Digitized by GOOS[Q



4224
L2105

V.26

COOK

LIBRARY OF
PRINCETON UNIVERSITY

PreseNnTED BY
THE ESTATE OF

EUGENE B. COOK

CLASS OF 1850



Digitized by GOOS[Q



Digitized by GOOS[G







Digitized by GOOS[Q



.

British

Chess Magazine.
VOLUME XXVI, 1908. .

LONDON: TRUBNER & CO,,

Dryden House. 43, Gerrard Street, Soho, London, W.

LEEDS : WHITEHEAD & MILLER, 15, ELMwoOD LANE.



INDEX.

GAME DEPARTMENT.

GAMES.

( The numbers refer to the pages throughout.)

Alapin v. Marshall, 33 )
Baker v. MacBean, 168
Baker v. Stephens, 514
‘Barlow v. Ward, 121
Bayliss v. Rees, 188
Baxter v. Goldsmith, 267
Bernstein v. Marco, 301
Billington v. Spears, 128
Blackburne v. Ward, 27
Blackburne v. John, 299
Blackburne v. Atkins, 363
Blieden v. Seigheim, 222, 223
Blomefield v. Burrows, 410
Bradshaw v. Bignold, 408
Bridgwater v. Butcher, 83
Brooke v. Orme, 406
Brooke v. North, 165
Brooks v. O'Hanlon, 405
Brown v. Lee, 402

Burn v. Perlis, 329

Burn v. Spielmann, 329
Burn v. Swiderski, 330
Carr v. Savage, 169
Chapman v. Berks, 307
Channon v. Wallis, 468
Chill v. Eastman, 268
Coldwell v. Booth, 122 »
Daniel v. Lock, 129
Daniel v. O’Hanlon, 518

- Dorman v. Brook, 126
Duras v. Maroczy, 337
Eastman v. Copland, 269
Fairweather v. Sergeant, 520
Ford v. Bowles, 306

Fox v. Marshall, 161, 164
Glasgow v. Liverpool, 517
Grifith v. O’Hanlon, 403
Gunston v. Wainwright, 29
Hamond v. Parry, 521
Heaney v. O'Hanlon, 81
Holmes v. Palmer, 406
Howell v. Griffith, 25
Jackson v. Dingle, 127
Jackson v. O'Bernard, 304
Jacobs v. Barlow, 130

Janowski v. Schlechter, 338

Janowski v. Taubenhaus, 76, 77, 78

Jones v. Mills-Palmer, 31 '
Kelly v. Heron, 79

Lasker v. Fox, 371

Lean v. Pierce, 37, 37

Lee v. Mercer, 401

Lee v. Palmer, 401
MacBean v. Markwick, 523
Marriott v. Macdonald, 171
Markwick v. Alexander, 308
Maroczy v. Burn, 298}
Maroczy v. Wolf, 33
Maroczy v. Marshall, 336
Marshall v. Tarrasch, 22

Marshall v. Fox, 159, 160, 161, 162

Marshall v. Janowski, 334
Mercer v. O'Hanlon, 36
Michell ». Shoosmith, 361
Michell v. Trenchard, 219
Mieses v. Tchigorin, 302
Miles v. Bowles, 340
Morgan v. Shipley, 321
Mortimer v. Sheffield, 525
Morris v. Prideaux, 166
Muller v. Freeman, 119
Palmer v. Michell, 361
Palmer v. O'Hanlon, 465
Perlis v. Salwe, 302
Petterson v. Schlechter, 170
Pierce v.,Mallam and Ford, 523
Prichard v. Davis, 167
Reggio v. Post, 300
Rentens v. Colman, 264, 205
Richmond v. Blake, 221
Robinson v. Morgan, 38
Schlechter v. Burn, 331
Schlechter v. Marshall, 372
Sergeant ». Borthwick, 520
Sergeant v. Brooks, 463
Sergent v. Richardson, 409
Sherrard v. Bellingham, 322
Shories v. Brooks, 464
Shories v. Daniel, 463
Shories v. O’Hanlon, 463




Shories v. Palmer, 519
Shoosmith v. Mercer, 360
Speilmann v. Schlechter, 332
Stables v. Cutler, 497
Steinitz v. Evill, 305
Sutton v. Ward, 71
Svensson v. Gjersing, 339
Swiderski v. Marshall, 303
Teichmann v. Santos, 205
Tibbetts v. Chinn, 82
Wabhltuch v. Coates, 129

Allgaier Gombit, 82 = "

Bishop s Gambit, 130 205

Centre Gambit, 165

Danish Gambit, 151

Evans Gambit, 169, 467, 5§17

Falkbeer Counter Gambit, 33, 208
Four Knights’ Game, 171, 299, 338, 363

- 520

French Defence, 31, 168, 321, 322, 335,
340, 465, 497, 518

French Defence—Gledhill Attack, 36,
306, 321, 322, 405, 406, 468 _ .,

From Gambit, 39, 223

Guioco Piano, 80, 525

Hungarian Defence, 219

King’s Gambit, 37, 367

King's Gambit Declined, 37, 408

King’s Bishop's Opening, 267, 332

Max Lange, 76

McDonnell's Double Gambit, 305

‘0dds of Pawn and move, 409

Petroff's Defence, 222, 269, 366

iii.

Wahltuch ». Hamond, 359
Wahltuch v. Oppenheim, 407

" Wainwright v. Blackburne, 364

Wainwright v. Palmer, 358
Wainwright v. Reed, 34
Wallis v. Wallis, 467

Ward v. Woon, 80

Watts v. O'Hanlon, 35 |~
Weekes v. Frantzen, 39
Wahltuch v. Wainwright, 151

OPENINGS.

Ponziani Opening, 83, 188, 300

Queen’s Pawn Opening, 32, 78, 221, 303
336, 359, 401, 401, 404, 521

' Queen’s Gambit Accepted, 158, 334, 364

Queen’s Gambit Declined, 127, 129,
160, 162, 261, 268, 301, 307, 308,
329, 329, 330, 358, 360, 361, 361,
407, 449, 463, 481, 501, 523

Queen’s Fianchetto, 166 .

Ruy Lopez, 25, 29, 33, 34, 38, 71, 119,

i, 121, 122, 126, 128, 161, 164, 263,
264, 265, 337, 339, 402, 410, 514,

519
Ruy Lopez Counter Gambit, 167, 277,
Mo 464 .

Scotch Gambit, 218, 304, 403, 523
Sicilian Defence, 27, 35, 129, 244, 371,
&= 465, 520

Three Knights’ Game, 77, 372

Two Knights’ Defence, 81, 170

Vienna Game, 159, 302, 302

PROBLEM DEPARTMENT.

PROBLEM WORLD:

by B. G. Laws.

40, 84, 131, 173, 224, 271, 309, 341, 373, 411, 469,, 526

Aftonbladet, 414, 471

American Chess Bulletin, 275

Answers toCorrespondents, 417,477,534

B.C.M. Twelfth Problem Tourney, 84,
178, 224, 271, 272, 273

B.C.M. Thirteenth Problem Tourney,
178, 224, 274, 310, 342, 374, 411

Baird, Mrs. W. J. (new workj, 45, 173

Barry, H. W, 89, 470

Birmingham News Trophy,, 132

Blake, P. F., 531

British Chess Federation Problem Tour-
ney, 309, 474

<Castling, 527

Casopsis Ceskvch Sachistu, 374

Cheltenham Examiner, 177, 312, 469

Chess Anthology, 276

-

Chess Terms and Characleristics, 310,

415

Claim to Originality, 9o

Coincidences, 44, 90, 225, 411

Curious Positions, 177

Daily News, 469

Daniel, A. W, 345, 375

Deutsches Wochenschach, 343

El Pais, 460

Emendation, 89

Errata, 45, 176, 225, 345, 37 5, 414

Facts and Trifles, 43, 88, 134, 176, 225,
274, 310, 343, 374, 414, 469, 527

Falkirk Hevald, 473

Football and Field, 174, 176, 343, 377,
469

Four-leaved Shawmrock, 174



Gamage, F., 177

Gearv, W., 376

Greenwood, W, 311, 376

Hampstead and Hzghgule Expiess, 89,
273, 312, 528, 530

Healey, Frank, 134, 175, 311

sttorzal 43

Horwitz, B., 226

Ijstads Allekanda, 471

Tlustrated London News, 312

‘“In Memoriam, ' 276

Kidson, H. E., 530

Lasker s Chess Magazine, 89, 134

Leeds Mercury, 134

I‘o}’d’ S'> 89) 414

Mackenzie, A. F., 41, 131

Manchesicr Weekly Times, 313, 344, 374

Meyer, Max J., 89

Miniature Tournev, 134

Model Mates, 45

Moon, |. F.,

T\Iapxer W. ,,89, 135, 274

Neil, Hoeg, 90

New Year s Wishes, 40, 41

New York Staats-Zeitung, 470

Norwich Mevcurv, 135

Obituaries, 45, 134, 175, 225, 313, 314,

345

Odesskijo Novosti, 376

Old Masters, 276, 310, 341
472

Press World, 227, 274

Problem Composing up-to-date, 529

Problems (Ordinary), 46, 47, 48, 92,
140, 180, 228, 315, 316, 346, 347,
348, 378, 379, 380, 418, 419, 420,
478, 479, 480

Problem Tourneys, 43, 44, 84,
135, 174, 177, 178,
271, 274,

y 373, 412,

132, 134,
179, 224, 227,
275) 309) 310) 312’ 3[3)

iv.

N

42, 343, 344, 374, 375, 376, 377,
414, 415, 469, 470, 471, 474, 528,
529, 535

Random Selections from the Old
Masters, 310, 341, 373,412, 472,530

Reading Obsewcr 471

Record Problems 45, 91,1306, 413

. Retractor, 173

Reviews, 41, 131, 473

Revite d Eches, 179

Robbins, A. H., 225, 528

Rot aceule auv Angles, 45, 90

Roman Idea, 526

Shakbladet, 529

Sandoval, A., 470

Solutions, 136,179,227,314,415,476,532

Solutxons to Retractors, 139

Solving Competitions, 44, 134, 377

,» (methods), 471

Spec1a1 Problems, 45

Stubbs, C. F., 414, 475, 528

Studd, A. E,, 313, 345

Svdnw ]lfommn Herald, 313

Task Problems 42, 91, 342, 375, 412,
473 \

Taverner, T., 174

Thomnson, ., 214

Tidscrift fw Schach, 177, 227, 470

Unconscious Imitation, 44 -

Vallejo, Dr. J., 470

Verse, 177

Vzenna Schachzeitung, 179

W=sh, B. S., 415

Western Dmly Mercurv, 178

White, A. C, 43, 90, 91, 136, 177, 225,
276, 37~.376 413,470

White, J., 134

Wiener Scharhdwt'mg 375

Womanhood, 43, 133, 414

Zlata Prahn, 344, 414

PROBLEMS.

Abbott, J. W, 48¢

‘“ Ad valorem, 347

‘“ Allegretto, ' 9o

‘“ Alle maal smoesjes,”’
‘“ Allegaar smoesjes,
‘“ A model study, *
‘“ Atlantida, ' 87
‘“ Azitticlethmiphansy, > 478
Baird, Mrs, W. 1., 135, 173
Barry and White, 135

‘ Berceuse, ' 479
Bernard, H. D O,
Berry, C. V., 312

479
479
378

174

Blake, P. F., 224, 273, 313, 344, 377,
47‘ 332
Brown, J. (‘““ J. B., of Bridpurt’), 310

(ﬂ

‘“ Buena vista, ’ 347
Burke, R. St. G., 48 (2)
Callender, C., 373
Campbell, J. G., 341, 472
““ Celandine > 370
Challenger, A. C., 469
Charlick, A., 140, 228
Coates, W., 472
Corrias, A., 271 475
““ Crossing the line
“Cyril, 419
Daley, P., 311
Daniel, A. W, 46, 47, 140,
348, 420
Davis, H. Hosey, 271, 344
Dobbs, Rev. G., 140, 180
Dotterweich, Dr. O., 343

478

177, 315,



v. N

“ Dusk ? I thought 'twas dawn,’ 379 Norman (not Napier), 135 .
‘“ Edith,” 419 O'’Keefe, Dr. J. J., 47, 48, 92, 316, 420
Elkhan, Lieut., 225 ) ‘“ Orion s Belt,” 88

‘“ Enkel semoesjes,”’ 479 Osborn, P., 140, 180, 228, 316

Erlin, K., 90 o Paloska, Dr. E., 272
‘“ Facing the music,”” 418 © ‘“ Per aspera ae astra,” 86
Finlinson, J. H., 412 e Planck, Dr. C.,*43,'44, 177, 477
““ Five and four, * 87, 224 Pospisil, J., 9o
‘“ Flegias,”’ 86 Pradignat, 529
‘“ Flirt,” 88 “Quo vadis ? ”’ 379
‘ Four in hand,” 87 ' ““ Recorder,” 379
“q+3=7," 88 Rees, L. P, 377
Galitzky, Dr. A. W, 272 ‘“ Reve charmant, * 346
Gamage, F., 91, 180, 315, 471 ‘““ Rhadamanthus,'’ 86
Geary, A, 380 Robbins, ‘A. H., 2235, 528
Geary, T. W, 380 Schrufer, F., 176
Geary, W, 380'(2) “744=11,’ 88
Greenwood, W, 311, 420 © ‘“ Shimmering sheen,’ 478
Grimshaw, W., 341 Shinkman, W. A, 225477
“G. T., ' 374 ‘“ Six all;”’ 378
Hawkins, X., 228_ Slater, Ci. J., 373
Healey, F., 173, 211 (2), 312 (2) Stubbs, C. F., 476,7528
Heathcote, G., 47, 92, 178, 271, 275, Studd, E. A, 345 (2)
276, 312 ‘“ Sweet Brier,” 346

‘“ Honeysuckle, ' 346 Sypinewski, K., 46, 47, 92 ‘
‘“ Honeysuckle and the Bee, * 88 Tanner, E. V. 420, 480
Horne, C., 315, 480 Taverner, T., 174
Husain, S. 1., 46 Taylor, J. P., 417
Ijstads Allekanda (Prize), 471 Teed, F. M., 411
Johnson, J. 8., 316 Teichmann, R., 271
“ Julius Ceesar, ' 378 . ‘“ The Guthrian, " 87
“ Kaleidoscope, ' 347 Thomas, S. H., 412
King ILeonard, ' 228 Thompson, F., 314

" ‘“Kleine Hexe, * 87 Thompson, W. H., 312, 343
Khotz and Koeklekorn, 526 “3+4=7,’ 418
Laws, B. G, 43, 44, 48, 180, 348 “ Unvell, 478
Lawton, Howard, 316 Vald-Knudson, 529
Lazard, F., 344 ‘“ Wauda, * 87
I, Hérmét; R., 471 Wash, B. S, 415
‘“ Lithium, 378 Westbury, I.. C., 227
“ Longworth, ’ 418 " We two,” 418
Mach, Z., 414 Wheeler, C. H., 272
Makeham, G. R., 92, 348 White and Barry, 135
Marin, V., 415 White, A. C., 46, 91, 136 (3), 342,413
‘“ Marion, * 419 Whitten, H., 312
Marks, W, 469 < Wild violets, " 346 .
Markwick, F. W, 348, 475 Williams, J. D., 313
Mazel, Dr. E., 226 Williams, P. H., 41
“ Merone,* 419 Wills, W. F., 342
Meyer, Max J., 315, 377 Winter-Wood, E. J., 377
Moon, J. F., 45 (2) Wood, W. J., 480
“ Neith,” 347 : Wynne, F. W, 272

GAME DEPARTMENT.
27, 76, 126, 158, 218, 261, 296, 323, 401, 463, 518.

THE CHESS WORLD.
17, 64, 112, 146, 200, 248, 291, 320, 368, 389, 441, 505.



vi

MISCELLANEOUS.

Answers to Correspondents, 417,7477,

4
A Nesvg Defence to the Ruy Lopez, 263
Battersea Club Jubilee, 73
British Chess Federation, 200, 248, 320,
. 349, 389, 396, 421
British Chess Federation Congress at
Shrewsbury, 349
British Championship, 351
British Ladies’ Championship, 353
_ Bristol and Clifton Association, 444
Cable Match: English v. American
Universities, 149 ‘

CHESS IN :—

Bath, 397

Birmingham, 65, 153

Buenos Ayres, 204

Cheshire, 64, 201, 442, 444

Cheltenham, 441 i

Devonshire, 17, 19, 202, 455

Hastings, 114, 249, 392, 441

Lancashire, 64, 205, 251, 397, 398,
453, 512

London, 24, 70, 117, 155, 211, 257,
291, 398, 457, 513

Manchester, 65, 251, 512

New York, 21, 73

Plymouth, 202, 455

St. Leonard’s—Chess Drive, 201

Trinidad, 17 o

Warwickshire, 201 S

Yorkshire, 67, 252, 393, 451 5 75

CHESS LITERATURE :—
13, 61, 245, 391, 441, 499.
A.B.C. Des Eches (Preti), 245
British Chess Fedevation Yeav Book

14
Classified Chess Games, Vol. III.
(Blanshard), 499
Devon County Year Book, 500
Handbook of Chess (Chinn), 61
Kent Association Year Book, 441
Kent County Year Book, 14 -2
Larabok I. Schach (Collingn), 245
Lancashive Association_Year Book,
61 Pon
Mason s Chess Openings, 61
Match : Marshall v. Tarvasch, 13
New Century Chess Book, Mortimer

13
Ostend Tournament Book
Pretoria Club Report, 391
Sussex County Year Book, 391

CORRESPONDENCE :— i
186, 387

_—

CORRECTIONS :— S
125, 146, 248, 505

Chess Openings, Evolution of the, 381

Chess and Esperanto, 391

Cheshire Association, 64, 444, 507

Cutler, Mr. G. W., 497

Cumberland Association, 147,249, 442

City of London Club, 18, 27, 123, 257,
399, 458, 513

Daily Mail Chess Article, by James
Mortimer, 449

Damiano, Editions of, 229, 231, 285, 423

Devonshire Association, 455

Drummond of Hawthornden and Chess,
240

Dr. Tarrasch—Note on Queen s Gambit
Declined, 449

End-Games : Selected Studies, 7, 62,
111, 156, 198, 286, 319, 303, 385,
435, 503

End Game, the influence of the, 1, 486

Essex County Trophy, 368

Evans Gambit Declined, 496

Evans Gambit, the Theory of the, 106,
387, 428

French Defence, 494

Game Endings, 106, 124, 387, 428, 493,

505

Game Ending Solution Contest, 493, 505

George Walker, 189

German Chess Association Congress,
148, 369

Hampstead Chess Club, 195, 513

Hastings and St. Leonard’s Club, 65,
114, 249, 392, 441

Highways and Byways in Dorset, 510

Ideas, 'Old and New, upon certain
Openings, 244

ILLUSTRATIONS AND PORTRAITS :—

1,8, 16,216,217, 421, 430, 456, 470,
481, 500, 510, 531,

Barry, H. W, 470

Carr, Geo. S., M.A., facing page,
436

Cutler, G. W., facing page, 481

England, P. R, 500

Jeffrey, C. W., 67

Fleming, A. R, 217

Hampstead Chess Club : Group of
players, facing page, 181

Lewis, Wm., 8

Surrey v. Norfolk, 291



vii.

New Year Greeting, facing page 1

! Newcastle Weekly ChronicleTrophy
216

Match : North v. South Devon, 456

Plummer, W. P., 75

‘Redhill Chess Club, 510

Reichhelm, G. C., 16

Rutter, Dr. A., 217

Sandoral Seiior, 470

Thursby, Sir John O. S., Bart,

facing page 421

Vallejo, Dr., 470

White, A. C,, 470
International Chess Association, 251
Irish Chess News, 446, 509
Kent County Association, 114, 209, 249
Lancashire Association Annual Meet-

ing, 454 ) wha
Lasker s Chess Magazine and English

Problem Tourneys, 181, 317, 389
Ladies' (London) Chess Club, 291
Liverpool Club, 64, 397 i
Living Chess, 292

MATCHES :—
Birmingham St. George s v. Liver-
pool, 114 ]
Buxton v. Bohemians, 27 R

Cable Match: Oxford and Cam-
bridge v. American Universi-
ties, 73, 149

Cambridge University v. Pembroke
College, 508

Cambridge University v». West
London, 508

Cheshire v. Lancashire, 69

Croydon v. Rest of Surrey, 72

Devonshire v. Cornwall, 441

Devonshire v. Cumberland, 249

Devon (North) v. Devon (South),
457

Devonshire v. Somersetshire, 19

Devonshire v. Wiltshire, 202, 249

Dublin v. Oxford University, 250

Essex v. Hertfordshire, 18

Essex v. Sutrey, 125

Exeter v Plymouth, 457

_Gloucestershire v. Devonshire, 146

Gloucestershire v. Somersetshire,

5

Gloucestershire v. Wiltshire, 19
Hampshire v. Cornwall, 292
Hampshire v. Wiltshire, 368
Hampstead v. Cambridge Uni-

versity, 123
Hampstead v. Lud-Eagle, 122
Hampstead v. Oxford University,

123

Ipswich v. Norfolk and Norwich,
18 }

Johannesburg v. Pretoria, 390

Kent v. Hampshire, 18, 507

Kent v. Hertfordshire, 147

Kent v. Norfolk, 249

Kent v. Surrey (50 boards), 20
Kent v. Wiltshire, 249

Lancashire v. Cheshire, 69
Lancashire v. Yorkshire, 151, 204
Lasker v. Maroczy, 200, 395, 200,

395

Lasker v. Marshall, 447, 449, 508

Lee v. Bohemians, 70 )

Lee v. Leyton, 118 .

Leicestershire v. Staffordshire, 201,
202 )

Leicestershire v. Warwickshire, 153

Liverpool ¢. Birmingham St.
George s, 114

Leyton v. Brixton, 120

London Chess League Matches, 24,
70, 117, 155, 213, 257, 398,
400, 461, 514, 515

Manchester v. Amsterdam, 295

Manchester v. Cologne, 295

Manchester v. Frankfort, 295

Manchester v. Sheffield, 205

Manchester v. Manchester League,
512

Marshall v. Fox, 159

Melbourne v. Associated Clubs,

391
Metropolitan v. Hampstead, 25
Memphis v. Mississippi, 370
Middlesborough v. West Hartle-
pool, 115
New South Wales v. Victoria, 369

[B Newcastle v. Edinburgh, 209
[

Norfolk v. Essex, 147
Northern Union v. Southern Union

bW 64, 115, 146, 201, 293

y_{ North Manchester v. Liverpool, 512
# North Manchester v. Huddersfield,
12

Oxford v. Cambridge, 215

Ozxford and Cambridge v. American
Universities, 73, 149

Oxford and Cambridge v. City of
London, 213

Oxford and Cambridge v. Mrs.
Bowles’ Team, 214

Oxford and Cambridge v. Metro-
politan, 215

Oxford and Cambridge v. West
London, 214

Southend v. East London, 368

Southern Union v. Northern Union
64, 115, 146, 201, 293

Southern TUnion Championship,
18, 19, 113

Staffordshire v. Shropshire, 153

Surrey v. Gloucestershire, 203



Surrey v. Sussex, 19, 507
Swindon ». Oxford City, 506
Tarrasch v. Maroczy, 203
Teignmouth v. Paignton, 17
Tyneside v. Tees-side and Wear-
side, 114
West London v. Insurance, 27
Wiltshire v. Somersetshire, 113
Yorkshire v. Lancashire, 151, 204
Manchester Club, 453, 513
Manchester Club’s Continental Tour,
204
Manchester Ladies’ Club, 205
Midland Counties Union, 152, 201, 447
Mississippi Chess Congress, 370
Manhattan Club (New York), 21, 75
Newcastle Club, 443 .
New Chess Columns, 445, 509
Northern Counties Union, 64, 68, 150,
249, 293, 294, 323
North Manchester Club, 65, 512
Norfolk Association, 506
Nuremberg Congress, 148, 369
Newcastle Weekly Chronicle Trophy,
216
Newcastle and District Chess League,
250
New Zealand Association, 249
New South Wales v. Victoria, 369
New Year Greeting, 66
New York State Association Congress,

371
Norfolk v. Norwich Club, 444
Norfolk and Suffolk Trophy, 17
Pawn to K 4 Defence to the Queen's
Gambit Declined (1 P—Q 4, P—
Q4; 2 P—Q B 4, P—K 4), 481
OBITUARY :—15, 109, II7, 145, 187,
287, 452
Death of
Bayliss, Sir Wyke, 187
Fraser, G. B. 15
Gay Henry, 187
Greene, Rev. Joseph, 109
Hawkins, E. V., 187
Judd, Max, 287
Lawson, Wm.,, 119
Lipschuetz, S., 15
Pillsbury, H. N., 288
Reichhelm, G. C,, 16
Sherrard, C. H., 287
Thomson Martinus, 452
Wilkinson, Rev. W. G., 145

Ostend Tournament, 296, 3

Philadelphia Franklin Club (U.S.A)
Championship, 291, 321

Pillsbury, H. N., 200

Paul Morphy, 21, 450

Queen’s Gambit Accepted, 158

viii.

Queen's Gambit Declined, 93, 261, 449

Redhill Chess Club, 510

Russian National Tournament, 114

Ruy Lopez Counter Gambit, 53, 141,
246, 277, 429

Ruy Lopez, New Defence to, 263

Scotland—:z22, 67, 115, 134, 207, 249,
254, 293, 393, 452, 510

SCOTTISH MATCHES :—22, 67, 115, 154,

207, 249, 254, 516

Burns v. Athenszeum, 68

Central v. Aberdeen, 254

Dundee v. Aberdeen, 155

Dundee v. Stirling, 516

Edinburgh v. Dundee, 116

Edinburgh v. Glasgow, 22, 154

Falkirk v. Edinburgh, 117

Glasgow v. Burns, 23, 116, 116,516

Glasgow v. Liverpool, 153, 207,517

Scottish Association v. Northern

i Union, 247

Stirlingshire v. Glasgow, 154

Scotch Gambit, 219

Scottish Association Congress, 208

Sicilian Defence, 244

Shrewsbury Congress, 349, 368

Some Modern Phases of the Queen’s
Gambit, 93

Some Traps in the Openings, 437

Somersetshire Association, 506

South African Championship, 255

Southern Counties Union, 320

Staffordshire Association, 506

Swedish International Tournament,
114, 148

The Evolution of the Chess Openings,
381

The Ostend Tournament, 115, 206, 252,
443,

459
‘The Ruy Lopez Counter Gambit, 53,

141, 246, 277, 429
The so-called World s Championship,

107

The 2 P—K 4 Defence to the Queen's
Gambit, 481

The Various Editions of Damiano, 229,
231, 285, 423

Temple of Janus, 511

Traps in the Openings, 437

Tietz System of Scoring, 387, 501

To Our Subscribers, 17, 505

Walker George, 189

Warwickshire Association, 201

Western States of America Champion-
ship, 390

West London Club, 258

William Lewis, 8, 49

Wiltshire Association, 443

World’s Championship, 107

VYorkshire Association, 252






Digitized by GOOS[Q



Prinretcen University
Library e em

JANUARY, 1906. é\

—

THE INFLUENCE: OF THE END-GAME.

NE of the most important but least recognised influences in chess
play is the disposition of the Pawn forces as the End-Game
c approaches. After exchange of Pieces, the anxiety of each
N player to forecast accurately the result of the game naturally
increases ; each contestant being anxious to determine whether the encounter
will end in a win, draw, or loss. In such considerations it is clear that the
Pawns will generally be a leading factor, and, as their power is limited to
forward movements, it is apparent that weakness in their arrangement
develops as the play proceeds. In the early stages of the game perhaps
one player has relied too much upon an attack that has failed, and after
repulse finds himself with Pawns isolated or so far advanced that one or
more affords the antagonist many chances of successful counter-attack. In
such cases the player with the inferior position requires, in addition to skill
and ingenuity, a knowledge of the forces necessary to win or draw, and the
principles which govern the action of such forces.

Granted the possession of this knowledge, the efforts of the weaker
party, if he cannot make it impossible for the opponent to win, may produce
combinations sufficiently strong to make the. winning process exceedingly
difficult ; it is therefore certain that all students of the game will be greatly
assisted by careful study of the principles that underlie end-game play—a
toc much neglected branch of the game. At one time the principles were
little understood, and the End-Game was treated most cavalierly. The stars
of Macdonnell, Labourdonnais, and Morphy were in the ascendant, and as
these giants appeared to rely chiefly upon their extraordinary powers of
attack, and seemed to pay little heed to the loss of a Pawn, the host of
lesser lights, following blindly with their own limited powers, came to regard

the ending with indifference.
' A
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We have referred to the apparent disregard of the ending by the three
celebrated players just named, because, as a result of study of their methods,
we have been led to the tonclusion that they fully appreciated the value of
knowledgeof end-game play,and only permitted a disintegration of their Pawn
position when they gained the equivalent in time, and so were able to force
the attack to successful issue. Morphy in particular exhibited this quality ;
examination of his games shows that he had thoroughly mastered the
principles of end-game play, which certainly cannot be said of the average
chess player of the present day, and this despite the persistent example set
by Blackburne, Steinitz, Zukertort, and the fascinating studies of Horwitz,
Kling, Berger, and other experts.

The study of End-Games receives far too little attention, which is
remarkable in view of the fact that the majority of players are disciples of
the modern school of play, and carefully consider whether the advance of a
Pawn may leave ‘““a hole” which an adverse Knight may occupy with
advantage some fifteen or twenty moves later; or, perhaps, whether a
particular plan of campaign may in the course of a dozen moves result in
their having a doubled Pawn in the end-game. But they omit to fortify them-
selves with the knowledge necessary to conduct such an ending, and are
therefore often non-plussed when the crucial test has to be met. The result
is that very often won games are drawn and drawn positions lost.

But it is not only to the knowledge of end game play that we wish to
refer, but rather to that imperceptible influence which even in the earliest
stages of the game determines many a plan of action, and sometimes even
restricts the imagination so much as to induce timidity. Avoidance of compli-
cation breeds, as it were, what is disparagingly described as *‘wood shifting,”
and so deprives chess of many of its beauties. This state of affairs provides
material for study, and we purpose to attempt to briefly explain its physcology.
We will endeavour to explain our meaning more fully by reference to the
following position, which presents a typical illustration.

BLACK TO PLAY. Here White has endeavoured to
force a direct attack, in the progress
of which, in order to bring his Q B
(which formerly stood on Q Kt 2)
to bear upon the adverse King, he
has advanced his centre Pawns.
Black has defended correctly, and,
after forcing exchanges, is now left
with the superior position and con-
siderable chances of winning his
opponent’s advanced Pawn. It is
Black’s move, and two courses pre-
sent themselves to his mind. The
better way, doubtless, would be to
seize the opportunity which is now
presented, and commence an attack,
WHITE. in the course of which he would very
likely succeed, incidentally, in winning the centre Pawn—e.g., 1..., Q—K 4;
2 B—B 3 (if 2 B—B 4, Kt—Kt 5, etc. If 2 Q—K 3, Q—Kt 7), R—B 4,
etc. ; and Black has excellent prospects. On the other hand, there is the
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influence of the ending, and Black, seeing a likelihood of capturing the
advanced Pawn, and still retaining the better position, plays 1..., Q—B 6.
Fortunately for White, he has one resource, 2 B—B 4, which restricts the
adverse Rook. Black sees that he cannot advantageously reduce the posi-
tion to an End-Game by Q x Q, as the reply, P x Q, would remove some of
White’s weakness, and give him a good defence for his Q side. Therefore,
the game proceeds 2..., Q—K 4; 3 Q—K 3. Here, Black, still thirsting
for an End-Game, wherein he may show the superiority of his Q side
Pawns, and hoping also to win, rashly exchanges Q, instead of seeking to
improve his positional advantage.

3 QxQ
4 PxQ 4 Kt—Kt g5
5 P—K 4 5 Kt—K 6

6 R—Q 4!

Perhaps, also, this move was left out of Black’s calculations, as now
White has restored equality. Of course, if 6 R—Q B sq, P—Q Kt 4!
would have won for Black, and this fact, in conjunction with the desire for
an ending undoubtedly influenced his last three moves.

6 K—B sq

Still played, perhaps, under the impression that having once had the
better position for the ending, he still has it, and without regard to White’s
intentions.

7 P—K R 3! )

The dangers of his weak Pawn having passed, White begins to con-
sider the possibilities of winning. With this in view, he decides that, if he
can remain with a Knight against an opposing Bishop, and post his King
at Q 4, he will have gone a long way towards his object. The text move
carries out this idea, as Black, in addition, is thereby threatened with 8 B—
Kt 3, and ¢ K—B 2, winning a piece.

7 Ktx3B

There appears to be no other move to escape loss.

8 RxKt
Still pursuing his object, he gets Knight against Bishop.
’ 8 RxR

This exchange, also, is almost forced, as he dare not allow White to
plant his Rook at the seventh.

9 KtxR 9 P—K B 3
10 K—B 2 10 K—K 2
11 K—K 3 ) 11 B—R

1z K—Q 4

White has now attained his primary objects, viz., a Knight against.a
Bishop, and his King at Q 4, but he is still a long way from winning. The
stage of End-Game influence. also. has passed, and it is a question of End-
Game knowledge which will decide in favour of a win or a draw, and,
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although somewhat beyond the scope of this article, we will examine the
continuation as played.

a 12 B—K sq
13 Kt—K 3 13 P—Kt 3

Black is naturally anxious to keep the White Knight from B s, but
overlooks that, after the advance of this Pawn one square, White will be
able to advance a Pawn to K Kt 5, and so secure two passed Pawns in the
centre. 13 B—Kt 3 was correct, in which case- Black might still have
drawn, since, if White at any time played P—Kt s, Black could await the
exchange, and re-take with the Pawn. :

14 P—Kt 4
Threatening P—Kt 5 with fatal effect, and so forcing Black to further

weaken his position by P—K Kt 4, allowing the entrance of the White
Knight.

14 P—Kt 4
15 Kt—B 5 ch 15 K—Q 2
16 K—B 4 ‘ 16 B—Kt 3!
With the object of drawing, by B x Kt.
17 Kt—Kt '3 17 P-Q R 3

Here, again, Black shews lack of knowledge. His Pawn on Q Kt 3
is now left exposed to the attacks of the White Knight, which will now be
far more powerful on Q B 4, from whence it will also exert pressure on the
centre, and .also fix the opposing King at Q B 2, unless, as an alternative,
Black plays P—Q Kt 4, in which case the White King would probably find
an entrance at his Q B 5. The correct continuation, K B 2, might easily
have been suggested by the application of the elementary principle of End-
Game play, viz., for drawing purposes, the King should, if possible, be
opposed by the King.

18 K—Q 4 18 K—Q 3
19 Kt—B ¢q 19 P—K R 4
20 Kt—K 3 20 P—R j

21 Kt—B 4 ch
White has been quick to realise the present strength of Q B 4 as a post
for his Knight, and has now placed winning beyond a donbt.

21 K—B 2

Black’s helplessness is remarkable. His King is badly wanted at K 2,
where it might easily have been but for the unwise advance, P—Q R 3.

22 P—K g 22 P—B 44
Of course, if P x P, 23 Kt x P, and the Black King side Pawns would
fall.
23 P—Q 6 ch 23 K—Q sq
24 P—K 6 24 PxP
25 Kt—K 3

Threatening Kt—B 6 ch, queening the Pawn.
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25 B—K sq
26 KtxP 26 B—Kt 4
27 Kt—K 5 27. B—K sq
28 Kt—B 7 ch 28 - K—B sq

29 KtxP

and Black resigns a game which, at least, he should have drawn. It is,
however, rather his lack of knowledge of End-Game play itself than its own
influence upon his plan of campaigu that is responsible for his downfall, as
at most his regard for the latter reduced the position from a possible win
for him to a draw, whilst his own want of skill alone was responsible for his
loss of the game.

Let us take another example :-—

‘BLACK. This position is fairly even, the
semblance of an attack at White’s
disposal being fairly balanced by the
rather better arrangement of Black’s
Pawns. The first player, however,
sees after his opponent’s last move—
R from B sq to B 4—possibilities of
a successful attack; and decides to
risk having to fight an End-Game
with his Pawns more or less broken

up. He plays
1 PxP 1 BxP
2 P—B 4!

The first link in his chain,
threatening B—B 3 ch, and Q x R.

2 P—Q 5
3 P—Kt 4! 3 B—B sq

So that the Bishop may be interposed at Kt 2. His best plan, since
P x P is impossible, owing to B—B 3 ch.
4 PxP 4 B—Kt 2
5 B—K3
Better than B—B 3, since pressure is likely to be brought upon his
K B P, as well as on his weak Q side.

WHITE TO PLAY.

5 Q—0 3
6 R—Kt sq 6 Q—K 3
7 Q—K 2 7 R—Q sq
8 Q R—Q sq 8 B—R 3
9 K R—B sq 9 Q R—K B sq

The preceding play is all more or less forced, naturally, and White has
begun to realise the risks he ran in breaking up his position, since all his
Pawns are weak, and one at least is in imminent danger of failing. He has,
however, a further continuation at his disposal, and plays :
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1o P—Q 5 ‘ 10 PxP
11 PxP 11 Q—B 2
Either this, or Q—Q 2 was forced.
~ 12° B—Q 4 ch

Here comes the influence of the ending.  White seeing the accumu-
lation of Black’s pieces upon his weaker point, which threatens loss of a
Pawn, also the exposed position of his King, and consequent dangers of
further loss, desires at least to emerge from the melte with equality,
and so misses his chance. 12 Q—Q 2, with complete trust in the attack of
his advanced Pawn, instead of a consideration of its likely weakness in the
ending, would have given him the victory, since if 12 ., BxP; 13 Bx B,
RxB; 4 RxR,QxR; 15QxQ,RxQ; 16 P—Q 6, R—Bsq; 17
P—Q 7, R—Qsq; 18 K—Ktz2, K—Ktz2; 19 K—B2 K—Bz2; 20
K—K 3, K—Kz2; 21 KxP, RxP; 22 RxRch, KxR; 23 K—K 3,
and wins.

1z K—Kt sq
13 B—K 5 13 BxP
14 BxB 14 RxB
15 RxR 15 QxR
16 P—Q 6 16 P—K 6
17 P—Q 7 17 Q—K 5 ch
18 K—Kt sq 18 R—Q sq

And there is nothing left but a draw. Instances innumerable might
be given of this influence which, from time to time, restricts the dash and
attacking propensities of all players, sometimes beneficially may be, but
often creating a timidity which is the forerunner of disaster. A player, for
example, may have sacrificed a Pawn or two Pawns for the attack, and as
the game proceeds has the opportunity of converting the positional advan-
tage thereby gained into material equality ; then it is that this subtle
influence casts its spell upon him, and in dread of the approaching End-
Game he decides to get back his Pawn, perhaps at the cost of giving his
opponent excellent prospects of attack. There are times, of course, when
its warning must not be disregarded, and it is clear that in exercising a wise
discretion, a sound knowledge of the End-Game itself is necessary. Such
positions as the following should be well known; who can tell, indeed, the
value even of a knowledge of these two, or how many positions might
be built up on their foundations, or the beneficial influence they might
have upon many an important match game.

No. 1.—How many of our readers would have seen the draw in this
position? Black threatens P—Kt 6, with fatal effects.  Morphy played 1
BxP!PxB; 2 K—Q 4, afterwards playing K x P, and retiring his K to
Q—Kt sq. It can then only be stalemated, either or. Q Kt sq or Q R sq.

No. 2.—Here, again, it is not easy to see the win: 1..., P—Kt 4 ch;
2 PxP,PxPch; 3 KxP, K—K 4, and wins. It would be easy to give
further examples, but sufficient has been said to impress upon the student
the necessity of giving more attention to this vitally important branch of
the game.
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BLACK (LOWENTHAL). BLACK (WINAWER) TO PLAY.
WHITE (MORPHY). } WHITE (LOYD).
White to play.

SELECTED END-GAME STUDIES.

, To encourage the study of End-Games we shall publish each month
two selected positions, and give a monthly book prize for the best solutions
received not later than the z5th inst. For the best analysis of the appended
studies, which are not difficult, we offer a copy of Marshall’s Ckess Openings.
Solutions to be addressed Editor B.C.M., 38, Park Cross Street, Leeds.

No. 1. No. 2.
BLACK. BLACK.
WHITE. WHITE,

White to play. What result ? White to play. Wh-;t result ?
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WILLIAM LEWIS.

'HE name of William Lewis is not often heard in the English chess
world to-day. We look back to Staunton and Macdonnell, and
Philidor overshadows all the previous time. And yet William
Lewis held the sceptre of English chess for nearly a quarter of a

century, while as teacher and analyst he was acknowledged universally to be

without a rival. He stood on the border line between two periods, and- it
was his privilege to blend into one harmonious system of analysis two
opposing schools of chess which had been advocated on the one hand by

Philidor, and on the other by the Italian masters of Modena.

I know of no really satis-
factory account in English of
the career of this gifted player.
The Dictionary of National
Biography gives the very barest
outline of his life. 1 have
accordingly endeavoured from
a variety of sources* to supple-
ment this information and to
recall the great services to
chess which were performed
by Lewis. ,

William Lewis was bora’
in Birmingham, October gth,
1787. I have not been able
to discover any record of his
parentage or early education.
When we first hear of him
he is a young man of 25 or
30, holding an appointment in
a merchant’s office in London,
who has begun to spend his
leisure time id playing chess
at the rooms of the London
Chess Club at Tom’s Coffee
House, Cornhill.  Here he
became a pupil of Sarratt’s.

It will, perhaps, not be

. out of place to take a glance at

WiLLAM LEWIS. the positionof chessinErgland

|From a woodcut in Edge's Paul Morphy.) at the time. The game had '
been popular in the upper

classes right through the eighteenth century, and it was due to this
popularity among the monied classses that Philidor spent so much time in
this country. Under his influence the first English chess club was formed
in 1774, making its headquarters at Parsloe’s Coffee House, St. James’

Street, in the West end. After Philidor’s death in 1795, Verdoni, one of

9

*Specially would I mention an article by the late Von der Lasa in the Schachzestung,
February, 1873.
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that Parisian Society of Amateurs who published a chess treatise in 1774,
came over to England and succeeded to his place as professional to the
club. Although Verdoni was sufficiently strong to be able to follow
Philidor’s. example in giving odds to any English player, he does not appear
to have possessed so magnetic a personality as his predecessor, and the
club dwindled in numbers and importance, finally ceasing to exist about
1825.

Meanwhile, on April 6th, 1807, a new chess club had arisen farther
East in the City itself, which took the name of the London Chess Club.
Its first president was a Mr. Augustus Hankey, but although the first
committee contained men of note such as Sir Astley Cooper, the surgeon,
and Sir Isaac Lyon Goldsmid, the club was composed mainly of City men
for whom Parsloe’s was too far West and too exclusive. Here, soon after
the foundation of the club, a schoolmaster, J. H. Sarratt, came to the front
as a player of the first rank, who played with a brilliance that had not been
seen in England for nearly a hundred years. He discarded the dull Bishop’s
Opening, which to the disciples of Philidor was the most correct of all
openings, and rehabilitated the King’s Gambit, and specially the Muzio.
But he was more than a mere player ; he wrote two treatises on the game,
the earlier of which was published in 1808, and published three volumes of
translations containing the works of the earher writers on chess—Damiano,
Ruy Lopez, Gianutio, Salvio, and Gustavus Selenus—in 1813 and 1817.
These works are not, however, calculated to «nnance his renown ; they lack
unity and bear signs of hasty composition. Lewis refers to this in his
preface to his own translation of Carrera where he tells us how Sarratt had
distinguished himself in play with Verdoni, but that the latter player only
judged Sarratt from his books, and never really realised his great skill as a
player Sarratt was too careless of his reputation to expend quite the same
Care on his books as on his games.*

Such was the master with whom William Lewis now came into close
relations, and from whom he learnt his chess. Already in 183 he had
begun to record his games, and a note-book containing many games played
between 1813 and 1840 was given by him to the late von der Lasa in 1858.
The majority of these games appeared in the earlier years of the Chess
Players’ Chronicle, but, unfortunately for the historian, the etiquette of the
time-appears to have discouraged the giving of the names of the players or
the date of play. For this reason I very much regret that von der Lasa
did not see his way to accede to the wish that I expressed in the B.C. M.
for March, 1898, that he would make the book accessible to British players.
‘One of the earliest games in this volume is the following Muzio, which has
probably never been published in England. Played August 4th, 1816.

WHITE. BLACK. 3 Kt—K B 3 3 P—K Kt 4
J. H. SARRATT, W. LEwis 4 B—B 4 4, P—Kt s
1 P—K 4 1 P—K g4 5 Castles 5 Px Kt
2 P—K B4 2 PxP 6 P—Q 4

*There is a tradition, for the accuracy of which I will not vouch, that Sarratt once
played with the Emperor Napoleon, and, finding himself in the dilemma of spoiling his
«chess reputation by losing, or of spoiling his reputation as a courtier by winning, he solved
the difficulty by drawing every game. In this he showed wisdom, for Napoleon was a
bad loser, and skill, for Napoleon was an execrable player.

[y
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A weak move, probably played for Kt—Q Bsq; 24 P—Bs5, B—QRy4;
experiment. 25 Q—Q Kt 5, B—K 8 retains it.
6 P—Q 4 But White by 25 B—Q 5 gains other
7 PxP 7 B—K Kt 5 advantage.
8 R—B 2 8 B—Q 3 24 P—B g - 24 BxP
9 Kt—Q 2 9 Kt—K B 3 25 PxB 25 R—Q 6
10-Ktx P 10 Kt—K 3 26 Q—B.2 26 Rx B
11 Q—K sq 11 P--K B4 27 Px Kt 27 RPxP
12 Kt—Q 2 28 Q—Q 2 .
. If 11 B—Q 3, Castles; 12 BxKt,  cooveeemennens 28 B—K 6 is better.
PxB; 14QxP, Kt—Ozwnthaplece 28 R—Q 6
for the two p‘lwns 2 O—K 2 29 g__]? 2 29 %(Bsq)S_qu,
13 Ktx Kt 1,3 P x Kt ®oa? ° P—gé
14 BxP 14 Kt—Q 2 3; (I%ZB s7q 8t F—
ISQ —Qz2z 15 P—-KR3 3 If 32 BxR, PxR ch; 33 KxP,
6 R(Rsqg)— 16 Castles Q R Q—R5¢ch; 34 K—Ktsq,Q —Qsch+..
K B sq N 32 Q—B 4
17 Q—R 5 17 K—Kt sq 33 P—QKts4 33 Q—Qs5
18 B—K 3 18 B—Q Kt 5 34 BxR 34 P—K 7dis.ch
19 P—Q6 19 QXPY 35 K—R sq 35 PxR Q’s ch
20 Q—R 4 20 Kt—Kt 3 36 BxQ 36 P—B 3
............ Better is 21..., Kt x B; 3 %_ 4 3 %iQ 8
22 B_B 7 22 Q—K 2 39 RxQ 39 R—0
2: P—B 23 B—Q 40 R—B 2 40 B By
3 4 3 3 41 K—Ktsq 41 RxB

Apparently abandomng the

idea of mamtammg the piece 23.. Drawn game.

We may see perhaps in the form of the Muzio adopted Sarratt’s
confidence in his superior skill, and in the preservation of the game Lewis”
pride at drawing a game with his master.

The next year saw Lewis’ first appearance as a compiler of chess books.
A copy of Tiruvengadacharya Shastri’s * Essays on Chess adapted to the
European Mode of Play” which had been published in Bombay, 1814, was
lent him by a friend, Joseph Wood. Lewis embodied the greater portion
of the problems in this book in his ** Oriental Chess,” a collection of 150—
for that time —excellent problems, a few of which were the compiler’s own.
Notwithstanding the fact that Lewis makes ample acknowledgment of his
indebtedness to the Bombay work and has placed an “ E” against every
problem taken from it, there have not been wanting writers who have accused
Lewis of making his reputation upon stolen material—a charge which cannot.
be substantiated. Lewis’ book possesses a special interest for the collector
from its being one of the first two chess books—and possibly the very first
one*—in which the problem diagrams were printed with moveable type.

This sanie year—1817—Lewis played the first of his two matches with
Peter Pratt. Pratt was not a strong player (Lewis gave him the odds, now
of the Queen’s Rook, now of a Knight in both matches, and beat him),
but he was a persistent editor of Philidor, whom he endeavoured to
“improve” in many ways. Thus he tried to reform chess nomenclature by

*The English edition of 1817 of Montigny’s “Stratagems of Chess’

disputes the .
point with the ‘* Oriental Chess.”
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substituting new names for the pieces, which he thought more appropriate
for modern days. We were to have a Minister instead of a Queen, Peers
for Rooks, and Commoners for Pawns, and the King was to *‘ closet” where
he used to castle. Beside this he tried to reform castling, and other rules,
and fought hard for the older English convention that the giver of stalemate
lost the game thereby. In one or other of these lost causes he persevered
for more than twenty years, and through eight editions of his ‘Studies of
Chess.