side this time but
also losing!)— Dufresne, 1851, saw the great
German master try the radical 14.5xh4?
whichdidn’t panoutafter 14...&xh4 15.£3
6 16.d5 £Hxce7 17.4b5+ when 17..%f8
was even more convincing than the game
continuation 17...&d8.

14... 2.8515.Wf2 § xe3+ 16.%xe3
c6 17.Hafl &yd7 18.%g3 We7
19.8xh5 0-0-0 20.Ha5 a6 21.%f4
Ef8 22.Hg1 Wd8 23.b4 Hdf6
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24.d5

24.52! was the first of many winning
chances that Rubinstein missed in the next
25 moves of this sloppily played game.

24...Hh5 25.%e3 Hd7 26.dxc6+
B xc627.Hd5 Hd7 28.%4b6 & xb6
29.5)xb6+ &c6 30.0d5 Hhf6
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31.b5+ &d7 32.bxab6 bxab
33.Hxa6 Hxed+ 34.Fe3 Hgf6
35.8a7+ ®eb6 36.He7+ d5
37.f4+ &d6 38.Q.xd5 Hxd5+
39.5)fxd5 &) c540.c4 He8 41.5d4
Hg5 42.8b1 Heb+ 43.Fe3 Hes5+
44.Hd3 He2+ 45.Hc3 He4
46.f5+ Pes5 47.fe3 Hf4
48.8d2 Q xc4 49.5)xc4+ Hxd5 V-
Yo [Wereldkroniek, April 17, 1920]

(568) Rubinstein — van Kooy
The Hague (Simul) March 20, 1920
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 Q.c5 3.0f3 d6 4.5)c3
6 5.8.c4 H6 6.d3 Qg4 7.h3
A xf3 8.Yxf3 exf4 9.0b5

The idea is to stop ...2xd4. If 9.8xf4 £H)d4
10.%d1 0-0 with ...cand ...d5 to follow.

9...£)d7 10.Q.xc6 bxc6 11. Q. xf4 Hes5

11...0-0 12.g4 ¥h4+ 13.%g3 was
Rubinstein-Rosselli Del Turco, Meran
1924 (game 132).

12.%g3 &Hg6 13.8e3 Hb6
14.9 xb6 cxb6 15.0-0 0-0 16.Hf5
We7 17.Hafl Had8 18.H)e2 Hc8
19.5d4 ¥d8 20.8Eh5 ¥Wc7 21.5f5
Hcd8 22.Hg5 f6 23.Hg4 Hd7
24.d4 d5 25. ¥ xc7 Hxc7 26.exd5
cxd5 27.c3 He8 28.h4 He2 29.h5

29...)f8?

This mistake should cost the game.
Black had to play 29...5h8 30.Eg3
Hd7 (not 30...Exb2?? 31.Hel &f8
32.Bge3) to keep his disadvantage to a
minimum.

30.Hh6+ Hh8 31.Hxf6 HeS8
32.8f7 Bxf7 33.xf7+ &Hg8
34.5)e5 He6 35.Hf4 h6 36.%f2
Hh7 37.He3 H)f6 38.Hd3?

Rubinstein blunders back — remember
it was a simul! Of course 38.g4 kept
everything under control. Now Akiva
has to win the game again.

38...2xh5 39.8f3 b5 40.b3 H)f6
41.8f1 Hab 42.5Hf2 Hed 43.Hc2
Ha3 44.)d7 &dé6 45./\c5 a5
46.He2 b4 47.Ha6 bxc3 48.Fxc3
b5+ 49.Hb2 Hxa2+ 50.FHxa2
Hc3+ 51.%a3 Hixe2 52.Hc7
Hxd4 53.5xd5 Hf7 54.)b6 g5
55.)c4 h5 56.53xa5 g4 57.H\c4
Pe6 58.H3b2 hd 59.He3 h3
60.gxh3 gxh3 61.50f1 He5
62.Fc3 Ye4 63.b4 Hc6 64.b5
Hb8 65.Hd2 Hf3 66. el A7
67.2h2+ &g3 68.Hf1+ &Hg2
69.Fe2 b6 70.e3+ Yi-Yi [Nieuwe
Courant, March 21, 1920]

(569) Rubinstein — Walkate,H
The Hague (Simul) March 20, 1920
King’s Gambit [C32]

1l.e4 e5 2.f£4d5 3.exd5 e4 4.d3 HDHf6
5.dxe4 Hxe4 6.)f3 Q.c5 7. %e2 f5
8.)c3 We7 9.H)xe4 fxed 10.H)e5
£Hd7 11.%xe4 00 12. A.c4 Hh8(D)

13.Q.e3??
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White had to try 13.8d2 &xe5
14.%xe5 Af2+ 15.2d1 Agd+ 16.Dcl
as the text drops a piece.

13...5)xe5 14.fxe5 Q. xe3 15.2.d3
15.%xe3 ¥h4+

15.. Q12+ 16.He2 Af5 17. 913
YWxes+ 18.Hd2 Qg6 19.%h3
YWxd5 20.Haf1l ¥g5+ 21.%c3
Was+ 22.Hb3 QAf7+ 23.c4 Wbo6+
24.9c2 Qg6 25.0.xg6 Wxgb+
26.%9d3 ¥xg2 27.9bl1 Ad4 0-1
[Nieuwe Courant, March 21, 1920]

(570) Jobst — Rubinstein
Dresden (Simul) July 12, 1924
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D54]

1.9f3 d5 2.d4 Df6 3.c4 €6 4.9c3
2bd75.0.85c6 6.e3 Wa57.5d2dxc4
8.0 xf6 Hyxf6 9.H)xc4 Wc7 10.2d3

This looks natural but the bishop can be
a little clumsy here. Normally it is devel-
oped on e2 (with access to f3) or g2.

10...Q.e7 11.0-0 00 12.5)e4?!

Trading pieces is not in the interest of
the player with more space. A more
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typical continuation is 12.2c1 Ed8
13.&e2 Ad7 intending ...Be8. White
has more control of the board while
Black is solid and has the bishop pair.

12...5)xe4 13.H.xe4 c5 14.dxc5

14...% xc5?!

Black’s clean road to equality was via
14...4xc5 15.8c1 Bd8 16.%c2 5
17.9a3 (17.4f3 Qe7) 17...fxe4
18.%xc5 WxcS 19.8xc5 b6 20.Bc7
fa6 Now the Black queen quickly
finds itself exposed.

15.Hc1 £5 16.Q4.f3 Eb8 17.&%b3
Af6?

17...2d7 18.£d6?? ¥e5 Black does
better to decline the gift — (18...&xd6
19.8fd1 Qa4 20.&xa4 with a clear
advantage and a very easy position to
play.) 19.&8c4 &b5 keeps White’s ad-
vantage to a minimum.

18.Hfd1 b6

18.%e7 19.e4!

19.2)d6 Wes (D)

20.5c4
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White is content to split the point with
his famous opponent but it wasn’t that
hard to find 20.Bc6! ¥xb2 (20...8a6
21.%a4 Ab7 22.5xb7 Exb7 23.Hxe6)
21.Bxc8 ¥xb3 22.He8 winning.

20...%¢c5 %4-Y% [Dresdener Anzeiger,
July 20, 1924]

(571) Rubinstein — Krug
Dresden (Simul) July 12, 1924
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D33]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.2)f3 c5 4.cxd5
exd5 5.5)¢c3 H.e6?!

The standard move-order in the
Tarrasch is 5...c6 The text can defi-
nitely wait until Black has his kingside
developed but probably allows White
no more than a normal advantage.

6.83 £Xc6 7.0.82 £H)f6 8.0-0 h62!

This definitely loses time and cannot
be right and yet it is not entirely with-
out sense. Certainly 8...h6?!, once rec-
ommended by Lasker, stops White’s
f.g5 but there is another point. Black
may affect other typical White continu-
ations by not committing his dark-
square bishop right away. Similar
thoug ts to maintain flexibility may

have influenced Capablanca to try
8...Ec8? against Rubinstein at San
Sebastian 1911 (see game 278, Un-
crowned King).

The normal way of treating the posi-
tion would be 8...2.e7 followed by cas-
tling. This was seen in Rubinstein-
Salwe, L6dz 1908, where White
emerged with an advantage after 9.0-0
0-0 10.Bcl cxd4 11.5Hxd4 Hxd4
12.%xd4 &d7? 13.e4! (see game 214,
Uncrowned King). Black has better in
12...&a5 as Rubinstein played himself
against Marshall earlier in the triangu-
lar event, £.6dz 1908.

9.0f4

This looks logical since &g5and dxc5
followed by Qg5 have been taken
away. Another plan is 9.dxc5 Qxc5
10.5a4 Qe7 11.4e3 He4 12.Ec1 0-0
when Black has gotten ...h6 in for free
as he didn’t lose a tempo playing
... 8f8-e7xc5 (... Af8xc5). Granted the
inclusion of h6 may not be that relevant
and ...A.e6 is not considered the most
aggressive counter to White’s setup —
think ...Qg4 instead. Still it is interest-
ing to see what Boris Avrukh has to say
borrowing his comments on the analo-
gous line 1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.9c3 ¢5
4.cxd5 exd5 5.0f3 Hcb 6.g3 H6
7.84g2 fe7 8.0-0 0-0 9.dxc5 Axc5
10.9Ha4 Ae7 11.4e3 Hed 12.Ecl Leb
13.56d4 Hxd4 14.Qxd4 &a5 15.a3
Bac8 16.6c3 Hxc3 17.4xc3 ¥bs
(Narcisco-Kalod, Badalona 2005) and
now GM Avrukh gives his recommen-
dation 18.%¥d2 h6 19.e3 with the as-
sessment “this gives White a decent
edge.” We would not argue with this
except to note that if White tried to
adopt this continuation against Krug’s
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mover-order he would be a tempo down!
After 18.:%/d2 Black would get to move
again as he already has ...h6 in. No one
is suggesting that 5...8e6? and 8...h6?!
be repeated but sometimes second rate
moves are not all that bad. Certainly in
the game Rubinstein did not succeed in
refuting Black’s opening play.

9...2e7 10.2c1 0-0 11.a3 ¥d7?

Why not 11...c4 ? It looks particularly
appropriate here as 11.a3 has made a
future b3 less effective.

12.dxc5?!
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Rubinstein has the right idea but ex-
ecutes his plan in the wrong sequence.
He certainly would have found 12.5e5!
in a tournament game when Black has
no adequate response. For example
12...5Hxe5 (12...8d8 is met by 13.dxc5
AxcS 14.e4! (14.2xc6 bxcb 15.Ha4
A.d616.Bxcb Axf4 17.gxf4 is not bad
but 14.e4 leaves no glimmer of hope.)
14...dxe4 (14...d4 15.9xc6 bxcb
16.5Ha4 when 16...4d6 is no longer
possible.) 15.5xe4 Hixe4 16.4xe4 and
Black’s queenside is getting strafed by
White’s bishops.) 13.dxe5 Hh5 14.5xd5
and White wins a pawn free and clear.

12...Q.xc5 13.9de5 Hxe5?!
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13...%e7 was better.
14.Q.xe5 Hg4 15.4.d4

15.0xd5 Axf2+ 16.Bxf2 HixeS5 17.8c7!
(the point of White’s previous play).
17...%d8 18.Exb7 with a clear mate-
rial advantage.

15...Q.xd4 16.¥xd4 £)f6 17.8fd1
Efd8 18.5)a2

18.e3 and 18.%a4 were two alternative
plans. 18.e4 looks promising at first
sight but 18...5xe4 19.5Hxe4 dxe4
20.%¥xd7 Hxd7 21.Bxd7 Axd7
22.Axe4 Hc8! is just a draw.

18...b62!
More logical was 18...a5 trying to cut
across White plan of repositioning the

knight on b4.

19.5)b4 EHac8 20.Exc8 ¥xc8
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21.e4! Qg4 22.f3 ) e6 23.e5 He8
24.f4 7 25.8Hcl1 Wd7 26.a4!?

26.5c6! Ba8 27.%b4! intending ¥d6
is very strong.

26...5)e8 27.b3 £f6 28.Hc6 a5
29.Exe6?



Addendum

This was completely unnecessary.
29.%xb6! picking up a second pawn
would have decided things on the spot.

29...¥xe6 30.Q.xd5 $h8
30...5f8!

31.Q.xe6 Hxd4 32.5Hc6 Hd1l+
33.9g2 H)c734.Q.c4 fxe5 35.£xe5
Y2-Y4

Black is better after 35...2d2+ 36.%h3
g6 followed by ...&g7. [Dresdener
Anzeiger, July 20, 1924]

(572) Rubinstein — NN
Dresden (Simul) July 12, 1924
King’s Gambit [C39]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 exf4 3.)f3 g5 4.h4
g4 5.0)e5 &H)f6 6. c4 d5 7.exds
Qg7 8.d4 Hh5 9.5Hc3 0-0
10.)e2 c5 11.H)xf4 g3

Dr. Christof Jobst, the chess columnist
for the Dresdener Anzeiger, gives a
question mark to Black’s move point-
ing to a continuation given by Cordel:
11...6xf4 12.4xf4 &£d7.

12.He6?!
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Jobst, impressed by Rubinstein’s
memory, gives this move an exclama-
tion mark in his column, mentioning
that this attack is given in Bilguer’s
Handbuch in a position with ...2f8-e8
played instead of ...c7-c5. Unfortu-
nately the Silicon Oracles, as is often
the case, do not smile kindly on the days
of old and believe the piece sacrifice is
unsound.

12...8 xe6?

12...fxe6 13.dxe6 ¥h8! — Fritz 12.

13.dxe6 fxe6?

Why not now 13...2xh1? — Fritz 12.
14.¥xg4 Hxh1??

14...&h8 had to be tried.

15. % xe6+ Hh8 16.%g8+! 1-0
[Dresdener Anzeiger, July 20, 1924]

(573) J. Dunkelblum — Rubinstein
Antwerp (Simul) April 2, 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D52]

1.d4 d5 2.3 &)f6 3.c4 €6 4.5\c3
Hbd7 5.0.85 c6 6.e3 Wa5 7. c2
Hes

There is a reason 7.cxd5 and 7.23d2 are
the main lines of the Cambridge
Springs — they address the pin intro-
duced by 6...%a5. Now White is drop-
ping a pawn for insufficient compen-
sation if he isn’t careful.

8.4f4?!

8.cxd5 was forced.
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8...4.b4 9.Hc1?!

9.23 Hxc3 (9...8xc3+ 10.bxc3 Hxc3
11.6d2 (11.%d2? 5f6) 11...50e4
12.2d3 &Hxd2 13.%xd2 &xd2+
14.%xd2 f6 and White has some
compensation for the pawn — Panczyk
and llczuk, Cambridge Springs (Gambit
2002) 10.¥b3! (a real computer move!)
10...»a2+ 11.axb4 ¥xb4+ 12.¥xb4
&Hxb4 leaves Black a pawn up but White
with some compensation in his two bish-
ops and development advantage

9..%xa2 10.8d3 &Hyxc3 11.bxc3
Wxc2 12.Hxc2 Qe7

Black is a pawn up and White does not
have any compensation with the two
bishops.

13.0-0 0-0 14.Hal
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14...Xf6

This has to be a crucial position. Black
is a solid pawn up but White has some
annoying compensation in his lead in
development and potential pressure
with hisrooks on the a- and b-files. The
game continuation does not turn out
well for Rubinstein so what should he
do? Probably he had to try to utilize his
trumps on the queenside right away by
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playing: 14...dxc4 15.84xc4 b5 16.4d3
a5 17.c4 Qa6 (17...b4 18.HEca2)
18.cxb5 Axb5 19.8xb5 cxb5 20.Ec7
Hfd8 when the queenside passers look
ready to start running. White’s poten-
tial compensation can be seen in the line
14...b6 15.cxd5 exd5 16.c4 dxc4
17.Bxc4 Ab7 18.2e4 Hfc8 19.4f5
Ed8 20.4c7 Bdc8=, when neither side
should avoid the draw by repetition.

15.c5 ©Hh5 16.Q.c7 A.d7 17.8b2
Ac8 18.h3 &Hf6 19.Hba2 a6
20.85b2 &Hnd7 21.4d2 e5 22.5)b3
e4 23.Q e2 He8 24.Has

/ /
= ﬁ/
A /%@

Dunkelblum Senior, likely the father of
future IM Arthur Dunkelblum (who
also played in this exhibition), looks
like he is the grandmaster and not
Rubinstein in this game!

24.. .58

Black could temporarily cling to his
extra pawn by playing the awkward
24...Ba7, but after 25.c4, White opens
the game to his advantage.

25.3xb7 Ha7 26.4d6 Q.xd6
27.8.xd6 £d7 28.Hba2 £6 29.c4!

Insult to injury! White could win a
pawn free and clear by 29.4xa6 but
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prefers to further increase his advan-
tage before cashing in any chips.

29...Hf7 30.cxd5 cxd5 31.H xab
Axab 32.Hxa6 Hxab 33.Hxab
Hc8 34.4.g3 g5 35.Hd6 Hf8
36.Hxd5 h5 37.h4 He6 38.2d6+
&f5 39.2a6 £He6 40.hxg5 fxg5
41.c6 h4 42.Qd6 Hc7 43.Has5+
Hg4 44.Q.e7 Heb 45.d5 Hg7
46.d6 &5 47.d7 1-0 [Neptune,
April 1925]

Rubinstein was rarely beaten in an ex-
hibition so comprehensively as he was
in this game. Dunkelblum Senior, who
was strong enough that he played in a
pair of international matches for the
Antwerp club Cercle D’ Anvers against
the English club Hampstead in 1926-
27, should perhaps have been assigned
the black pieces in this simul!

(574) Censer — Rubinstein
Brussels (Simul) April 4, 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D40]

1.d4 d5 2.2Yf3 Hf6 3.c4 €6 4.e3 c5
5.5)c3 a6

Rubinstein is again a man ahead of his
time. There is certainly nothing wrong
with 5...&c6, but there is something to
be said for the uncompromising 5...a6,
pioneered by GMs Suba and Seirawan.
Black takes advantage of his lead in
information and chooses to break the
symmetry at the time of his choosing.
His reasoning is that White’s knight
could be misplaced in some Queen’s
Gambit Accepted variations and in
some lines where Black opts for an
early ...c4 and ...b5. White has another
tough nut to crack in 5...dxc4 heading
for a Queen’s Gambit Accepted where

the knight on c3 can stand out like a
sore thumb.

6.dxc5 Q.xc5 7.cxd5 exds 8.9.d3?!
The bishop belongs on e2.

8...2c6 9.0-0 Q.g4 10.a3 0-0
11.b4 Qa7 12.8.b2 &e7

12...d4 13.exd4 Hxd4 14.He4 would
have offered Rubinstein a slight advan-
tage but he prefers to play for some-
thing more substantial.

13.9e2 Had8

14.%c2?

This is asking for trouble. The natural
looking 14.5g3 is met by the thematic
14...d4! when Black retains a pleasant
advantage despite the simplification
that occurs after 15.e4 He5 16.4e2 d3
17.8.xe5 dxe2 18.%xe2 WxeS5 19.5Hxe5
Axe2 20.0xe2 Hixed.

14...9.x£3 15.gxf3 He5?!
15...d4!

16.Q.xe5 ¥xe5 17.f4 ¥e7 18.Hacl
g6 19.Hfel Hfe8 20.5)g3 ¥d7
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Rubinstein could have tried the tricky
Rubinstein could have tried the tricky
20...5g4 when 21.h3 Hxf2 (21...0xe3
22.fxe3 Qxe3+ 23.9g2 ¥h4 leads to the
same thing.) 22.&xf2 Axe3+ 23.&g2 ¥h4
24.Bcd1 %xf4 when he would have three
pawns for the piece, but after 25.%e2,
White’s chances are not worse.

21.f5 ¥e7 22.&Hh1?

White envisions launching an attack
after Hg1 but this is way too ambitious.
He should be thinking of something
more like 22.&e2 preparing to bring
his queen to f3 to bolster his kingside.

22...50g4

Black had another good choice in
22...d4 meeting 23.e4 with 23...Hg4.

23.Hg1??

__
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23.&g2 was forced. The text should
lose on the spot.

%

23...%h4?

23...Hc8! 24.¥xc8 Dxf2+ 25.%g2 BExc8
(25...5Hxd3 is possibly even stronger)
26.Bxc8+ ®g7 27.fxgb fxgb 28.0f5+
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gxf5 29.&xf2+ Hf6 30.8g3 f4 looks
pretty convincing.
24.Hg2 d4

24..5xf2+ 25.Bxf2 Qxe3 26.8cf1 Ec8
27.%e2 QAxf2 28.%xf2 Bc7 was cer-
tainly possible but clearly Black has
missed his big opportunity.

25.fxg6 hxg6 26.Q.xg6 dxe3
27. %15 He7 28.Hc8 Hxf2+?

Rubinstein is the first to snap. Fritz 12 and
Rybka 3.0 assess the tactical mess reached
after 28...2b6 29 fxe3 £xe3 30.5d2 Exc8
31.8xc8+ g7 32.4.c2 as equal.

29.Hxf2 exf2 30.Hxd8+ &g7
31.%g2 1-0 [L Etoile Belge, April 8,
1925]

(575) Rubinstein — Louviau and
Zalsrupine

Brussels (Simul) April 5, 1925

King’s Gambit Declined [C28]

1.e4 e5 2.Q.c4 H)Hf6 3.d3 Hc6
4.5)c3 Qe7

While 4...2¢5;4...2b4 and 4...2)a5 are
all more common, the text is hardly
unknown, having been played hundreds
of times, including by some GMs. Black
is heading for a King’s Gambit Declined
albeit with his bishop more modestly
placed on €7 than the normal cS.

5.f4 d6 6.5

6.£f3, maintaining the tension, is the
main line and the choice of Kasparov and
Topalov when they reached this position
in simuls. Rubinstein always showed a
preference for f5 followed by a kingside
pawn storm in such positions.
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6..5a5 7.%€3 c6 8.g4 h6 9.hé
£HAd7 10. %83 Hxc4 11.dxc4

Rubinstein, as he did many times in his
career, takes doubled-pawns in return
for a firm grip on the center.

11...23b6 12.b3 62!

This is unnecessarily passive. Black
would havea fine position after 12...d5.

13.Q.e3 &yd7?

Moving the knight back and forth loses
valuable time and it is not surprising
that White should soon launch a deci-
sive attack.

14.5)ge2 b6?! 15.0-0-0 A b7
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16.g5 hxg5 17.hxg5 Hxhl
18.Hxh1 fxg5 19.%g4! H\f8

19...56 20.8%xg5

20.%h5+ &dA7 21.%f7! Yes
22.%xg7 1-0

Black has no answer to the threats of
23.f6 and 23.Bh8. [L’Etoile Belge,
April 8, 1925]

(576) Rubinstein — Varlin and Tackels
Brussels (Simul) April 5, 1925
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D53]

Unlike Capablanca who was a simul
player par excellence, Rubinstein
sometimes stumbled. The following
game is one such example.(Varlin was
the nom de guerre of Marcel Barzin.)

1.c4e62.d4d53.5)c3 Hf6 4.4.85
Ne7 5.e3 Hest 6.9 xe7 Yxe7
7. %c2 f5 8.20f3 ¢c6 9.Qe2 &Hd7
10.0-0 0-0 11.Hfd1 &hS8 12.5)e5
Hxes5 13.dxe5 g5 14.f3 Hxc3
15.%xc3f416.H%h1 Q.d717.cxd5
cxd5 18. % c7 Hfc8 19. ¥ xb7 Hab8

Having recovered from a somewhat
dodgy opening Black should have
settled for 19...fxe3.

20.%Wxa7 EHxb2 21.2d3 EcbS8
22.Hab1

22.exf4 gxf4 23.82abl Bxbl 24.4xbl
would have left White a clean pawn up
but the text is not bad.

22...Hxb1 23.Q xb1
Essential as 23.Hxb1? would have

been strongly met by 23...BExbl+
24.4xbl ¥b4.

23...%b4 24.9g1?

Making /uft for the king with 24.h3 was
indicated.

24...Hb7 25.%a8+ EbS8 26.%a7
Hb7 (D)
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27.%a6?
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Rubinstein could have made a draw
with 27.%a8+ as 27..Eb8 is forced
(27..Bg7 28.%d8!) but as the Maestro
understandably feels an obligation to
play on. 27.%d4 was the right way to
do this with equal chances after
27..Qa4 or 27...%a4.

27...fxe3?

Black can exploit White’s overloaded
pieces with 27...%a4! 28.%¥xa4
(28.%e2 Ab5 29.84d3 Axd3 30.&xd3
fxe3) 28...Axa4 29.8el fxe3.

28.Qd3?

28.%d3! would have turned things
around.

28...%b6?
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28...&¢c5! would have taken advantage
of the looseness of Rubinstein’s posi-
tion. After 29.%f1 Eb2 30.&a8+ Ac8
31.4e2 d4, White is hard-pressed to
stop the threat of ...Exe2.

29.He1?

The final mistake. The ending could not
be avoided, but a much superior ver-
sion could be reached after 29.%xb6
Hxb6 30.2f1 b2 (Black cannot ad-
vance his d-pawn with success -
30...d4 31.8c4 Eb4 32.Exd4 Exc4
33.8xd7) 31.Eb1 Now White remains
with back rank problems and Black is
able to win without encountering seri-
ous resistance.

29...%¥xa6 30.Q.xa6 Ha7 31.4.f1
d4 32.Hd1 Ha4 33.Hcl Hxa2
34.h3 e2 35.Q xe2 Exe2 36.Hd1
Hxe5 37.Hxd4 Hd5 38.2Eb4 &g7
0-1 [L’Etoile Belge, April 8, 1925]

(577) Rubinstein — Weingarten and
Silberschatz

Brussels (Simul), April 5, 1925
King’s Gambit Declined [C30]

1.e4 e5 2.f4 Q.c5 3.9)f3 d6 4.L)c3
&6 5.Q.c4 H)f6 6.d3 a6

The text, preparing an escape for the
bishop in the event of a4, is popular
today. Previously more common was
7...8.g4 as played by Hromadka (game
111) and Rosselli del Turco (game 132).

7.£5

There is no consensus asto White’s stron-
gest continuation here with 7.5d5 and
7.Ef1 having also been tested by several
GMs. The text was played several times
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by Chigorin and more recently by Nigel
Short. Now Black must choose between
preventing Ag5 or chasing after the
bishop pair with ...&a5.

7...)a5 8. We2 Hyxc4 9.dxc4 Q.d7
10.Q4g5 Ab4 11.84d2 Axc3
12.8.xc3 Q.¢c6 13.Xd2 h5

Black wants to prevent Rubinstein from
expanding on the kingside with g4 but
starts to limit the number of safe ha-
vens for his king.

14.a4 h4?

This continues the plan started the pre-
vious move but with hindsight, 14...a5!
would have cut across Rubinstein’s
plan of expanding on the queenside.

15.b4 b6 16.0-0 H)h5 17.b5 b7
18.bxa6 QH xa6 19.a5 bxas
20.Hxas5 Qb7

The consistent 20...£4 is strongly met
by 21.%g4 with Exf4 in the cards.

21.c5! Exa5 22.Q xa5 §.¢6 23.%a6
Aad7?

This is the losing move. Black should
have sought salvation with simplifica-
tion: 23..8d7 24.%a7 0-0 25.%xc7
Wxc7 26.8xc7 dxc5 27.4xe5 He8
28.2.d6 Axed 29.5xe4 BExed 30.4xc5
Hc4 31.2e7 h3 with an easy draw in
the pawn-down ending.

24.cxd 6 00 25.5)f3 Q. c8 26. & c4?
26.dxc7 won another pawn as

26...Axa6 27.cxd8% Hxd8 28.4xd8
Axf129.Hxf1 leaves White a piece up.

26... % xd6 27. % xc7

27.8xc7 ¥a3 with threats of ...&La6 and
...&e3+ grants Black good counterplay.

27...%'xc7 28.Q.xc7 £6

This is the right idea but with the wrong
move-order. Correct was 28...4b7
threatening ...2c8 as well as ...Axe4.
Then 29.Eel 6 30.£xh4 Ec8 would

have offered Black enough counterplay
to draw.

29.5yxh4 Qb7 30.5)g6 Ha8
Black no longer has ...Ec8.
31.Hel £H)f4 32.5)xf4 exf4 33.e5??

33.2xf4 Ha4 recovers the pawn with
excellent drawing chances; 33.9f2 Hc8
34.4xf4 BExc2+ 35.%f3 consolidates
White’s two-pawn-up winning endgame.

33...Hc8 34.e6 Hf8??

34..Bxc7 35.e7 L6 36.e8%+ fAxe8
37.Bxe8+ &f7 38.He4 (38.Be2 EcS5)
38...Exc2 easily draws. Objectively this
was Black’s last chance to save the game.

35.0d6+ &He8 36.Hbl Hed
37.2b5 Hd8 38.4.xf4 Q xc2
39.Hc5 Q.e4 40.g4 g6 41.g5! £xg5
42.0 xg5 Q. xf5

Black chooses his poison — 42...2a8
43.f6 would have fared no better.

43.Q xd8?
Rubinstein is still winning after the text

but 43.Ec7 Ba8 44.4f6 with Eh7 to
follow was much simpler.
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43...Hxd8 44.H12 Pe7 45.Hf3
@xe6
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46.9f4

This is at least the third time in his ca-
reer Rubinstein found himself in the
technical ending rook and pawn ver-
sus bishop and pawn. His win against
Salwe (Prague 1908) was analyzed at
length in Uncrowned King (game 180)
and his draw on the inferior side against
Tartakover from Vienna 1922 is game
76 of this volume.

The present position is highly favorable
for Rubinstein. While the black bishop
is the right color for having the king on
h8 (the rook versus bishop ending is
drawn) and similar endings are drawn
even without the pawn on g6 (positions
where White has a rook against light-
squared bishop but his h-pawn is on hS
or h6 denying him the idea of cutting
off the black king on the f-file and play-
ing Bg5, ¥h6-h5-g4) the present po-
sition is lost as White’s king immedi-
ately reaches g5. Were Black’s king on
g7 he could draw on the move by play-
ing ...&h6 (stopping ¥g5) and playing
his bishop between f5 and c2. The criti-
cal position is W - &f4, Ha8, ph4; B -
®h6, Ac2, pg6 when 1.Eh8+ &g7
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2.Bc8ismet by 2...4f5 hitting the rook
followed by ...&h6.

The following analysis draws heavily
on the Nalimov Endgame Tablebases.
We are grateful to IM Jack Peters for
his help in clarifying several points in
this delicate ending.

46... 517 47.8g5 &Hg7 48.Hc7+
&Hg849.h4 A bl

/%/%

//
/ 0 /t/
/%///

-
//”’//////
// v ///

%

50.2162!

This position is notsimple. As we shall
soon see Bobby Fischer himself made
more than one mistake in his analysis
of this ending which cannot have been
a common occurrence.

50.2h6!

White’s correct plan is to chase Black’s
king from the comner and get his own
king to g7. Then he can sacrifice his
rook at gé6.

50...8e4 51.Bc5 2d3 52.Hg5!

A dual purpose move. White threatens
h4-h5xg6, and the rook blockades the
g-pawn so that White’s king can go to
h7 without allowing ...g6-g5+.
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52..%f7

Black should not go willingly to the
corner: 52...%h8? 53.HEd5 Qc4
54.2d8+ Lg8 55.Ec8 g5 56.Exg8+!
@xg8 57.hxg5 Th8 58.g6 g8 59.g7
&f7 60.&h7 winning.

53.&h7 4f5

53...8e4 is slightly inferior, as White
can get his rook to the f-file more eas-

ily.

54.&h8

W
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///////////
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Bobby Fischer reached this position,
with colors reversed, when analyzing
the eleventh and final game of his
match against Reshevsky, in My 60
Memorable Games.

The most straight forward win is
54.Hg4! Af5 55.8f4 &f6 (55...9f8
56.h5 and 55...&eb6 56.9g7 Ye5
57.Ef2 &d3 58.Ef6 also see White re-
alize his plan.) 56.&h6 Fe5 (likewise
56...Leb 57.&g7 and 56...8f7 57.h5).
57.8g5 Ad3 58.Ef6.

54...8f6

If Black tries to keep White’s king stuck
in the corner with 54...&f8, White

should bring it back to h6. 55.Eg1 &f7
56.8f1+ Af5 57.%h7! &f6 58.%h6
Peb 59.9g7 LAc2 60.Bel+! (and not
60.BEf6+ ®e7 61.BExgh?? Axgb
62.Hxgb Hf8 drawing) 60...d6
61.3f6 &d7 62.Hcl! Ae4 63.Hgl.

55.8g1 4f5 56.Ef1?

L
- / /
/’/ /M

//////7/
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Fischer mistakenly claimed a win with
this idea. White needs to move his king
to f8 before his rook leaves the g-file.

The correct plan was 56.2g8! Qe6+
57.9f8 Af5 58.Hal feb 59.8f1+ Af5
60.8f2 (zugzwang) 60...g5 (60...&e5
61.%g7) 61.h5 g4 62.h6 g3 (62...Lgb
63.8xf5 &xh6 64.&f7 g3 65.8f3)
63.h7 gxf2 64.h8%+ Heb 65. g8+
Hf6 66.%g2.

56...f7?

Following Fischer’s faulty analysis.
Black could have drawn with 56...g5!
57.h5 g4 58.h6 &g5 59.h7 g3 60.Lg7
Axh7 61.xh7 Bg4.

57.h5?

White could still return his King to h6
and use zugzwang to get it to g7. After
the premature advance of the h-pawn,
White cannot force a win. Correct was
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57.&h7! &f6 58.%h6 returning to the
winning plan.

57...8f6 58.h6 &f7 59.h7 Sf8 60.Eal

It makes no difference whether the
black king is on {8 or f7 when the white
rook goes to the a-file. The position
should be drawn.

//

////ﬁ
/////

///M

W E
////////
s ' s

60...&f72?

Losing. Instead, Black can draw by
getting his bishop to the a2-g8 diago-
nal, even if he drops his g-pawn. For
example, 60...Qe4 61.Ha6 Ad5
62.Exgb &f7 63.Hg4 Ab3 64.Bf4+
®gb6 draws as do 60...2e6 and
60...4d3.

61.Ba7+ &f8 62.8a6 &f7 63.Bf6+!

Fischer’s point and an idea worth re-
membering.

63...Ixf6 64.Hg8 Aeb+ 65.Bf8 wins
in style. Now back to the wisdom as
revealed by Tablebase.

One wonders if Bobby ever consulted
Nalimov’s child and if so what he
thought of it. Fischer Random Chess
was all about forcing players to think
from move one to avoid computer
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preparation in the opening but here the
silicon oracle is working from the other
direction. Would Fischer have loved the
possibility to learn the absolute truth
or have been horrified by computers
creeping deeper into his beloved game?

54.&h8

There is still time to go wrong — 54.h5??
6 55.Exg6+ f7 is a draw!

54...4d3 55.Hg1

Other rook retreats (55.2g3 and
55.Hg4) also win.

55...3f6

There is no better move as 55...4c2
56.8f1+ Af557.&%h7! &f6 58.%Hh6 and
55..&f8 56.Ed1 Ac2 57.8Bf1+ Af5
58.h5 &f7 59.&h7 Hf6 60.hxgb also
win for White.

56.&g8!
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White heads for the all-important {8-
square.

56...8c4+ 57.5f8 Ad3 58.Ed1 Qe2
59.2d2 A.g4 60.Bf2+ Af5 61.Ef1 g5

Otherwise White’s king gets to g7.
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62.h5 g4

The other try, 62...®e5, loses to 63.h6
Ad3 64.8f3 Abl 65.%g7 g4 66.8b3
fAc2 67.8b4.

63.h6 Lgb6 64.Bxf5 Hxh6 65.2f7 g3
66.8f3 and White finally wins!

50.. 2d3 51.Hg7+ ®h852.He7 A bl
53.Hg7 Q.c2 54.f7 QAd3 55.9f8
A.c256.Hc7 Af557.Hg7 1-0

The position was likely adjudicated a
win for White. There is nothing to stop
him from playing &f8-f7-f6, Ba7, &g5-
h6 and then implementing the winning
plan outlined above. [L’Etoile Belge,
April 8, 1925]

Rubinstein scored +27, =4, -3 in an
exhibition held August 20, 1926 in
Bielefeld.

(578) Rubinstein — Braun
Bielefeld (Simul) August 20, 1926
King’s Indian [E60]

1.d4 Hf6 2.c486 3.83 Q.87 4.0.82
0-0 5.e4 d6 6.He2 c5 7.0-0 ¥c7
8.d5 H)bd7 9.f4 €6 10.9Hbc3 H)b6
11.b3 exd5 12.exd5 a6 13.h3 Q.f5
14.g4 Qe4 15.5)xed

15.g5 Axg2 16.gxf6 Axfl 17.fxg7
&xg7 18.%xf1 was more of a test of
Black’s idea.

15..5 xe4 16.2b1 Hfe8 17.%d3
Ye718.2)g3 A.d4+19.Hh2 Hxg3
20.%xg3 We2 21.Q4.b2 He3 22.5f3
Hae8 23.Qxd4 cxd4 24.f5 d3
5.Exe3 Hxe3 26.Wxd6 &Hc8
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27.%c7

This is a verytricky position. At first glance
it would appear Rubinstein correctly clears
the way for the d-pawn but choose the wrong
square for his queen, that he needed to have
e5 under constant control and 27.%c5 would
have done this as it takes away the resource
We5+: 27.%c¢5 d2 (27..Be8 28.d6)
28.%xc8+ He8 29.%c7 d1¥ (29..%el
30.8%f4 ¥xbl 31.%xd2) 30.Exd1 ¥xdl
31.&xb7 with too many pawns for the ex-
change. Unfortunately the trapper is trapped
after 31...8vd4! 32. ¥c7 BeS!, cutting the
white queen off from the defense of its king,

Another possible line is 27.%f4 d2
28.f6 Wel 29.H2d1 h5 30.gxh5 Exh3+
which appears to leads to a interesting
bishop versus knight ending.

The position is complicated to explain
the horrible blunder that Rubinstein
soon commits.

27...He8 28. 14

28.d6 ¥e5+ is the saving point for Black.

28...d2 29.Wf3?? We5+ 30.&g1
YWel+ 31.%f1 ¥Wxbl 0-1
[Westfilische Neueste Zeitung 1926]
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(579) Rubinstein — Miiller
Rotterdam (Simul) December 17, 1931
Sicilian [B45]

1.e4 c5 2.5)c3 €6 3.5hge2 £)\c6 4.d4
cxd4 5.2xd4 HDHE6 6.£)xc6 bxcb 7.e5
Hd5 8.9 e4 He79.a3 0-0 10.c4 Hc7
11.8d3d5??12.exd6 H.xd613.)xd6
Wxd6 14.9xh7+ 1-0 [Algemeen
Handelsblad, December 18, 1931]

(580) Rubinstein — Frijda
Amsterdam (Simul) December 21, 1931
Dutch [A84]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5)f3 c6 4.e3 £5
5.5e5 H)f6 6.£c3 A.d6 7.f4 0-0
8.Qe2 H)bd7 9.0-0 He4 10. % c2
Hf6 11.g4 QA xe5 12.dxe5 Hgb
13.85? Hyxg5! 14.Hh1 Hesd

Rubinstein would have been in serious
trouble after 14...5Hh3!.

15.5Yxe4 dxe4 16.0.d2 We7 17.b4
b6 18.Had1 Qb7 19.4Q €1 c5 20.b5
Hyxe5? 21.fxe5 Vg5 22. 0 g3 Wxe3
23.Hd7 Eb8? 24.Q h5

Interpolating 24.%d1! h6 would have fin-
ished off Black quickly: 25.2h5 Hg5
26.85d8+ BExd8 27.%xd8+ ®h7 28.4f7.

24...Exg3 25.hxg3 ¥g5 26. A f7+ X8

7
fﬁ/ﬁ?ﬁx
ft/ﬁ/

/
/ﬁ/t% 7
/% %/ﬁ

/
ﬁ/%/ A 7
////47

27.8xb7?
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27.%d1 e3+ 28.%h2 ¥h6+ 29.4h5
was still winning.

27...Hxb7 28. A xe6 Wh6+ 29.%g2
Wxe6 30.%xe4 Hf7 %-% [De
Telegraaf, December 31, 1931 |

(581) Rubinstein — Dresler
16dz (Simul) February 21, 1931
Nimzo-Indian [E40]

1.c4 HH)f6 2.d4 €6 3.5)c3 Q. b4 4.e3
ds 5.f3 H)bd7 6.a3 Q xc3+
7.bxc3 0-0 8.cxd5 exd5 9.4.d3
He8 10.0-0 ) f8 11.5He5 &H6d7
12.£4£6 13.f3 b6 14.¥b3 H.e6
15.a4 a5 16.Ha2 &d7 17.h3 h5
18.Hh4 Habs 19.%d1 Af7 20.g4
hxg4 21.hxg4 g6 22.%g2 &Hg7
23.8h1 Y c4 24. %13 He6
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25.e4?

25.f5! Hg5 26.%f4 is very strong for
White.

25...dxe4 26. Q. xe4?

26.%h3 would have still have kept
White in the game as 26...exd3?? allows
27.5f5+ with mate soon to follow.

26...0d6?

26...5xd4! 27.cxd4 BExe4 was needed.
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27.0xg6 Hxd4! 28.cxd4 Q xa2
29.Q.c2??

29.0f5+ Hxf5 (29...Hg8 30.Eh7 Hixf5
31.Bxd7 Hh4+ 32.8g3 Dxf3 33. Axe8
Hxe8 34.&xf3) 30.Eh7+ $g831.Exd7
Hh4+ 32.8g3 Hxf3 33.QAxe8 Hxe8
34.%xf3 with an equal ending, Fritz 12.

29...%€60-1 [Glos Poranny,May 3,1931]

(582) Podplomyk — Rubinstein
Czestochowa (Simul) 1931
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D60]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.3 2 f6 4.Q.85
Hbd7 5.e3 .e76.Hc30-07.4.d3
a6 8.a3 h6 9.Qh4 dxc4 10.Q xc4
b5 11.4.d3 c512.0-0 Ab7 13.He5
Ec8 14.9 b1 cxd4 15.exd4 He8
16.Wc2 Qe4d 17.%e2 Qxbl
18.Haxb1l &)b6 19.Hfd1 &Hfds5
20.Yxd5 ¥ xd5
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This allows White to force a draw, while
20...5xd5 keeps the game in play.

21.%h5 Q. xh4

21...f6 22.%f7+ ®h7 23.8 g6+ leads to
the same thing.

22.Wxf7+ ®h7 23.Wgb+ %-%
[Gazeta Czestochowa, September 24,
1974]

(583) Teichmann — Rubinstein
Katowice (Simul) 1931
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D66]

1.d4d5 2.c4 €6 3.5\c3 DHf64.Q.85
£Hbd7 5.e3 R.e7 6.5Yf3 0—0 7.Hcl
c68.20d3 He89.00h610.4f4a6
11.cxd5 exd5 12. 4 b1 H)f8

Rubinstein has learned his lesson —
12...5h5? 13.5xd5! is a trick he fell into
twice.

13.h3 Qd6 14.84xd6 Wxdé6
15.Da4 He4 16.He5 Q.5 17. 13

17.4xe4 Axed 18.c5 was another
option. White does not play like a typi-
cal club player in a simul in this game
but like his famous namesake!.

17...862!

17...8eb was definitely a better to get
the bishop out of harm’s way.

18.Q xe4 dxe4 19.%f4 Hg7?

... EA
1 %t@
1/1& AR

. o

19...h5 was forced.

20.% xh6+ &xh6 21.H)xf7+ Hg7
22.5yxd6 He7 23.g4 HdS8
24.5yxb7 Hxb7 25.gxf5 gxf5
26.Hxc6 Qg6 27./c5 1-0
[Szachistica 9/1996, page 274]
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The grave of Akiva Rubinstein
Etterbeek Municipality,
Wezembeek, Belgium.

Photo courtesy of Ronald Cools

Missing Rubinstein tournament games 1921-31

We believe that the best chances of finding missing Rubinstein games are from
earlier in his career but one can always hold out hope. Here is a checklist of
Akiva’s missing tournament games from 1921-1931:

Goteborg 1920/21: Appelberg.

Triberg 1921: Selezniev-R (rd 4) and Spielmann-R (rd 6)
Hastings 1922/23: Yates and E.G. Sergeant. .

Southport 1924: Wright.

London 1925: both games with Thomas.

16dz 1927: Kohn, Blass and Friedman.

Warsaw 1927: Makarczyk

Rogaska Slatina 1929: Mardczy, and Honlinger.

Prague Olympiad 1931: Erdelyi, E. Steiner, and Griinfeld
Antwerp 1931: Baert, De Mey, and Perquin.

Warsaw (?) 1931: match with Friedman ???

Note this list does not contain Rubinstein games for which we have only part of
the score. There are a fair number of cases including:

Colle and Selezniev, Meran 1924

Matisons, Budapest 1926
Marshall, Berlin 1928
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Tournament and Match Record, 1921-1932

Year Tournament w D L Place
1920/21 Goéteborg 8 2 0 1
1921 The Hague 6 1 2 3
Triberg 2 3 1
1922 London 8 5 2 4
Hastings 5 4 1 2
Teplitz-Schonau 6 4 3 5
Vienna 9 5 0 1
1922/23 Hastings 5 3 1 1
1923 Carlsbad 4 7 6 12
Maihrisch Ostrau 2 7 4 10
1924 Meran 5 6 2 3
Southport 11 0 0 1
Berlin 2 3 1 2
1925 London 3 0 1 1
Baden-Baden 10 9 1 2
Marienbad 9 4 2 =1
Breslau 4 6 1 =3
Moscow 7 5 8 =12
1926 Semmering 7 6 4 =
Dresden 6 1 2 3
Budapest 6 6 3 =
Hannover 5 2 0 2
Berlin 4 4 1 2
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Year Tournament W D L Place
1927 Lodz 10 3 1 1
Warsaw 0 2 1 4
1928 Bad Kissingen 4 5 2 =3
Berlin 4 2 6 =5
1929 Ramsgate 3 4 0 =2
Carlsbad 7 13 1 4
Budapest 7 5 1 2
Rogaska Slatina 9 5 1 1
1930 San Remo 2 4 3
Scarborough 4 6 1 3
Hamburg Olympiad 12 4 0
Liege 3 4 4 =8
1931 Prague Olympiad 6 7 3
Antwerp 5 0 1 =1
Rotterdam 2 0 4 4

1932 Rotterdam Consultation 2 1 0 1

Matches
1922 vs. Kagan 1 0 1
1930 vs. Van den Bosch 3 0 0
vs. Landau 2 1 0
1931 vs. H. Friedmann 1 0 1
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Player Index
(Numbers refer to games)

Abrahams, G. 465, 481

Ahues, C. 270, 369, 395, 407, 422
Ahlberg, A. 10

Alekhine, A. 20, 43, 47, 52, 78, 91,
172, 228, 243, 382, 464

Allies 460

Amateur 475

Antze, O. 262

ApSenieks, F. 403

Araiza, J. 372

* Atkins, H. 37

Aurell, H. 3

Balaban, J. 472

Baratz, A. 405

Batley, W. 476

Beck, C. 530

Becker, A. 191, 341
Beihoff, G. 510

Bergsma 531

Bernstein, J. 93
Bernstein, S. 505

Blake, J. 90

Blazej 492

Bleicher 515

Bliimich, M. 196, 241
Bohatirchuk, F. 212
Bogoljubow,E. 21, 23, 25, 28, 41, 48,
53, 72, 105, 112, 164, 193, 203, 277,
297, 337,371,433
Bottenheim, M. 534
Boyce, C. 474

Brach 485

Braun, Dr. 578
Brinckmann, A. 349, 365
Briza 484

Brooks, C. 470
Brunnemer, J. 503
Bryson, J. 469

Burns, K. 507

Canal, E. 338, 350, 367
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Capablanca, J. 45, 205, 293,306,312,
324, 355

Carls, C. 161

Censer, 1.483, 574

Chajes, O. 92

Christoffersen, H. 429

Chwojnik, M. 283

Cockinos, T. 483

Colle, E. 126, 168, 250,271, 330, 352,
373, 401, 418, 447, 450-453
Conde, A. 88

Daniuszewski, D. 281, 521
Davidson, J. 13, 232

De Bruijn, W. 564
Dresler, J. 581

Drewitt, J. 89, 134
Duffield, C. 142

Duhm, H. 267
Dunkelblum, J. 573
Dunst, T. 508

Diirsch 563
Dus-Chotimirsky, F. 216

Eerelid 462

Elper 518

Euwe, M. 16, 42, 116, 295, 342
Eva, A. 479

Ezel (Oskam) 462

Fairhurst, W. 474
Fick, L. 565

Flohr, S. 364, 413, 437
Fridlizius, J. 1

Frijda, A. 580

Frober 468

Frydman, P. 284

Garecia, E. 506
Geiger, H. 358
Gibson, W. 145
Gilg, K. 229, 329
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Goldfarb, J. 559

Golmayo, M. 435

Gothilf, S. 204

Grau, R. 375

Grintz 526

Gromer, A. 415
Griinfeld,E.61,71,97,109, 123, 166,
187,197,208, 237,255,272, 326, 356,
400

Haida, A. 181
Hamel, H. 471
Harris, W. 502
Havasi, K. 252, 353
Heath, C. 135
Heinicke, H. 494
Herzog, R. 11
Hirschbein, M. 286
Horowitz, 1. 496
Hromadka, K. 111
Hutchings, C. 499

Ilyin-Zhenevsky, A. 211

Jacobs 517

Janowsky, D. 186, 235

Jeansén, T. 2

Jobst, C. 570

Jovanovic, K. 359

Johner, H. 434

Johner, P. 62, 149, 152, 245, 273, 336

Kagan, B. 30, 31

Kandler 486

Kashdan, 1. 404, 441, 496, 511
Kerekes 489

Kleczyniski. J. 285

Kleim 516

Kmoch, H. 82, 223, 256, 374, 410
Kohn, S. 289

Kolski, J. 288

Koltanowski, G. 128, 444
Kénig, L. 75, 362

Kosti¢, B. 17, 69

Krakowski 519
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Kremer, L. 280
Krogdahl, A. 408
Krug 571

Kupchik, A. 498, 514
Kwasniewski 522

Lafora, C. 414

Landau, S. 388-90, 445, 448,451-453
Langleben, S. 559
Larsson, A. 5

Lasker, E. 118, 206, 467
Lennarz 495

Levenfish, G. 218

List, P. 274

Louviau 575

Y owcki, M. 287
Lundgren, E. 4

Makarczyk, K. 278

Marco, G. 15

Maroéczy, G. 19, 35, 57, 77, 100, 333,
380, 396, 402

Marotti, D. 38

Marshall, F. 163, 185, 217, 301, 307,
313,327,428

Martinez, R. 500

Matisons, H. 257, 325, 436
Menchik, V. 340, 397

Meyer, L. 496

Michel, W. 236

Michell, R. 177, 318, 391

Mieses, J. 14, 63, 148, 151, 160, 265,
291

Mikenas, V. 440

Miliani, L. 121

Monticelli, M. 248, 354, 376

Moore 477

Moritz, B. 192

Morrison, J. 33

Moses, G. 139

Miiller, G. 579

Miiller, O. 140

Nagy, G. 261
Najdorf, M. 518
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Nimzowitsch, A. 103, 171, 184, 200,
227, 242, 264, 298, 305, 311,

323, 378, 420

NN 572

Norman, G. 85

Nosdorf 525

O’Kelly, A. 454-457
Olsen, A. 411

Opotensky, K. 133, 183
Oskam, G. (Ezel) 462, 566

Patay, G. 131
Petersén, R. 8
Phillips, H. 513
Pirc, V. 363

Pléci, 1. 423
Podplomyk, H. 582
Pokorny, A. 113
Pratsch 490

Price, B. 474

Price, H. 319
Prins, L. 529
Prokes, L. 259, 351
Przepiérka, D. 122, 175,343,360, 425

Rabinovich, I. 159, 210

Radspinner 501

Rahm, L. 417

Ranfors, 1.6

Regedzifiski, T. 279, 520

Reinbot 461

Réti, R. 32, 58, 81, 87, 95, 117, 174,
179, 198, 214, 224, 249, 299, 302, 309
Rhodes, H. 138

Richter 7

Richter, K. 459

Romanovsky, P. 207

Romi, M. 370

Rosselli del Turco, S. 132, 162, 230,
431

Rotenstein, S. 459

Rozig, K. 357

Rubinstein, S. 538-553
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Salwe, G. 554-561

Samisch, F 64, 83,107, 157, 176, 199,
202, 240, 266, 276, 328, 368

Sapira, E. 443

Sauer 488

Schofield, F. 141

Schrider 493

Selezniev, A. 9, 20a, 24, 27, 119, 129
Selman, J. 533

Sergeant, E. 320, 393

Sergeant, P. 86, 143

Shernetsky, D. 442

Siegheim, B. 84

Silberschatz 577

Singer, L. 366

Skopal 491

Soultanbéieff, V. 421

Spanjaard, E. 566

Spencer, E. 146, 469, 482
Spielmann, R. 22, 26, 29, 65, 80, 94,
114,127,158, 180,220,226, 269, 294,
304, 310, 332, 381

Stahlberg, G. 406, 438

Steiner, E. 254, 345

Steiner, H. 512

Steiner, L. 124, 246

Sultan Khan, M. 392, 412, 424, 430
Sutcliffe, W. 480

Tackels 576

Takacs, S. 70, 125, 260, 361, 384
Tarrasch, S. 50, 55, 66, 73, 99, 110,
130, 169, 194, 221, 292, 303
Tartakover , S. 12, 44, 68, 76, 106,
108, 165,178,219, 225,244, 247,282,
290, 300, 308, 314, 334, 344,383, 426,
446, 449, 451-453

te Kolsté, J. 173

Teichmann, R. 59, 104, 147, 150, 459,
562

Teichmann, V. 583

Tenner, O. 509

Tholfsen, E. 497

Thomas, A. 136
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Thomas, G. 51, 56, 96, 156, 188,321, 317,339, 377, 394
335, 346, 399, 419

Thomas, W. R. 469 Zalsrupine 575
Thorvaldsson, E. 416 Znosko-Borovsky, E. 39, 251
Torre, C. 167, 182, 215 Zubarev, N. 201

Towbin, I. 518
Treybal, K. 60, 98, 155, 231, 322
Tylor, T. 315

Vajda, A. 234, 258, 347

van den Bosch, J. 348, 385-387, 409,
527, 532

van Kooy, W. 568

van Seters, F. 535

Varlin (Barzin, M.) 576

Vastatka 487

Verlinsky, B. 213

Verschueren, E. 466

Vidmar, M. 40, 222, 331, 379, 439
Vincent 537

Visser, J.E. 528, 567

von Gottschall, H 190, 268

von Holzhausen, W. 239, 263, 275
Vukovic, V. 74

Wagner, H. 195
Wabhltuch, V. 34
Walkate, H. 569

Walter, M. 115

Watson, C. 36

Watts, W. 137

Wayaffe 536

Weenink, H. 427,432
Weingarten 577
Wenman, F. 463
Whitehead 478
Whitworth, J. 473
Winter, W. 316, 398
Witt, W. 504
Wojciechowski, A. 523, 524
Wolf, H. 67, 79, 101, 120

Yanofsky, D. 458

Yates, F. 18,46, 49, 54,102, 144, 153,
154,170, 189, 209, 233, 238, 253, 296,
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Opening Index
(Numbers refer to games)

Alekhine 20a, 220, 233, 238,445,491,
505

Benoni 26, 291, 479, 516, 535

Benko 80

Bird 4,227,537

Bishop’s Opening 493, 538-547, 566
Blumenfeld 68

Bogo-Indian 222

Budapest 281, 300

Caro-Kann 13, 137, 483

Center Counter 58, 115

Chigorin 383, 504

Dutch 50, 57, 63, 82, 105, 151, 157,
212,218,247, 285, 308, 364, 487, 580
English 106, 149, 174, 194, 198, 199,
201,242, 265,279,313, 338,361, 376,
378, 470, 492, 530, 553

Evans Gambit 12

Four Knights Game 48, 55, 67, 73,
75, 77, 89, 100, 110, 133, 158, 200,
257, 268, 278, 349, 380, 403

French 9, 74, 122, 259, 261, 264, 395,
472, 480, 490, 508, 523, 534

Giuoco Piano 121, 146,231, 275, 344,
387, 461, 488, 510, 557, 559, 560
Griinfeld 72, 76, 78,97, 109, 124, 126,
134, 159, 167, 224, 348, 464, 532
King’s Fianchetto 179

King’s Gambit 1, 3, 5, 6, 8 17, 49,
130, 135, 147,462,473,475,484, 515,
527, 528, 567, 569, 572

King’s Gambit Declined 15, 29, 31,
111, 132,463,465, 503,525, 558, 563,
568, 575, 577

King’s Indian 32, 56, 86,90, 140, 161,
196, 241, 246, 315, 420, 444, 578
King’s Indian Attack 282, 311
Larsen 323, 426

Nimzo-Indian 35, 59, 61, 70, 192, 202,
210, 230, 262,270,274,276,283,292,
296, 298,305, 336,337,343, 345, 346,
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350,352,384, 389,391, 398,402,404,
418, 422, 443, 450, 451, 454, 581

Old Indian 92, 117, 175, 254, 469
Owen 360

Pirc 24

Queen’s Fianchetto 186, 197, 208
Queen’s Gambit Accepted 101, 113,
152,165, 166,178, 183,191,205, 235-
237,245, 284,293, 297,299, 302, 388,
390, 397,399,405,411,413,417,428,
434,437, 439, 498, 512, 514, 552
Queen’s Gambit Declined 2, 11, 20-
22, 27, 33, 37,40, 47, 52, 62, 66, 69,
71, 84, 85, 91, 94, 99, 107, 136, 142,
143,150, 154,172,182, 187, 188, 190,
215, 217, 221, 223, 226, 239, 249,
255,260, 267,273, 286, 288, 290, 295,
303,307,309,314,318,319, 321, 327,
329,331,332, 334, 335, 339, 340-342,
347 353, 355, 357, 359, 367,371, 374,
377,382,400, 406,427,441,442, 448,
449, 459, 466, 467,482,489, 495, 499,
501,502,511,517,520,521, 526, 533,
536, 548-550, 565, 570,571, 573, 574,
576, 582, 583

Queen’s Indian 171, 176, 216, 228,
252, 497

Queen’s Pawn 7, 19, 34, 36, 42, 44,
45, 64, 83, 88, 93, 116, 131, 139, 144,
155,163, 181, 184, 185,214,232, 240,
243,244,250,251,256,271,272,287,
289,294,306,310,312,317, 324, 326,
328,330,351,354,356,358,362, 368,
372,373,375,381,386,401,410,412,
416,424,425,429,430, 435,438, 447,
452,453,468,481, 513,518, 529, 554
Réti 95, 125, 213, 280

Ruy Lopez 10, 25, 30, 46, 51, 54, 60,
79, 81, 87,96, 98, 102, 112, 114, 118,
127, 141, 153,156, 164,168,170, 177,
189, 193, 195,207,209, 211, 225,248,



ECO Index

253,277,304, 320, 322,325,365,369, Semi-Slav 23, 28, 104, 123, 206, 229,
385,392,393,407,409,415,419,423, 234,258,301, 316, 363,366,370, 379,
432,446,455-457,460,477,478,486, 394,396,408,414, 431,433, 440, 506,

496, 507, 519, 522, 524, 563 531

Scotch 65, 108, 148, 160, 269, 333, Three Knights Game 556

421, 500 Slav 43, 53, 119, 128, 129, 138, 169,
Sicilian 14, 16, 18,38,39,41,103,120, 204, 263, 458, 474

173, 180, 551, 555, 579 Vienna 145, 162, 203, 219, 266, 436,

471, 476, 485, 494, 509, 561

ECO Codes Index
(Numbers refer to games)
A00 179 A36 106, 198
A03 4, 537 A40 516, 529
A04 492 A43 26,479
A0S 323, 426 A4634,36,93,294,310, 324, 328, 429
A06 227, 280, 311 A47184,214,232,243,244,251, 287,
326,358,360, 362, 368,375,410, 424,

A07 282 425, 453
A09 95, 125, 213 A48 42
A1S5 553 AS0 186, 197, 208
A20 194, 199 AS2 281, 300
A28 149, 265 AS3 117,254
A29 470 AS5492, 469
A30 338,376 AS5 175
A31 530 AS7 80
A32 313,378 A60 291
A33 279 A80 285, 364
A34 174, 201, 242, 361 A81 105
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A84 57,157,212, 218, 247,308, 580 B84 41

C00 264
AS8S 487

Co01 9, 122, 261, 395, 480
A90 50, 151

C10 472, 508
A91 82

C11 259, 534
A9563

C12 74
B00 360

C13 490
B01 58, 115

C17 523
B02 233, 238

C24 493, 538-547, 566
B03 491

C25 471, 556, 561
B04 20a, 505

C26 476, 509
BO0S 220, 445

C27 162, 266, 494
B07 24

C28 203, 219, 485, 575
B13 13, 137,483

C29 145, 436
B23 14
C3015,29,31,111, 132,463, 465, 503,
B2S 555 525, 558, 562, 568, 577
B28 551 C31 462, 515, 527
B29 16, 18 C32 147, 569
B32 103 C33 484
B38 38, 173, 180 C34 473, 475
B45 579 C361,3,5,8,17,30
B56 120 C39 6, 49, 135, 270, 528, 567, 572
B83 39 C45 108, 160, 421, 560
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C47 65, 148, 269, 333

C48 133, 158, 200,257,278, 349, 380,
403

C49 48, 55, 67, 73, 75, 77, 89, 100,
110, 268

C50231,275,344,461,488, 557, 559,
560

C51 12

Cs3 387, 510

C54 121, 146

C64 455-457

C66 507

C68 30, 225, 325

C72 320, 385, 393

C73 365

C75 322, 369

C77 51, 96, 114, 253, 392

C79 46,79, 87, 98,102, 118, 127, 153,
195,248,409, 415, 423,432,460, 486,
522, 524

C80 563

C83 10, 477, 478

C84 168, 519

C86 81, 304, 419, 446

C88 60

C90 177, 207, 209, 211, 407
C91 54, 170, 189

C97 496

C98 112, 156, 164, 193, 277
D007, 163, 185, 351, 554

D0244,45,64,83, 144, 240, 289, 306,
438, 468, 481

D04 131, 181, 447

DOS 19, 88, 116, 139, 155, 250, 256,
271,272,312,317, 330,354,356, 372,
373,381,386,401,412, 416,430,435,
452,513,518

D06 182, 239, 249, 303, 340, 548-550
D07 383, 504

D10 53, 169, 458

D12 129

D13 119

D15 128, 138, 204

D16 263, 274

D19 43

D20 113, 166, 284, 293, 299, 428
D21 245, 397

D26 434

D27 101, 152,165,178, 183,191, 205,

302,399,405,413,417,437,439, 498,
514
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D28 235-237, 411, 512, 552
D29 297, 388, 390
D30 85, 172, 223, 226, 331, 482

D31 20, 62, 69, 143, 187, 301, 363,
370, 521

D32 52

D33 94, 571

D34 66, 99, 533

D36 217, 347, 427

D37 21, 188, 332, 339, 367, 406, 449
D40 33, 377, 574

D41 150, 334, 400

D45 258, 316, 366,379,394, 396, 408,
414,431,433, 446, 506, 517, 521, 531

D46 23, 28, 229, 466
D47 104, 206
D48 123, 234

D52 136,215,221,307,309, 459, 489,
526, 573

D53 576
D74 570
D55 11, 22, 40, 288, 290
D56 355

D58 267

438

D60 37, 273, 335, 357, 359, 502, 565
D61 314, 441, 442

D63 27, 318, 321, 327, 329, 342, 353,
371, 374, 382, 499, 501, 536

D64 2, 47, 71, 84, 91, 107, 286, 319,
341, 495

D65 142, 154,260, 511
D66 295, 448

D67 255

D69 190, 467

D71 224, 532

D74 348

D75 76

D78 109

D85S 464

D94 72, 78, 97, 167
D95 124, 126, 134, 159
E10 68

E11 222

E14 252,497

E15 171, 216

E16 228

E18 176

E20 35, 454



ECO Index

E22 59 E44 210, 230, 343, 404
E28 61, 450 E46 202, 296, 391
E32 70, 283, 298, 305 E60 161, 578

E34 262, 346, 352, 389 E61 56

E35 345, 350 E62 241

E36 337 E67 315

E38 192, 274, 276, 292, 336 E68 32, 420

E39 270 E69 140

E40 398, 418, 581 E70 535

E41 443 E7286,90, 196, 444
E42 384, 402, 422, 451 E91 246
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Annotator Index
(Numbers refer to games)

Alekhine, A. 20, 43,47, 50, 54,91, 172,
228, 243, 369, 378, 459

Authors 20a, 27, 28, 37, 56, 76, 78-
80, 135, 156, 162, 177, 206,
226, 233, 245, 259, 260, 327,
349, 368, 373, 388, 393, 400,
463, 465-467, 473, 516-518,
528, 550-61, 562, 563, 570,
571, 573-78, 581

Becker, A. 13, 16, 223

Bemstein, J. 93

Blake, J. 87, 138, 140, 143, 315

Bliimich, M. 418

Bogoljubow, E. 15, 21, 27

Botvinnik, M. 307, 418

Bum, A. 87

Chemeyv, I. 72

Euwe, M. 386, 418, 529

Griinfeld, E. 58, 123, 326

Golombek, H. 58

Helms, H. 514

Keres, P. 369

Kmoch, H. 15, 16, 66, 67, 78, 80, 99,
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