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A BIOGRAPHICAL COMPASS: PART I
Michael Negele

@ N JUNE 1947, A TINY BOOKLET ABOUT THE CHESS
S \ giant Emanuel Lasker appeared in the small books se-
ries of the chess magazine Caissa. The author, Walter
Loose, concluded with the question: “Have we succeeded in
solving the riddle of the Lasker Sphinx?” The answer then still
strikes at the heart of the matter: Emanuel Lasker remains
a phenomenon. Not only in chess, but also in his way of life
and creative energy. Loose presciently wrote:
Our times are fast paced. Let us tarry for a moment and
reverently lose ourselves in what the former world champion
created. In our modest way, let us try to emulate him, mindful
of his inspiring dictum, which as a shining symbol should light

the path especially of our young chess players: “I love the
vigor that dares the utmost in order to reach the reachable.”!

In 2014, the British grandmaster John Nunn published an
entire textbook based solely on Lasker’s chess games. In his
introduction, the renowned author explained why he decided
on this approach. Nunn’s conclusion, following a deep study
of Lasker’s oeuvre, seems applicable, in a figurative sense, also
to the life of the second world chess champion:
His talent lay in creating situations in which the normal rules and
evaluations didn’t apply; his opponents would fail to realize that
something was amiss until it was too late. ... As a consequence,
the myth has developed that many of Lasker’s wins were based
on swindles, pure luck or even the effect of his cigars. In reality,
there was nothing mystical or underhand about his games; they
were based on a deep understanding of chess, an appreciation
of deceptive positions and some shrewd psychology. ... Lasker
was a great fighter and had a strong will to win, but his winning
efforts hardly ever crossed the boundary into recklessness.?

A closer inspection reveals certain contradictions: Emanuel
Lasker the chess player at times escaped the serious side of
“real life.” The present attempt at a stringent description of
the actual events and—where possible—an appraisal in the
contemporary historical context is intended to help demy-
thologize one of the chess world’s greatest figures. Room is

1 Loose, Lasker,32.The Lasker quote comes from Lasker’s preview in the
Miinchner Neueste Nachrichten of the 1908 match with Tarrasch (Lasker,
Lasker—Tarrasch, p.1).

2 Nunn, Chess Course, p. 7.



given to the German viewpoints in particular, and readers
are invited to compare and contrast Lasker’s life story in the
period from 1868 to 1901 with the British and American views
outlined elsewhere in this volume.3

Be forewarned against overly lofty expectations: Lasker held
his cards close to his chest both in his games and in private
life. His decisions and the motives behind them are obscure,
especially in his youth. Lasker repeatedly spoke out critically
about the imposition of others in interpreting someone else’s
decision-making processes:

Nobody has the right to speak thus, for it is beyond any man’s
capacity to so deeply look into the heart and brain of another
as to be competent to judge of that mysterious and fleeting
thing—a man’s talent and ability. The same difficulty arises
when we judge of nice shades of difference in the works pro-
duced of several men. If we cannot avoid passing judgment,
we should be all but hasty or positive, since a slow evolution
and the cooperation of many minds is needed to make the
task of such criticism fruitful or even possible.*

“Weltschachmeister,” an old-fashioned term for world chess
champion, was Lasker’s own iconic title. But in real life he
acted markedly less focused than at the chess board. That can
already be said for the course of his school years, and with cer-
tainty it applied to his studies of mathematics, which extended
over ten years.> Lasker’s efforts at the beginning of the 20th
century to pursue an academic career failed.® His applications
occurred unsystematically, and the lack of tenacity reinforces
the impression of an inconsistent and erratic approach. After
Lasker had given up these ambitions and decided on a career
as “professional chess champion,” he did not conform to the
image of the typical professional player. Time and time again
he sought pursuits outside the chess world. Moreover, there
were numerous voices in the United States and Europe that
were put off by the demands he had as a professional “chess
artist.”’ Lasker’s often imperious attitude and his negotiating
style, which repeatedly led to delays in his title matches, made
the world champion a highly controversial figure among chess
organizers and officials.

At the beginning of World War I, he advocated a rather naive
pro-German position in the Vossische Zeitung, which cost him
the approval of many associates. Consequently, he faced con-

3 Furthermore, the reader may notice a certain degree of overlap between
this essay and some of the subsequent, more specialized ones, which, for
the sake of coherency, was inevitable.

4 LCM, August 1907, pp.159—161, here p.161 (“A Review of Dr. Tarrasch’s
Review”), taking issue with Tarrasch’s book on the Lasker vs. Marshall match.
5 See pp. 65, 70, and 192—195 in the present volume.

6 See pp. 197-200 in the present volume.

7 See pp. 159-168 and 263—265 in the present volume.
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siderable hostility in Great Britain and the United
States in the early 1920s.% After negotiations for
a title match in the Netherlands with his Cuban
challenger, José Raul Capablanca, had failed, on
18 June 1920 he announced in Amsterdam that
he would surrender the World Championship by
default. When, in Havana in the spring of 1921,
the contest with Capablanca was staged after
all, it took a one-sided course. Lasker appeared
unprepared and in poor physical shape. After 14
games, hopelessly lagging behind by a score of
0—4, he prematurely abandoned the match.

Afterwards, Lasker strove anew to turn away
from tournament chess. He invested in real es-
tate and dabbled in farming. Just when obscure
business plans in the Netherlands threatened
to fall through,® he succeeded in an impressive
comeback at the chess board starting in 1923.

In the NewYork Tournament of 1924, Lasker triumphed in
a manner never seen before.!? From 1925 onwards, he could
live very comfortably off the earnings of his publications and
lectures as “world champion without a throne.” He public-
ly turned away from chess, intending to devote his golden
years to instruction for mind games and to philosophical
questions.!!

However, the incipient world economic crisis of late 1929
and overly risky stock market investments served to obliterate
Lasker’s capital assets. He was left stuck with virtually worth-
less properties and a mountain of debt. To pay this off, Lasker
started working in the Netherlands at the beginning of 1932
as a bridge instructor and organizer. When this did not fetch a
sufficient income he moved to London, where he generated a
modest income with his journalistic work and newly resumed
chess activities. It remains unclear whether his relocation to
the Soviet Union in the summer of 1935 happened primar-
ily for economic reasons or if he had some further motives.
The same holds true for the subsequent move to the United
States in autumn of 1937. Originally planned purely as a visit
to his granddaughter in Chicago it turned into a permanent
resettlement.

8 See T. Preziuso, “Aus der Schreibmaschine des Schachweltmeisters”
in Forster/Hansen/Negele, Lasker, pp.185-188; also volume III of the
present series.

9 See P. de Jong, “Laskers Beziehung zu den Niederlanden” in Forster/
Hansen/Negele, Lasker, pp.101-128; also volume II of the present series.
10 See].Donaldson, “Weltmeister ohne Titel” in Forster/Hansen/Negele,
Lasker, pp. 631-645; also volume II of the present series.

11 See S.Poldauf, “Lasker und die Berliner Boheme” in Forster/Hansen/
Negele, Lasker, pp.191—211; also volumes II and III of the present series.

A youthful portrait of Lissi Ellen
Hirschberg, later Danelius, grand-
daughter of Lasker's spouse Martha.
From 1934 onward, she lived with
her husband in Chicago, where

her cousin Hans Bamberger had
already taken up residence.



Emanuel Lasker in a likeness that he

published in 1892 in the Christmas
edition of his London Chess Fortnightly.

Lasker’s life saw many twists and turns, not
only from a geographical point of view, but also
in terms of alliances, friendships, and adversaries,
as has been pointed out, for example, in George
Gallagher’s “psychobiography” (see separate
text box on the next two pages). Lasker would
align himself anew, frequently severing relation-
ships that had been cultivated opportunistically
during many years. Pronounced goodwill abrupt-
ly turned into emphatic rejection.

The attentive reader will at times be surprised
at the vituperative tone in Lasker’s observations
on events of chess history, but also regarding
some of his fellow human beings. However, such
opinions he expressed only very rarely in public.
Mostly we know them through the numerous
letters to his (later) wife from 1903 onwards.

This correspondence also brings a contradic-
tion to light between a marked idealism and an
occasional advocation of embarrassingly nar-
row-minded materialistic considerations—by no
means always stemming from his own financial
hardship. Judging from a present-day perspective,
we can discern that Lasker often went too far in his
reasoning, and sometimes put himselfin the wrong. Even friends
that were favorably inclined lacked understanding for this.

On the other hand, we also find examples of personal de-
votion and generosity. For instance, in correspondence with
his parents Lasker mentioned the delight of inviting his nieces
and nephews to a treat at the bakery!? as well as a monthly
allowance to his sister Amalie, who in 1901 was raising five
boys.13 Further examples of Lasker's generosity can be found
in his support of the widow Baudet,'# and his initiative to col-
lect money for the almost destitute William Steinitz in 1897.15

Last but not least, Lasker had a keen sense of humor.1¢

12 Letter to his parents, 14 May 1899, Autograph Collection of the Cleve-
land Public Library, Ohio.

13 See p. 49 below.

14 See volume II of the present series.

15 See p. 40 below.

16 See, for example, p. 251 in the present volume.
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LASKER: THE AMERICAN VIEWS

Fohn Hilbert

FIRST IMPRESSIONS

CCURATE OR NOT, FIRST IMPRESSIONS ARE

important. Lasker’s arrival in America

was no different. Some knowledge of the
youthful German player preceded his 28 Sep-
tember 1892 sailing from Southampton, bound
for New York, as reported in his own short-lived
journal.! Americans knew Emanuel Lasker had
won tournaments in London and had dominated
Blackburne and Bird in match play. Excitement
grew as he came closer to American shores. His
arrival on the steamer Spree aroused anticipation
of his play against eight, hand-picked masters of
the Manhattan Chess Club, including New York
State champion Albert Hodges, in three-game
exhibition matches.

Lasker visited the Manhattan, Brooklyn, and
City Chess clubs in New York, receiving a cordial
welcome from club officers, members, and the
cream of players then residing in America, in-
cluding Samuel Lipschiitz, Sam Loyd, and world
champion William Steinitz. His stay, expected to
last only until Christmas 1892, quickly expanded
into 1893 and later.? As is well known, Lasker
dominated his Manhattan exhibition match op-
ponents 20 to 2, with 1 draw (and a forfeit win), causing at
least one newspaper to conclude that “he has shown himself
to be at least one of the three great chess masters of the world,
who are Steinitz, Chigorin, and Lasker.”? By 9 November 1892,
Lasker had established his strength as a player before his new

1 London Chess Fortnightly, 1 October 1892, p. 31.

2 London Chess Fortnightly, 1 November 1892, p. 47.

3 Brooklyn Daily Eagle, 7 November 1892. Unfortunately, Lasker’s initial
play at the Manhattan Chess Club has never received complete, detailed
treatment. The first half of his play at the Manhattan, including all twelve
games and information about his reception in the United States, are doc-
umented in Hilbert, Lasker’s First Two Months. The scores with citations
of all recovered games played by Lasker in this, his first United States
tour, appear in Whyld, Collected Games (see especially games 127-154).
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Albert Beauregard Hodges
(1861-1944) was the New York
state champion in the years 1892
to 1894. For a short period in
1894/95 he was arguably the chess
champion of the United States.



Carl August Walbrodt (1871-1902)
achieved some remarkable successes

despite a comparatively short chess
career. He shared first place with
von Bardeleben in the Kiel master
tournament in 1893 and was second
to Charousek at Berlin in 1897.

American acquaintances. After a similar, success-
ful series of games at the Brooklyn Chess Club, he
traveled to Montreal, Quebec, Baltimore, and the
little known Logansport, Indiana, where a short
match was begun in mid-December with Jackson
Whipps Showalter. Two of three scheduled games
were played in what was originally supposed to
be a three game match, which the following April
was expanded into a ten game one.* By the end
of 1892, however, Lasker returned for a two-week
engagement in Philadelphia. He established cor-
dial relations with many prominent American
players and club members, his warm and modest
personality winning them over.

But not everyone. And certainly not in Hava-
na, where Lasker arrived on 17 January 1893, with
the expectation of simply playing simultaneous
and exhibitions games. Instead, members of the
Havana Chess Club wanted him to play a six-
game match against Carl August Walbrodt. A
Berlin master, Walbrodt was nearly three years
younger than Lasker, but had achieved master
level play by 1890/91. He had good results in sev-
eral German competitions. More importantly, his
chess strength was rapidly increasing.® The Cubans expected
Walbrodt would prove a difficult opponent for Lasker.

Lasker refused to meet Walbrodt, stating he was opposed
to matches of a limited number of games, and that he hoped
to meet him in a more important match under better cir-
cumstances.® The matter soon became heated and personal.
Unlike Lasker, Walbrodt had no quarrel with his treatment
in Havana, and wrote in the 19 March 1893 New York Tribune
that “It is impossible for me to share the views of Herr Lasker.
Everybody generally reaps what he has sown.””

Lasker defended his actions in Cuba against Walbrodt’s
comments in a letter published in the 2 April 1893 New Or-
leans Times-Democrar. Walbrodt had upbraided Lasker for
allegedly using his name without permission, in response to
which Lasker testily wrote that “I have used Herr Walbrodt’s
name only in connection with the fact that his engagement

4 Regarding Lasker’s early American itinerary and match with Showalter,
see generally Whyld, Collected Games, games 127—205, 230—236.

5 Cheshire, Hastings 1895, p. 354.

6 London Chess Fortnightly, 28 February-14 March 1893, pp. 118f. Mean-
while, in the week of 22 to 29 January, Lasker had successfully contested
two small series of informal games against the leading Cuban players, Celso
Golmayo y Zupide (+2 —o0 =1) and Andrés Clemente Vazquez (+3 —0 =1).
7 London Chess Fortnightly, 30 March-14 April 1893, p.122.
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with the Havana Chess Club was for such and
such an amount, and this being no private affair,
nor intended to be, Herr Walbrodt may keep his
permission for himself.”®

As for Walbrodt’s remark about people reap-
ing what they have sown, Lasker branded it “an
insinuation, and not the slightest effort is made
to explain it. I do not see what reproach can be
made to me. I am invited by the Havana Chess
Club to give some performances and play some
matches with local players. In the meantime all
preparations are made to arrange a match with
Walbrodt; but the fact of his invitation is inten-
tionally concealed from me. I arrive in Havana,
and from the first day to the last, fulfill all my
engagements. But that is not what the Cubans
want. Their coup is to get me into a match with
Walbrodt. I do not wish to play, because, for
once, I do not see my way to sacrifice all my
interests to the entertainment of people whom I
had never before seen—and, then for the more
forcible reason that, after my long and wearisome
journeys, I do not wish to trust my nerves to
stand the tremendous strain.” As for Walbrodt’s
insinuations, Lasker concluded that the young master “should
express himself openly and frankly, or else keep silent in such
a matter.”®

Lasker’s defense of his refusal to play against Walbrodt had
in part sprung from criticism he received from Louis Uede-
mann of Chicago, then one of the strongest chess players in
the United States living outside New York or Philadelphia.

Uedemann had written in the 2 February 1893 Chicago
Times that Lasker avoided facing strong players, such as Tar-
rasch, Lipschiitz, and Walbrodt, instead seeking only money
for simultaneous and exhibition play.’® In a 5 April 1893 letter
from Kokomo, Indiana, Lasker responded, calling Uedemann’s
piece “a conglomeration of insinuations.” He carefully refuted
each charge, noting that a match in Havana would be “in a
climate which was unknown to me and which at present I
do not consider favorable to good chess.” As for the author,
“Mr. Uedemann is either writing about something of which he
knows nothing or else willfully misrepresenting facts; he can
choose whichever horn of the dilemma he likes.”** Lasker’s

8 Ibid.

9 Ibid.

10 Chess World, May 1893, pp. 61f.
11 Ibid., pp. 63f.
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Louis Uedemann (1854-1912) was a
chess journalist of German origin,

who competed with success in
several tournaments in the United

States. His name is linked to the
“Uedemann Code” for communi-
cating chess moves via telegraph.



Jackson Whipps Showalter (1860-
1935), “The Kentucky Lion,” was

a ferocious attacking player and
the most successful chess mas-
ter in the United States between
Mackenzie's death in 1891 and
Pillsbury’s meteoric rise in 1895.

taking issue with statements in the American press
would, as time went on, become more caustic.

Starting in early March 1893, Lasker estab-
lished his first formal credentials in America out-
side the chess realm when, in connection with an
engagement at the New Orleans Chess, Checkers
and Whist Club, he gave a series of lectures at
Louisiana’s Tulane University on Linear Differen-
tial Equations “for teachers and students of high-
er mathematics.”*? “I gave in the whole twelve,”
Lasker wrote, “in the course of about a month.
They have been well received, the audience num-
bering about eighteen ladies and gentlemen, from
the beginning to the end.”*3

Lasker had been reluctant to play serious
matches before the end of March 1893 because
of his extensive expenditure of energy during his
first six months in America. However, in April
1893, in Kokomo, Indiana, Lasker continued
his match with Showalter that had begun in
December 1892 at the Indiana State meeting in
Logansport.

Showalter had divided the first two games with
Lasker in December 1892. But on resumption

of play four months later, Lasker dominated the Kentucky
master, winning the match 6 to 2, with 2 draws (the first draw
decided without play).

PURSUING STEINITZ

Edward Winter has written that “The pen-portrait is a form
of chess reporting that has fallen into desuetude (as has the
word desuetude).”** Not so in the 1890s, when it flourished.
This is particularly fortunate for a study of Lasker, as several
detailed pen-portraits of him appeared in the American press.
A Chicago Herald reporter visited Lasker’s rooms in 1893, and
found the chess player

unravelling abstruse mathematical problems, such exercise
being a light diversion for him. The reporter was cordially
received by the young champion. Mr. Lasker possesses a re-
fined and intellectual face, with an unmistakable Jewish cast
of countenance. His features are clear cut, his eyes dark and
piercing, yet at times bright and merry in their twinkle. His
thin, compressed lips, evincive of strength and firmness, are

12 The Times-Democrat (New Orleans), 3 March 1893.
13 London Chess Fortnightly, 30 March-14 April 1893, p.127.
14 Winter, Chess Omnibus, p. 41.
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almost hid by the drooping, neatly trimmed dark mustache.
The glasses which bridge his firm Roman nose impart to his
visage a sedate and scholarly appearance. The quiet dignity
of his bearing, the easy grace of his poses, and the measured
reticence of his conversation indicate the artist’s temperament,
and the conformation of the frontal cranium discovers to the
phrenologist an abnormal development where the group of
intellectual faculties have their abode. Mr. Lasker is not a
voluble talker, but he expresses himself easily in good English.
When the subject of chess is broached his eyes light up with
interest and his conversation becomes animated.'*

Few today realize this word picture of Lasker appeared directly
before his well-known comments stating he expected to defeat
Steinitz, and that

I wish to say that I have never played my best chess, for I have
never been required to exert myself to defeat such players
as I have encountered. ... I am imbued with an ambition to
be acknowledged chess champion of the world, and if the
match with Steinitz can be arranged that ambition will soon
be gratified.®

Lasker’s words today may seem prophetic. But when they
were uttered, they carried with them the braggadocio of youth.
The American chess world did not universally believe Las-
ker’s chances against Steinitz were that good. Lipschiitz and
F.]. Lee, for instance, two very strong players themselves, were
convinced, once the challenge was issued 31 August 1893, that
Steinitz would defeat his young opponent.*’

Lasker enlarged his circle of American admirers, and per-
haps to a degree their willingness to back him against Steinitz,
when in October 1893 he won the “Impromptu” masters tour-
nament held at the Manhattan and Brooklyn Chess Clubs by
the astonishing score of 13—0. His play caused great excitement,
especially his game against one young American. According
to a local report, “The most wonderful thing Lasker did in
this tournament was in the game against Pillsbury. The game
during the whole of its progress was besieged by scores of chess
players, and it was with the greatest difficulty one could get a
glance on the board.”*®

Steinitz and Lasker signed their match articles 5§ March
1894. Although originally stakes of $5,000 were hoped for,
the final agreement acknowledged that the winner, taking all,

15 Newark Daily Advertiser, 30 June 1893.

16 London Chess Fortnightly, 30 April 1893, pp.172f.

17 Newark Daily Advertiser, 15 September 1893.

18 New York Times, 22 October 1893. The top scores were: 1 Lasker 13/13;
2 Albin 8Y2; 3—5 Delmar, F. J. Lee, and Showalter, 8; 6 Hanham 7%%; 7 Pills-
bury 7; 8 Taubenhaus 6; etc.
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Lasker also won first prize at the solving contest held on the
occasion of the centennial jubilee of the Vereenigd Amster-
damsch Schaakgenootschap on 17 December 1922. He solved
all three problems in 38 minutes.??

Let us briefly summarize Lasker’s achievements as a prob-
lem composer.

His compositional work was the product of an occasional
ancillary occupation and therefore remained quantitatively very
small. The spread over a long period contributed to the fact that
the “composer Lasker” only occasionally attracted the attention
of the problem world. As he refrained from participating in com-
posing tourneys, none of his problems ever won a tourney award,
and he did not manage to compose the one outstanding problem
that would have made his name immortal. His few problems
generally ranged from pleasing to notable, and were demanding
for the solver. He was appropriately honored by commendation
and recognition from the expert audience at the time. However, it
is obvious that Lasker’s achievements in problem chess were insuf-
ficient to give him a higher rank in the “gallery of problemists”.

Below is a selection of Lasker’s chess problems.

Problem No. 1
Hereford Times [1892]%

1 Be2! Zugzwang. Veq 2 c4 Vxdq 3 Bfgi

Eight pieces, rex solus with knight sacrifice and a conclud-
ing model mate. The short mate after 1 ... ®c4 2 Qe3i slightly
spoils the good impression.

A version of a well-known five-mover by Auguste d’Orville
(Le Palaméde 1837: ©b2, 23, Ad3, g4, b3, c2, e4—Rd4; mate in
5 moves. Solution: 1 Dges Re3 2 c3 Bd2 3 Acgt Wxd3 4 bg Excq
5 £e2%), who uses a bishop instead of a rook (diagonal mate
instead of horizontal mate) and shows two knight sacrifices.

Problem No. 2
1895. (Source?)**

1 Ags! Zugzwang. Vxd6/Rd4/Rf4/Rf6 2 Af7/Af3/
Aadsz/ad7i

22 H. Reerink, “Lasker und Holland” in Kotowski/Poldauf/Wagner, Homno
ludens, pp.173f.

23 Reprint: Leeds Mercury, 25 June 1892, (“composed for Hereford Times”
according to Whyld, Lasker, p.218); Evening News and Post (London),
25 June 1892; and Hampstead & Highgate Express, 28 April 1894 (ac-
cording to Whyld, Lasker the Composer, p. [8]); further No. 1780, DWS,
18 December 1892.

24 Reprint: Liverpool Weekly Mercury, 16 March 1895, and Baltimore News,
20 July 1895 (according to Whyld, Lasker the Composer, p. [8]).
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Star-flight by the black king with symmetrical mates by the
white knights. The key gives two new flight squares (d6, {6)
to the black king.

Of course, there are innumerable two-movers with
star-flights by the black king, especially in miniature form.
While not being a miniature, Lasker’s early composition gains
some charm from the echo-like knight mates.?*

Problem No. 3
with Richard Teichmann
Womanhood (Llondon) 1900

1 d7! Re3,Bf4,~ 2 d6 ~ 3 d5t
No matter in which direction the black king escapes (g4 or
f2), the discovered mate on the third move is inevitable. The
successive advance of the white triple pawn appears original
and does not lack humor.
A.C.White comments as follows, including two other the-
matically similar problems:

The cumulative spirit is recognized not only where
all of a mainplay falls to the share of a specified
piece, but also where the bulk of the mainplay is
made by one piece or by separate pieces of a given
kind. I take my illustrations this time from the
humble Pawn. In No. 10B [four-mover by H. and
P. Johner] a Pawn makes three of the four moves,
and this is amply sufficient to give the position
a strong task flavor. No. 10A [four-mover by R.
L’hermet] has the first two moves by two Pawns.
This would not be very distinctive, were it not that
the moves are so closely similar as to provoke an
odd sense of repetition. The cumulative effect is
the same as which makes us laugh more heartily
if we see two people fall down together on the ice
than if we see only one person do so.2°

A similar memorable solution can be found in
an earlier five-mover by J. Kohtz and C.Kock-
elkorn, which, however, can by no means be re-
garded as an anticipation: ®hg ¥h3 £c6 QAdi
Neb hg2—Reyq Hez Bds £b1 Qh2 &es, Le Palaméde
1865, honorable mention; solution: 1 ®hs! £a2
2 ®h6 2b3 (2... Agqt/lcyq 3 Bgs5/Dgst) 3 Lhy
4 ®h8 5 Wh7t; Bristol clearance by the king for
his queen.

25 A two-move star-flight miniature, in which all mating moves are carried
out by a single knight, was first achieved by H. Hultberg in 1943, but only
at the expense of a checking key.
26 White, Tasks and Echoes, p.37.
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Richard Teichmann (1868-1925)

in 1889, just before he started his
studies of modern languages in Berlin.
In the German capital he almost
certainly met with Emanuel Lasker,
who was his junior by one day. In
later years, Teichmann also became

a respected problem composer.
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Problem No. 4
1902. (Source?)?’

1 Qhg! (threat 2 Ag6/Axc6t) Lxgz/deq 2 Adf3/¥g3+

The defense 1... £xg2 turns out to be a harmful critical
move for Black. Unfortunately, the double threat is a signif-
icant weakness. In 1986, Robert Clyde Moore achieved an
improvement with enriched content; see the following version
4a (in a slightly more economic version).

Problem No. 4a

Version R.C. Moore

No. 190, R. C. Moore, Two-Move Chess Problems, 1986
Improved version.?®

1 Qhy! (threat [1... Res] 2 Ag61)
1... Wxg2 (critical move) 2 Adf3i;
1... %e8 ([Hoeg-]pericritical move) 2 Ac6%;
1... Weq (block) 2 Wg3t

This has only one threat; the second threat from Lasker’s
problem now becomes the mating move after the pericritical
defense 1... %e8 (after Moore).

Problem No. 5
Checkmate, June 1903

The ambush 1 Eb2! creates a second bishop-rook battery and
threatens (1... @~2) 2 4xg5t ®~3/&~1 3 Le6(d1)/Ha1i.
1...8~3 2 fe1! ®gq 3 £d1t, 2...24 3 Le6t

In the threat, two direct bishop/rook batteries become effec-
tive; in the solution the mate is given by an indirect bishop/
rook battery. Note that the black king has the maximum of
eight flight squares after the key. A pleasing miniature with an
appealing final position.

Otto Wurzburg wrote the following introduction to this
problem in Checkmate:

27 Reprint: No. 287, Lasker’s Chess Magazine, March 1906.

28 A black bishop e7 in Moore’s version was replaced by a black pawn e7.
The problem is included in this version in the online databases (Meson;
Chess Problem Database Server) with the source LCM 1906 and without
a reference to later reworkings.
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The above problem, an original contribution to CHECKMATE
from the most eminent of the masters of the game, will be
viewed with interest by all problem enthusiasts. It bears the
earmarks of “a player’s problem,” but has a definite theme
which is very well handled. Though the author modestly speaks
of himself as “an inexperienced but ambitious composer,”
we must congratulate him upon the success he has already
achieved in this new field for his energies.?®

Problem No. 6
No. 285, Checkmate, July 1903

1 Wbs! (threat 2 ¥xdst and in two moves 2 ¥b2t dg
3 Yxdai)
1... £b7! (2 ¥b21? would now be countered by the cross-
check defense 2...d47) 2 cxds! (3 Wb21) c5 3 dxc6 e.p.}!,
2...cxd6,2dq 3 £b2};
1...cxd6 2 £b2t Re6 3 WeSi;
1...c5 2 ¥xcg ~ 3 Lb2i;
1...%0dq 2 Wxdst Rc3 3 Wd3$

An unexpected en passant mate in a variation which even
today could prove a touchstone for some solvers.

Two contemporary comments:

Overlooking an aggressive key we find a piquant rendering of
a cunning little idea. Evidently the Champion’s abilities are
not limited to one branch of the art.?°

The World’s Champion has only composed a limited number
of problems, but they have invariably been marked by a fresh-
ness and charm of unusual quality. Readers of The White Rooks
will remember his masterly handling of the miniature in No.
68 of that work. No. 11 is another of his clever themes, and by
far the best horizontal en passant mate I have come across. As
a player, Lasker understands that the peculiar character of the
Capture must be accurately introduced, and he has succeeded
very well in forcing Black to play 2 ... c5 instead of 2 ... c6. The
mate itself recalls closely that of No. 10 [two-mover by J. Kohtz
and C. Kockelkorn], but the latter we saw was inaccurate in
execution and consequently of much smaller value.?!

29 Checkmate, June 1903, p. 203.
30 Checkmate, September 1903, p. 282.
31 White, Gauntlet, p. 85.
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moment.*? Thus, he was

without much practice A l | -!- ! ﬂ /

when he sat down at the i T T

board for the first game.4! g i
The contest took place

at a point in time when |

World War I was not yet ]

in sight. Germany was in i

the process of outstrip-

ping England economi- g : ,.a—"ﬂ‘f@'l

cally, and was rising to be \
the biggest economy in the
world. The term “made in . .ﬂ a,
Germany,” once coined as i
a stigma, started to be a e
symbol for quality. ix
Chess life in Germany :
was prospering. Besides the
German Chess Federation
with 140 affiliated clubs, ul
there existed a Bavarian
and an East German Chess
Federation. There were also
three nationwide chess pub-
lications: The Deutsche Schachzeitung, the Deutsches Wochenschach,
and the Siiddeutsche Schachblarter (predecessor of the Deutsche
Schachbldrter). Right before the beginning of the Lasker—Tarrasch
match, the sixteenth German Congress was held in Disseldorf.4?
The Masters’ Tournament was won by Frank James Mar-
shall, who recently had been clearly outplayed by both his
match opponents. In the Hauprrurnier A a 15-year-old Alex-
ander Alekhine, in his first international appearance, shared
fourth place. At the end of August, the future world champi-
on traveled on to Munich and attended the Lasker—Tarrasch
match as a spectator.*3

40 Tarrasch himself did not give the actual names of these two masters in
his “apologia” in the match book (pp. 111-113); it was Lasker who divulged
them (Kamm, Zarrasch, p.325 [fn.256]).

41 The only exceptions are a few negligible consultation games played
on 7 June 1908 in Cologne, which a note in the DWS, 28 June 1908,
p. 227, describes as follows: “One cannot take Dr. T’s failure in Cologne
too seriously. You can rather too easily be subject to failure when, after
taking a train ride of many hours, you immediately sit down at the chess
board to simultaneously attend to several games against strong consulting
opponents.”

42 DWS, 9 August 1908, pp. 285—-290.

43 Skinner/Verhoeven, Alekhine, p.32. Edward Lasker writes: “Frank
Marshall, who was the favorite, was already in town and was practicing
with a young Russian school boy, who had entered the Major Tournament.
... At this time his name did not mean much to us ... it was none other
than Alexander Alexandrovich Alekhine!” (Lasker, Secrets, pp. 45f.).
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The chess world was eagerly
anticipating the clash. Artwork by
Frederick Orrett (1858-1939) from
the British Chess Magazine, June 1908.



Tarrasch was expected to bring the world champion title
“back” to Germany. After his longstanding sojourn in the
United States, Lasker was not considered a German; mostly
he was referred to as “Dr. Lasker from New York.”

The rivalry and suspense were so great that, according to
Edward Lasker, Tarrasch allegedly even refused to shake hands
with his rival at the beginning of the contest.**

THE MATCH GAMES

Emanuel Lasker
Siegbert Tarrasch*
Diisseldorf, 1st match game
17 and 18 August 1908

Today, at quarter to four in the afternoon in the rooms of
the Kunstpalast in Disseldorf the fight for the chess world
championship between me and Dr. Tarrasch began. ... We, the
two rivals and our seconds,*® sat down in a smaller corner hall
reserved for us while a vividly excited vast public was getting
ready to follow the events. ... With a demonstration board,
visible from afar and attached to the wall, on which the moves
of the game were reproduced soon after they had been made,
care had been taken that the public could follow the game
without trouble.*’

Much less is known about the setting of the first four games
in Diusseldorf than about the rest of the match in Munich,
where—according to Tarrasch—“the whole arrangement was
much more splendid.”#8

After weak opening play by Black Lasker reached an advan-
tageous endgame, which he, however, did not treat with the

44 Lasker, Secrets, p. 47.

45 References:Tarrasch, Lasker—Tarrasch, pp. 27-32; Lasker, Lasker—Tar-
rasch, pp. 6—9; G. Marco in WSZ, September-October 1908, pp. 266—268;
Soloviov/Khalifman, Lasker Games 1904—1940, pp. 38f.; R. Hiibner, “Abfall
Nr. 28, Teil ITII” in ChessBase Magazin, no. 54, September 1996, pp. 23-32;
S. Alapin, “Rezension des Tarraschbuches” in WSZ, March 1909, pp. 73-81,
and October 1909, pp. 329—335; Nunn, Chess Course, pp.153—157.

46 Unlike today, the seconds were exclusively concerned with adminis-
trative tasks. “For the whole time of the match Herr stud. med. Heinrich
Renner from Nuremberg was working as my second. Lasker’s second in
Diisseldorf was Herr Appunn from Coburg; in Munich Herr Ingenieur
Schropp and Herr Privatier Kollmann from Munich were alternating.”
(Tarrasch, Lasker—Tarrasch, p.23 [fn. 1]). Others that have occasionally
been mentioned as seconds did not have an official role such as Kurt
Richter (a namesake of the later Berlin master), mentioned by DWS,
6 September 1908, p.327, or Berthold Lasker (although he did attend
the Munich leg).

47 Lasker, Lasker—Tarrasch, p. 6.

48 “Surprisingly, the champions hardly mention the setting in Dissel-
dorf ... which gives rise to the suspicion that the organizational and fi-
nancial contribution of Diisseldorf had been insufficient. Indeed, the
effort demanded by the two major events (there was also the Congress of
the German Chess Federation that went before) from the Diisseldorfer
Schachverein 1854 and its president Carl Héing can hardly be overesti-
mated.” (F.-K. Hebeker, “Hoffen auf das Hohenklima in Miinchen...” in
KARL, no. 4/2008, pp. 38—44, here p. 40). The author goes on to describe
the financial background of the match in detail; the city of Munich con-
tributed 6,000 Marks to the match, Diisseldorf only 500.
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necessary precision when playing 30 gs?. Tarrasch, in turn,
fell victim to a misjudgment with 35... £d7?, a move, which
according to him, was caused by an “overestimation” of his
position. Instead of liquidating into a rook ending with equal
chances, he kept the minor pieces on the board but did not
offer any significant resistance in the remainder of the game.

1 e4 e52 Nf3 Ac6 3 Lbs a6 4 Lxc6
Lasker was the first proponent of the Ruy Lépez Exchange
Variation and occasionally used it in important games. Par-
ticularly noteworthy was his encounter with Capablanca in
St. Petersburg 1914.

It is interesting to see what Lasker wrote about his opening
choice:

Lots were drawn for the right to make the first move, I was
playing with White. Before deciding about my first move I
quickly let the images of the various openings with their com-
pensating possibilities and disadvantages pass before my men-
tal eye, and then decided on a game with a lively character.

A hundred years later hardly anyone would use the attribute
“lively” to describe the Exchange Variation.

4 ...dxc6 [#1] 5d4

This move was given an exclamation mark by Lasker. Castling
short, which was later made popular by Bobby Fischer, and
which today is considered critical, was hardly ever seen in
Lasker’s games.

5 ... exdq 6 Wxdg Wxdgq 7 Axd4q [#2, see next page]
Tarrasch:

After the exchange of queens White has the better pawn struc-
ture, namely a compact plus of four against three pawns on
the kingside, and a pawn in the center which is very hindering
to the black pieces. Black’s pawn majority on the queenside is
quite devalued in its attacking power because of the doubling
of the c-pawns and does not have the least effect on the center.
In turn, Black has the pair of bishops; however, in the long
run, his king’s bishop cannot be protected against an exchange
because it stands best on d6 and there it is exposed to knight
attacks. But if it is exchanged there the pawn will recapture
whereby the deficiencies of the black pawn structure are im-
mediately repaired and White no longer has any advantage.

Marco:

Now remove all pieces from the board and have a look at the
pawn endgame. Because Black cannot force the undoubling of
his doubled pawns he cannot create a passed pawn. However,
White will obtain a passed pawn on the kingside, and this is
always a decisive advantage if the pawn can be supported by
its king. Therefore, theoretically, the game is already won for
White; he only has to strive to exchange all pieces.
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#3 after 9 b2—b3?!

The latter characterization neglects all dynamic aspects of the
position, but still contributes to its understanding.

7 eee €5
Tarrasch:

A bad move which I borrowed from Steinitz because he had
successfully employed it in a match game against Lasker.
The move immediately ruins Black’s game because if the
bishop is later taken on d6 the recapturing pawn will be a
backward pawn.

Here Tarrasch was a bit too pessimistic, even though today
the more flexible 7... £d7 is considered to be more precise.
After the insertion of 7...c5 8 Qe2 a bishop that appears on
d6 can be opposed with £c1—f4.

Six years later in St.Petersburg, Capablanca opted for
7 ... £d6, and although he objectively solved the opening
problems with that move, he never again gave Lasker another
opportunity to play the Exchange Variation against him. In
their world championship match 1921 the Cuban preferred
3...2f6 4 o—o d6.

8 Qe2 4d7

Schlechter (quoted by Marco) was on the right track with his
recommendation 8 ... f5. However, it is a problem that after
9 Abc3 fxeq 10 £f4 (instead of “10 Axeq £d7, followed by
11...0—0-0") Black still has not developed the queen’s bishop
and cannot castle queenside to defend the pawn on c7, which
causes some trouble.

The text-move does not deserve criticism.

9 b3?! [#3]
Tarrasch:

I do not at all consider the idea of developing the bishop to
b2 as very fortunate. It could not have achieved much on the
diagonal if Black had blocked it with ... f7—f6.

9 ... 4c6?

This move initiates a completely misguided opening concept.
The bishop on c6 will not only bite on central granite, but the
plan of playing £f8—e7—-f6 (which, if executed immediately,
would have failed to 9... £e7 10 £b2 216 11 es!, followed by
es—e6) runs counter to the requirements of the position. Black
loses his only advantage—the pair of bishops—and thus any
chance for dynamic play that would compensate his worse
pawn structure. Consequently, Black winds up in a position
without prospects.

He had a number of better continuations:
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a) A good optionwas 9 ... 0—0—0 10 £b2 f6.Then depending
on how White proceeds, Black can decide later on the position
of the knight (both Ag8-—e7, followed by ... Ag6 or Ac6, and
Ag8-h6—f7 come into consideration), and after developing
the 28 the king’s rook can be put on e8.

b) Also worth considering was 9 ... c4!?, which was Alekh-
ine’s choice one year later against Verlinsky in St. Petersburg,
a move to reduce radically the structural disadvantages of
the position.

c) The strongest is Nunn’s 9 ... f5!. An exchange of the
central pawns would give the black bishops scope while 10
es would allow the second player a kind of favorable “Berlin
setup” —in contrast to the line that later became tremendously
popular, since Black here still has the right to castle. Moreover,
the long diagonal remains closed and White’s last move turns
out to be rather useless.

Thus, instead of 9 b2-b3?! the simple 9 Ab1-c3, which
Lasker had already played in his 1894 match against Steinitz,
was preferable.

10 f3 £e711 £b2 216 12 £xf6 Axf6 13 Ad2 0-0-0

14 0-0-0 [#4]

Because of his healthier pawn structure, for which Black no
longer has compensation in the form of the pair of bishops,
White now has a stable long-term advantage. Black’s position
is solid but cheerless. Chances for counter-play can only be
found on the queenside. With this in mind, 14 ... b5 now came
into consideration.

14 ... Ed7
This achieves nothing.

15 Qfy

The immediate 15 Qc4 would be weak because of 15 ... £bs,
after which White, too, would be settled with doubled pawns.
After the text-move 16 Ad3 b6 17 Qes is threatened.

15 ... He8 16 Ac4 b6 17 a4

Planning to play ag—as at the appropriate time, when after the
reply ... b6—bs the pawn c5 would be considerably weakened.
But was it really necessary to become active on this wing?
The following fixing of the queenside structure entails some
disadvantages for White, whose pawns all end up on squares
where the enemy bishop can attack them. Moreover, Black
can later resort to ... c7—c6 followed by ... b6-bs.

17 ... a5
In this move Lasker saw only “the nasty side effect of paralyz-
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ing the offensive strength of Black’s queenside. In general, the
game—Tarrasch did not seem to have a good day—continued
to take a form in which all the initiative remained with White.”

Lasker does not seem to have spent much energy on the
analysis of the game; his characterizations are astonishingly
one-sided. Hiibner even went as far as to characterize Lasker’s
annotations to all the match games as “almost completely
useless.”

18 HExd7 AAxd7 19 Ed1 Qes 20 Axe5 HExes 21 c4 [#5]
Forced. Otherwise Black plays ... c5—c4.
Tarrasch:

Now White is definitely superior: the pawn structure is in
such shape that Black’s pawn majority on the queenside is
completely paralyzed by White’s three pawns. In addition,
White’s pieces are also significantly better placed; the rook has
possession of the only open file and the knight has an excel-
lent post, whereas Black’s pieces bite on granite everywhere.

On the whole one can agree to this; however, the wording
“definitely superior” creates the wrong impression that White is
already on the verge of winning. In the following stage Tarrasch
himself criticizes only one inaccuracy by White (after which
the position is immediately equal) and in addition suggests
several improvements for Black.

21 ... He8 22 Ahsg Hg8

Black wants to follow-up with ... f7—f6 and ... £c6—e8 to chase
the annoying knight away from hs. A mistake would be 22 ... g6
23 Af6, with additional structural disadvantages, but a more
active way to get at the knight on hs was 22 ... He6, with the
idea of ... B h6 (23 Qxg7?! Bg6).

23 Hd3 16 24 ¥d2 Le8 25 Hg3 £d7

In order to create counter-play on the queenside, it seems
more logical to put the bishop to f7. But after the immediate
25... 217, the reply 26 Afs would be annoying while after
25... g6 (to keep an eye on f5), followed by ... £e8—f7, a later
...c7—c6 would be problematic because of Ed3—d6. Black
would therefore first have to aim for an exchange of rooks with
... Bg8—d8, which is very committal as it is doubtful that his
counter-play would then still come in time.

26 Re3 [#6] He8
Tarrasch:

The move is not bad but still not aggressive enough. Now was
the most favorable chance to initiate the vigorous mobilization
of the queenside: ... c7—c6, ®c7, b6-bs, etc.
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This sounds logical, but realizing this idea runs into practical
problems. For example, after 26 ... c6 27 Qe2 (Currently the
knight does not do much on g3; with this move it clears the
way for the g-pawn and it will either go to f4 or c3 or return
to g3 after g2—g4.) 27... ®c7 28 g4 the move 28 ... b5 loses a
pawn after 29 axbs cxbs 30 Eds, even though the situation is
not entirely clear. Instead, if Black tries to press ahead with
his plan by playing 28 ... Eb8 first, the move 29 A\f4 looks
annoying, planning to lunge to hs again.

27 Qhs He7 28 g4 ¢6 29 hg ®c7 [#7] 30 g5?
Tarrasch:

White very nicely attacks on the kingside but this move is
premature. He should first remove the king from the e-file
with ©f4; then g4—g5 would have either forced the liberation
of the e-pawn (after ... fxg5) or the isolation of the f6-pawn
(in case of gxf6).

Of course, Black must not sit idle. After 30 €f4 he has to take
measures against the threat of g4—gs with 30... h6. If White
blindly continues 31 g5?, he loses a pawn because of 31... fxgs
32 hxgs &f7+.

An alternative is 30 Af4, followed by Bd2. The knight can
then be brought to d3 where it has an eye on the c5-pawn,
making ... b6—bs more difficult or preventing it altogether.
Moreover, after 2d2—g2 the advance f3—f4 followed by e4—e5
becomes an option. With the knight on d3, g4—g5 also comes
into consideration because ... f6—f5 can then always be an-
swered with eq4—es. Whether White’s superiority is sufficient
for a win is debatable, but 30 Af4 would definitely have kept
a long-term advantage.

30 ... f5
Tarrasch: “This strong move now allows the equalization of
the game.”

31 g3 fxeq 32 Axeq [#8]
After four hours of play the game was adjourned, to be con-
tinued on the next day. Tarrasch sealed his move.

32 ... 4f5

Alapin’s proposal 32 ... bs (mentioned in Tarrasch’s notes)
was sufficient to equalize the game, but there is nothing wrong
with the text-move.

33 hs BEd7!

Under the new circumstances Black does not need to fear the
exchange of rooks. After 34 HExd7+ ®xd7 35 @f4 ®e6 neither
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DOMINATOR OF THE CHESS WORLD
Mihail Marin

HE YEARS UP TO WORLD WAR I FORM THE CORE OF

Lasker’s chess career. After rising very quickly he dom-

inated his opposition almost at will. It is worthwhile
to identify the talents and the specific character traits that
allowed him to climb to the top and stay there for more than
a quarter of a century.

When trying to define Lasker’s style in this period with a
single term, nothing better comes to mind than “universal”
or “modern.” Or, perhaps more aptly but longer: “enterpris-
ing but wary.” He did not seem to prefer any specific type
of position; whether static or dynamic, whether tactical or
strategic—Lasker showed a universal strength irrespective of
the nature of the game.

ON THE WAY TO THE TOP

Siegbert Tarrasch’s controversial refusal to play a match with
Lasker in 1892' may have created the impression that the lat-
ter’s standing in Europe was not very high at the beginning
of the 1890s. But, in fact, Lasker had already given proof of
being an excellent match player, scoring some outstanding
results against strong opponents.

Here are two illustrative games from that period.

According to Robert Hibner, Joseph Henry Blackburne
was one of the world’s top players for many years and at cer-
tain stages of his career was the second strongest player after
Steinitz. Contemporaries nicknamed him “The Black Death”
(after the plague) although it remains unclear which exact
connotations they had in mind.?

In 1892 Lasker won the Quintangular Tournament in Lon-
don, half a point ahead of Blackburne, whom he defeated 2—o.
A subsequent match between the two was won by Lasker with
the crushing score of 8—2. He did not suffer a single loss. This
game was played in the Quintangular Tournament.

1 See page 259 in the present volume—eds.
2 See Winter, Chess Notes, no. 8014 (29 March 2013)—eds.
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Emanuel Lasker 1 e4 e52 Nf3 Ac6 3 Ac3 Af6 4 b5 d6 5d3 Le76 h3
Joseph Henry Blackburne? A few decades ago such a setup would have been called
London, 3rd round old-fashioned. But nowadays, when everyone appears to be
30 March 1892 struggling to achieve any advantage against the Berlin Defense,
White frequently resorts to the apparently modest setup with
d2—-d3. As for the c3-knight, it will soon go to g3, a position
which in modern games it usually reaches via d2 and fi.

#80 after 12 c2—3 6 ... 0—0 7 Le3 De8

: Blackburne anticipates White’s plan in time and starts a re-
grouping typical of the Czech Benoni and several Ruy Lopez
lines with a blocked center.

[o0]
izl

o N
[

8g4a69 Laq 2e6 10 Qe2 g6 11 Ag3 Ag712 c3 [#80] bs

Blackburne prepares to open the center.

: Hibner rightly disagrees with Fred Reinfeld and Reuben
@ é Fine, who claim that Black missed a golden opportunity to
A

N w ) [9)]
%Il@

o |[J8 Do
Do

seize the initiative with 12 ... f5 13 gxf5 gxf5. Indeed, exposing
@ @ %7 the king so early gives Black nothing but problems, an issue

—J familiar also from the aforementioned openings. 14 £h6 fg
(14 ... fxe4 is not given by any of the commentators mentioned
above. It spoils White’s pawn structure but leaves him with
promising attacking potential: 15 dxe4 ®h8 16 h4—planning
Ags—16... £g4 17 Bg1!,and now 17... §xf3 is met by 18 €xg7+
Bxg7 19 Af5+ Th8 20 Wxf3. Betteris 17... 16, leaving White
with dangerous kingside pressure after 18 Af1 2hs 19 ¥d3.)
15 &fs (This is even stronger than 15 Qe2, mentioned in the ear-
lier annotations.) 15 ... £xf5 16 exf5 £h8 17 We2 Hxf518 $xg7+
®xg7 19 d4, with a clear advantage. After moves like o—0-0
and £c2 White’s attack with opposite-colored bishops becomes
very dangerous. One important point is that 19 ... exd4? loses
the exchange to 20 £xc6 bxc6 21 Axd4.

#81 after 14 Se3-h6 13 £b3 d5 14 Lh6 [#81]
Everything played according to modern best practice. Black
gains space in the center, while White keeps his structure intact

7 ﬁ and hopes to build up an attack on the kingside.
6 3
5 i 14 ... Wd7 [#82, see next page]

In view of the variation examined below this is slightly inac-
4 . é curate.
3 8 § § @ @ é 14 ... Be8 would not only have created latent pressure along
2 § é § the e-file, but also unpinned the knight, thus preparing to meet
B gf @ B the thematic 15 &f5 by 15... gxf5 16 gxf5 $xf5 17 &xd5 (The

a b ¢ d e f g h

3 References: Reinfeld/Fine, Lasker’s Chess Career, pp. 27—29; R. Hiibner,
“Zu den Anfingen von Laskers Schachlaufbahn” in Forster/Hansen/
Negele, Lasker, pp. 415-574, here pp. 484—487.
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point is that 17 exfs QAxf5 forces the bishop’s retreat, which
puts an end to White’s attack.) 17... %d6 (Not the only good
move, but the clearest way of neutralizing White’s initiative.)
18 &xg7 ®xg7 19 £xc6 Wxc6 20 exfs by, followed by ... e5—e4,
with strong counter-play.

15 We2 [#83, see next page]

Lasker misses a good opportunity to take over the initiative:
15 Af5! gxf5 16 gxf5 $xf5 17 exfs ¥d6 (The most challenging
move since 17... ®h8 allows White to continue the attack by
simple means: 18 Hg1 Hg8 19 Hxg7 Hxg7 20 £xg7+ @xg7 21
Ahz, followed by ¥hs, o—o—o0, Bg1+, Ng4, with a large ad-
vantage.) 18 ¥d2 46 19 Hg1 ©h8. [#]

Apparently Black has defend-
ed well, but White can already
continue the attack by tactical
means: 20 £xds! ¥xds 21 §xg7+
Bxg7 22 HBxg7 @xg7 23 Wgs5+
®h8 24 Wf6+ Vg8 25 0—0—0 Ae7
(The only defense, preparing to
meet Bgi1+ with ... 2g6. After
é other moves, White wins; for
o} example, 25 ... Bfd8 26 ¥hé, fol-
lowed by Hg1 or f5—£6.) 26 ¥xe7

¥d6 (Or 26...%d8 27 ¥xes {6
28 ¥ey, and Black cannot prevent Ad4—e6, securing White
two pawns for the exchange and complete positional domina-
tion. 28...c5?! would only make things worse after 29 d4 c4
30 ds, followed by 2Ad4 anyway.) 27 ¥h4 (threatening Hg1+,
followed by Qgs) 27...f6 (the first in a series of only moves)
28 Wh6 Hf7 29 Hg1+ ®h8 30 Ahg Hg8 31 Ag6+ Hxg6 32 fxgb
Hg7. Black has parried the immediate threats, but being a pawn
down and with an insecure king he is clearly worse.

Of course, foreseeing all of
this was not trivial; in addi-
tion, 15 ... dxe4 16 dxeq! ¥xdi+
17 £xd1! also had to be assessed
= accurately. Maybe Lasker would
g- have embarked upon this line if
3 this game had been played after
o} his 1894 match with Steinitz,
where he received this lesson: [#]

21 Qfs! gxfs 22 exfs f6
(Black could try to return the
.| piecewith 22... Ag6, but White
can ignore this with 23 ¥xhs,

keeping his f-pawn to threaten
fs—16.) 23 g6 (threatening ¥xhs) 23 ... Axg6 24 fxg6 £xg6

after 19... £98-h8 (analysis)
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#82 after 14 ... Yd8—dy
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25 Hg1.White’s attack is ample compensation for the pawn and
the lack of development, and Steinitz went on to win eventually.

After missing this attacking opportunity, Lasker’s whole
plan results in nothing more than a chronic kingside weakness.

15 ... dg4
An ambitious move that was not yet necessary.

Hiibner refutes Reinfeld and Fine’s recommendation of
15... Bfd8? with the simple 16 exds £xds5 17 QAxe5 Axes 18
¥xes, winning a pawn.

But 15 ... Bfe8 was a proper way of maintaining the tension
in an equal position.

16 xe6 [#84] Wxe6?! [#85]
The most natural, but also least accurate of all possible re-cap-
tures.

From “The Black Death” one might have expected the
ambitious positional exchange sacrifice 16... Axe6 17 £xf8
Axf8. [#]

His control of the dark
squares gives Black excellent E
compensation. White needs to
find the best way of evacuating
the king. 18 @f1!? (18 0—0—0?
runs into a decisive attack af-
ter 18...dxc3 19 bxc3 bg 20 c4
b3 21 axb3 EbS; while 18 Bd1
fails to defend properly the d3- Jod
pawn: 18 ...dxc3 19 bxc3 bg 20
cxbyg Af4 21 We2 Axbyg 22 Wh3
Abxd3+ 23 ©f1 Wbs 24 Qe2 £d6, with at least equal chances.)
18...&f4 19 ¥d2 dxc3 20 bxc3 ¥xd3+ 21 Wxd3 Axd3, with
a pawn for the exchange and a stable position. Chances may
be even, but I would prefer Black.

The simple 16 ... fxe6 would clear the f-file for the rooks,
annihilating White’s attacking chances. True, the g7-knight is
likely to stay passive for a long time and so Black probably
cannot claim an actual advantage.

[

17 0-0?

As pointed out by Hiibner, 17 cxd4 Axd4 18 Axd4 exd4
would have given White comfortable play. Indeed, the struc-
ture is similar to that in the game, but things are slightly less
clear here. 19 f4 (I prefer this over Hiibner’s 19 o—o when
19... £h4 considerably slows down White’s kingside expan-
sion.) 19... £h4 20 ¥f3 c5 21 0-0 c4 22 f5, and White’s attack
looks more dangerous than Black’s.

The move in the game allows Black to stay in control.
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17 ... Bfd8

Hiibner is skeptical of 17... £c5, followed by ... ¥d6 (suggested
by Ludwig Rellstab), but his variation is also inaccurate: 18 Efc1?!
(An unnatural and, for concrete reasons, inaccurate move.)
18...%d6 19 ¥c2 dxc3! (not mentioned by Hibner) 20 bxc3
(Or 20 ¥xc3 Adg 21 ¥xcs Axf3+ with a small advantage for
Black as White cannot expel the knight by 22 @g2? because
of 22... Qe1+!, followed by ... ¥xc5 and ... Axd3. It becomes
obvious that 18 Hac1 would have been better, as the analogous
line ending with 22 ®g2 then leads to approximate equality.
Anticipating the knight’s unpinning with 20 £xg7 @xg7 21 bxc3
already allows Black to utilize the more harmonious placement
of his rooks with 21... 2ad8 22 Hd1 b4, and Black has an edge.)
20...Bfd8 21 @xg7 (Safer is 21 Bd1, but it allows the knight to
jump to freedom with 21...e6, followed by ...bs—b4, with
complete control of the dark squares and a small advantage for
Black.) 21... %xd3!, and Black wins a pawn, the point being that
22 ¥xd3 Bxd3 23 Qe fails to 23 ... Bxg3+!.

18 Hfc1 [#86]

Lasker’s plan of utilizing his pressure along the c-file to pro-
voke favorable structural modifications eventually works out
well—but only because of Black’s inaccurate play.

18 ... BEd7?!
Blackburne does not pay attention to Lasker’s intentions.

Hibner gives an extensive analysis of 18 ... £c5, aiming to
meet 19 cxd4 with 19 ... £xd4, gaining a small advantage. After
stabilizing the center, Black intends to clear the e6-square for
the knight, more or less forcing £xg7, which leaves him with
an obvious advantage.

According to Hiibner, 19 c4, almost completely blocking
the position, is relatively best. White will regroup with ®g2,
Hhi, Hagi1, ©f1, and exchange on g7 if the queen moves away
from e6. Later, he can think of h4—hs, which is not so much
a proper attack, but rather prevention against a possible break
with ... f7—f5. Black could transfer his c6-knight to f4, but this
would be mostly a symbolic achievement.

The same goes for 18 ... Hac8 19 c4 (Hiibner).

Hibner gives the following line as the best try for an ad-
vantage: 18 ... dxc3 19 bxc3z ¥d6 20 £xg7 @xg7 21 Hd1 Qas
22 d4 exd4 23 cxd4 Qc4, but this looks at least fine for White
due to his strong center, for instance, after 24 e5 ¥d5 25 Qe4.

Summing up, it does not seem that Black had a way to
obtain an advantage.

19 cxd4 Axd4 20 Axd4 [#87] exd4?
This gives White a strong kingside majority at no cost.
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Napier, William Ewart, 386-396

Pillsbury, Harry Nelson, 376—385

Steinitz, William, 341-351, 351-360,
360-367

Tarrasch, Siegbert, 270-318 (16
games), 423-430

Abel, Niels Henrik (mathematician),
133, 194

Abraham, Hermann (cousin), 22, 37,
87

Abraham-Lasker, Minna (aunt), 65, 87

Académie des Sciences (Paris): grand
Prix; 44, 194, 221

Academy of Sciences (Moscow), 216f.

addresses, in: Berlin, 21, 64, 65, 79,
194; Berlinchen, 73, 75; Heidelberg,
42; Landsberg, 71; London, 40, 112,
13, 123, 130, 131, 132; Manchester,
49, 125, 195; New York, 184

Ahues, Carl, 20

Alapin, Simon, 295, 306; game anno-
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under studies (academic)
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259
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Bohemia: Prague, 47, 169, 267
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Four Knights’ Opening, 311, 318,
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259f.; pictures, 120, 163; publish-
ing endgame study by Lasker, 233;
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(1922-24), 128f.; Deutsches Wochen-
schach (see under Heyde, Albert Otto;
Ranneforth, Heinrich); Heyde, 6,
28f., 42f., 242f.; Lederer (1926/27),
6; Maroczy, 6; New York 1924 (clock
incident), 12, 181f.; Ranneforth,
242f., 325f.; Shipley (1924), 6;
Steinitz (return match), 153f.; Tar-
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Cozio, Carlo: endgame study, 225f.

Crouch, Colin: game annotations, 393
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Cubison, William Henry, 33, 150
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202-207, 205
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DeLucia, David, 8

Derbyshire, Job Nightingale, 136, 142

Detizdat (Leningrad), 10, 11
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242f.

De Vere, Cecil: game, 375

Didier, L[ucien?], 47

Dill, Richard W., 99

Dinger, Willem Nicolaas, 16

“Doctor Emanuel Lasker, a Psychobi-
ography,” 5f.

Dolmatov, Sergey: game annotations,

393
D’Orville, Auguste: problem, 244
Dreyer, Michael, 10
Duras, Oldfich: game fragment, 423f.
Duz-Khotimirsky, Fyodor, 267
Dvoretsky, Mark: game annotations,
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Dyckhoff, Eduard, 324, 324f.

Eaton, Eagle H., 151
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Egypt, 132

Einstein, Albert, 201

Eisinger jr., Max: game ending, 229

“Emanuel Lasker A Biographical Mo-
saic.” See Lasker, Martha: memoirs

endgame studies, 222—-237; corre-
sponding squares, 230f.; Lasker ma-
neuver, 224-229; Lasker’s style and
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235; systematic maneuver, 224f.;
three knights versus one, 233f.

Engelhardt, Herbert, 9
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Fine, Reuben: adjudicating simulta-
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notations, 330, 332, 360, 370, 373f,,
376-383, 387, 390; on Lasker, 185;
“Lionardo of Chess,” 8f.; pictures,
9, 136; tournaments with, 135, 141

Finn, Julius, 166, 267

Fischer, Heinrich (medical doctor), 22

Fischer, Robert James, 321f., 322,
416; game fragments, 374, 411f.; on
Lasker and Tarrasch, 322

Flatauer, Elias, 87

Flatauer, Max (brother-in-law), 84,
89,91

Flatauer-Lasker, Rebecca (aunt), 87,
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Fleck, Jirgen, 237

Flohr, Salo, 135, 139, 141

Foreest, Arnold E. van, 23

Fox, Albert Whiting, 162, 163, 166

Fraenkel, Heinrich, 9

Fraenkel, Max, 150, 150

France: Lasker on, 133

France, places: Mulhouse, 43; Nice,
42; Paris, 26, 42, 46f., 48, 102, 131,
132, 251, 261, 409, 421
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13

Freiburg University, 41, 193

Freudian theory, 5

Friedmann, Olga, 98

Frobenius, Georg (mathematician),
194

Fuchs, Lazarus Immanuel (mathema-
tician), 191, 193, 219, 220

Gaibor, Karoly: problems, composed
with Lasker, 250, 255

Gabriel Filmtheater (Munich), 291

Gallagher, George Gordon, sf., 7,
16f., 19

Galois, Evariste (mathematician), 133

Gauss, Carl Friedrich (mathemati-
cian), 203, 205, 214

Gebhardt, Rudolf, 265

Gelabert, José A., 180

genealogy, 53-55, 84-89

German Exhibition (London, 1891),
30, 106; Lasker on, 13

Germany, 22; Bavarian Chess Feder-
ation, 265, 324; Berliner Schach-
gesellschaft, 22, 42f.; Berliner
Schachklub, 22; Café Kaiserhof
(Berlin), 18, 19, 22, 27, 37; Café
Royal (Berlin), 15, 18, 19, 20, 22, 31;
chess life, 269; criticism of Lasker,
6, 29, 177f., 260, 320f., 325f.;
Deutscher Schachbund (German
Chess Federation), 265; Deutscher
Schachbund (1897), 261; Landsberg
an der Warthe, 72; rivalling national
federations, 261; Schwabing Chess
Club (Munich), 306; Teehalle (Ber-
lin), 15, 18, 20, 21, 30, 31, 64, 259;
Vereinigung Deutscher Schachmeis-
ter, 26f., 105

Germany, places: Augsburg, 47; Ber-
lin, 1881-87: 17, 61-66, 258f.; 1888—
90: 18, 22—24, 31, 73, 106, 188, 191,
219f; 18910192, 243; 1894: 37; 1895:
120; 1896: 38; 1897-99: 42—44, 193f.,
220f.; 1899: 44; 1900: 47; 1901: 48,
125; 1903: 1985 1904: 199, 201, 256,
262; 1908: 267; 1910: 409; 1914—21:
178, 188, 423, 425; 1929: 12; Ber-
linchen (see under Poland, places);
Bremen, 43; Dresden, 43; Dissel-
dorf, 266, 269, 270, 279, 288f., 319,
320; Erlangen, 42, 45, 188, 194, 221;
Frankfurt, 39, 43; Freiburg, 41,
43, 193; Gottingen, 30f., 189, 191f.,
219f.; Hamburg, 47, 434; Heidel-
berg, 42, 121, 188, 193, 198f., 219f.;
Landsberg an der Warthe, 17, 20f.,
22, 61, 65, 67-73, 187; Leipzig, 24f.,
37, 43, 116f., 260; Munich, 46, 257,
266, 269, 270, 290—295, 306, 309,
320; Nuremberg, 38—40, 43; Thyrow
(summer house), 5, 15, 83f.; Wies-
baden, 45, 123

Gesellschaft Deutscher Naturforscher
und Arzte (Society of German Nat-
ural Scientists and Doctors), 199

Giese, Bertha (step-grandmother),

84, 89
Gilberg, Charles A., 150
Gillam, Anthony, 143
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Golmayo y Zupide, Celso, 35, 146

Gorgiev, Tigran, 233

Gossip, George Hatfeild Dingley, 108f.

Gottingen University (Georg August).
See under studies (academic)

Graflmann, Hermann Gunther (math-
ematician), 193

Great Britain, 101-143; Anglo-Amer-
ican cable matches, 174f.; chess
life, 101, 103, 142f.; City of London
Chess Club, 128, 131, 132; Conti-
nental Chess Club (London), 1115
criticism of Lasker, 26, 114-116,
119f., 127-129; Cyprus Chess Club
(London), 117; Divan Chess Associa-
tion, 39, 120; exhibition tours, 42,
445 47, 120, 121, 123, 126, 127, 267f.;
The Gambit (chess rooms), 129, 134;
playing bridge, 130f.; struggling for
competitions, 101-105, 107—110

Great Britain, places: Bournemouth,
37, 117; Brighton, 30, 37, 107, 117,
126, 267; Ealing (London), 132;
Hastings, 38, 118-120, 260, 307;
Hereford, 126; Ilkley, 118; Liver-
pool, 25, 101f., 336; London, 1890:
25f., 101-105; 1891-92: 13, 30—34,
106-114, 329f.; 1894-95: 37, n7L.,
1535 1896: 39, 120f.; 1898-99: 45,
121-123; 1900-01: 123; 1903—04: 126,
199; 1908: 127; 1924:129; 1927:
1295 1930: 1305 1932-35: 3,13,
130-134; Manchester, 1890: 25,

102, 105; 1901—02: 34, 48, 123—-126,
189, 190f., 195; 1904: 126; 1908:
127; 1932:132; 1933: 216; Newcas-
tle, 38, 113, 120, 132; Norwich, 123;
Nottingham, 135-142; Wales, 38,
120, 127

Grondijs, Harrie, 235, 237

group pictures: Cambridge Springs
(1904), 163; Hastings (1895), 307;
Leipzig (1894), 122; London (1899),
122; Nottingham (1936), 135, 136;
Nuremberg (1896), 312

Guest, Antony, 39

Gulbrandsson, Olaf, 292f.

Gunsberg, Isidor: Divan Chess As-
sociation, 39; dominating London
chess, 25, 103; on Lasker, 101,
113—115; match challenge to (1890),
102; picture, 105; Steinitz on, 36; on
Tarrasch match (1908), 324; tourna-
ments with, 23, 32, 107-111, 119, 259

Haag, Ervin: game ending, 229
Hadamard, Jacques (mathematician),

194

Hasek, Joseph: endgame study, 226

Hamerschlag, Arthur (university
president), 200

Hanham, James Moore, 149

Hannak, Jacques, 7-9; Emanuel
Lasker: Biographie eines Schachwelt-
meisters, 7—9, 15, 60—62, 67, 78, 83f.;
Emanuel Lasker: The Life of a Chess
Master, 9, 59f., 64f£., 76, 91, 160,
187, 217, 228, 309; letter to Lasker’s
granddaughter, 7; “Lionardo of
Chess,” 8f.; picture, 7

Harding, Tim, 33

Harley, Brian, 129, 134

Harmonist, Max, 20, 27

Hazeltine, Miron, 154

Hedrick, Earle Raymond (mathemati-
cian), 198

Heidelberg University (Ruprecht
Karl). See under studies (academic)

Helms, Hermann: American Chess Bul-
letin, 163, 170; on Lasker, 154156,
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158f., 175f., 179, 181; letter to, 155;
pictures, 155, 163

Henneberger, Moritz, 326

Hensel, Kurt (physicist), 193, 220, 221

Hervey, Daniel Edmondstoune, 153,
153-155

Hettner, Georg Hermann (mathema-
tician), 220

Heyde, Albert Otto, 28; dispute with,
6, 28, 42f., 242f.; on Lasker, 24f., 39

Heydebreck, Wilhelm Adolf von, 20,
22

Hilbert, David (mathematician), 189,
209; Basis Theorem, 211; letters to,
199, 200f.; meeting with, 199; Null-
stellensatz, 208—210

Hilbert, John, 185

Hirschberg, Lissi Ellen. See Danelius,
Lissi Ellen

Hirschberg, Lotte. See Cohn, Char-
lotte

Hirschberg, Siegfried, 89, 96

Hitschhold, Ernst (fellow student), 71

Hodges, Albert Beauregard, 145, 162,
163

Hoffer, Leopold: on the B.C.A.
tournament (1892), 108; on Lasker,
102, 104, 106, 116, 120; and Lasker’s
challenge to Tarrasch (1892), 111-113,
259; picture, 111; publishing rights
(Janowski match, 1910), 412; on the
Steinitz match (1894), 115f.; on the
Tarrasch match (1908), 324

Hoffmann, Kazimierz, 74, 99

Hofschldger, Max, 325

Hoing, Carl, 270

Holldnder, Karl, 22

holocaust, 53, 67, 85, 90, 92f., 96

Howell, Clarence Seaman, 127

Hiibner, Robert: copyright on game
scores, 264; game annotations,
274, 281, 302f., 330-335, 336-340,
342-351, 351-357, 362f.

Hultberg, Herbert, 245

humor, 4, 124, 250, 251, 262f., 279, 292f.

Hungary, 47; Budapest, 8

Hunt, Joseph William, 232

Hurwitz, Adolf (mathematician):
correspondence with, 46; on Lasker,
189f.; letters from Lasker, 125f., 186,
189f., 191, 192, 195, 197, 199, 200f.;
letters to Lasker, 190; pictures, 46,
190; recommendation letter for
Lasker, 197

Hymes, Cornelius, 152-154

llyin-Genevsky, Alexander, 11

incidents during game: Bardeleben
(Berlin 1890), 27f.; Breslau (1889),
29; clock incident (New York 1924),
12, 181f.; complaint by Tarrasch
(1908), 320f.

International Chess Masters’ Associ-
ation, 46

Isaac, Hedwig (Martha’s cousin), 13

Israelsohn, Aron (uncle), 83, 89

Israelsohn, Banet (great-grandfather),
83

Israelsohn, Bernette (aunt), 83, 88

Israelsohn-Giese, Bertha (step-grand-
mother), 84, 89

Israelsohn, Ester (Ernestine) (aunt),
83, 88

Israelsohn, Hulda (aunt), 83, 84, 89

Israelsohn-Arnheim, Jette (grand-
mother), 83, 89

Israelsohn, Naoha Raphael (uncle),
83, 89

Israelsohn, Nathan Alexander
(step-uncle), 89
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Israelsohn, Raphael (grandfather), 16,
83f., 89

Israelsohn, Zierl (Cécilie) (aunt), 83, 89

Italy: Milan, 42

Janowski, Dawid Markelowicz: games
(annotated), 410—415, 415—422;
match challenge (1899), 45; match
(thematic games, 1902), 48, 124-126;
matches (1909 and 1910), 409f.;
pictures, 125, 163, 421; tournaments
with, 39f., 47, 119, 122, 161f.

Jasnogrodsky, Nicolai, 108f.

Jobava, Baadur: game fragment, 344f.

John, Walter, 306

Judaism: in Berlinchen, 76f.; in Ger-
many, 62, 67f., 257; Lasker as a Jew,
21f., 62, 69, 74, 120, 257; in Poland
and Prussia, 52f., 56-60

Judd, Maurice, 198

Judd, Max, 197, 198

Jung, Carl Gustav (psychologist), 6

Kagan, Bernhard, 128f., 425

Kamm, Wolfgang, 99

Kant-Gesellschaft (Berlin), 188

Karpov, Anatoly, 319; game fragments,
228, 346, 375

Kasparov, Garry, 319; game annota-
tions, 342-351, 370-374, 378-385;
game fragment, 346

Kasparyan, Genrikh, 226

Kaufmann, Arthur: game annotations,

387

Keidanz (Keidanski), Hermann: biog-
raphy (short), 249; blindfold game
against, 37; LCM problem editor,
240; letter to, 31; name change, 249;
picture, 249; problem, composed
with Lasker, 249, 254; problem
composer, 243; publishing study by
Lasker, 233

Keller, Samuel Smith (mathemati-
cian), 200

Kemény, Emil, 158; on business part-
nership with Lasker, 160; as Lasker’s
agent, 158

Keres, Paul, 227; endgame study,
227f.; meeting with Lasker, 228

Kewitsch, Georg (teacher), 65, 70—72

Khalifman, Alexander: game annota-
tions, 277f., 282-284, 381, 395; game
fragment, 410f.

Klein, Felix (mathematician), 192,
220, 221

Klemperer, Victor (novelist), 73

Klopfer, Bruno (psychologist), 6

Knoblauch, Johannes (mathemati-
cian), 191, 220

Kockelkorn, Carl: problem, 245

Koehler, Gustav Henschel, 165

Koffmann, Pauline (cousin), 65, 87

Kohtz, Johannes: problem, 245

Kok, Theodorus Cornelis Louis, 240

Kollmann, Franz, 270

Konigsberger, Leo (mathematician),
193, 220

Kopaev, Nikolai: endgame study, 228

Kortchnoi, Victor, 359

Kramer, Jeff, 13

Kramnik, Vladimir: game fragment,
369

Kronecker, Leopold (mathematician),
191, 205, 220

“Kruger, Dr.” [FEmanuel Lasker], 251

Krull, Wolfgang (mathematician), 214

Krylenko, Nikolai, 216

Kubbel, Leonid: endgame study, 232

Kuprin, Aleksandr Ivanovich (writer),
132



Lamb, Horace, 125

Landau, Edmund G.H. (mathemati-
cian), 189; congratulatory letter to
Lasker, 187; Lasker on, 189

Landolt, Hans Heinrich (chemist), 17

Lange, Max, 261

Larsen, Bent: game fragment, 338

Lasa, Tassilo von Heydebrand und
der, 29, 43

Lasker, Adolf. See Lasker, Michaelis
Aron

Lasker, Albert Davis, 58, 86

Lasker, Alfons, 53, 85, 86

Lasker, Amalie (sister): birth, 74;
marriage and children, 88f., 91-96;
pet name (“Malchen”), 41; pictures,
84, 91; support for, 4, 49

Lasker-Wallfisch, Anita, 53, 87

Lasker, Berthold (brother): Ahues
on, 20; biography (short), 80; birth,
74f., 765 as a chess player, 17, 19f.,
22, 27f., 64; death, 80; Emanuel,
looking after, 16, 19, 37, 61, 63,
117; Emanuel on, 19; Emanuel,
relationship with, 14f., 17, 20; family
tree, 87f.; letter to, 200; marriages,
79f., 85; medical career and praxis,
41, 80, 93, 95; medical invention,
22; in New York (1901/02), 48, 80;
pictures, 14, 80, 81, 84; schooling in
Berlin, 15; and Tarrasch, 258, 259;
at the Tarrasch match (1908), 270,
294f., 306; youth, 17

Lasker-Nachtigall, Blume
(step-grandmother), 82, 87

Lasker, Daniel, 56, 86

Lasker, David, 56, 86

Lasker, Eduard (parliamentarian), §7,
57f., 58, 85, 86

Lasker, Edward (Eduard): on young
Alekhine, 269; Emanuel, relation-
ship with, §3-56, 84f.; family tree,
86; on Lasker and Tarrasch, 270;
on Lasker’s match preparation, 267;
letter to Bob Long, 55; picture, 53

Lasker-Schiiler, Else (sister-in-law),
79f., 85

Lasker, Emanuel: ancestors, §3—56,
84—-89; apprenticeship as a druggist,
65; autobiographical writings, 10,
19, 21, 61, 64, 65, 73, 78, 118f., 183f.,
192, 216f., 259; autobiography, plans
for, 8, 11 (see also works by Lasker:
Wie Wanja Meister wurde); birth, 14,
74, 75; birthday, 18; sixzieth (1928):
13, 18, 21, 188, 189; seventieth (1938):
8, 183, 183f.; chess problems, 238,
244-255; chess style, general, 1, 287,
367, 430f.; chess style, “psycholog-
ical play,” 279, 281, 321, 338, 341,
342, 367, 421; childhood, 13-17, 18,
60-73; drinking habits, 5, 169; end-
game studies, 222-237; family tree,
84-89; as a farmer, 3; FBI case files,
181; first steps in chess, 16, 19, 63,
65; game annotations, 270-318, 342,
345, 347 351-359, 352-358, 360-367,
383, 411, 412, 414, 425; games
(annotated), 270-318, 330—430;
generosity, 4, 5, 40; grandparents,
59, 81-83; health (problems), 5, 37,
41, 42, 63, 117£,, 155, 158, 183, 185,
421; marriage, 5; nieces, nephews
and descendants, 85-99; parents

and siblings, 73—76; patent (strategic

games), 48; philosophy, 3; physique
and appearance, §, 141, 148f., 151,
155, 158f., 169, 251, 256; real estate
investments, 3, 15; smoking cigars,
141, 151, 169, 171f., 184, 294, 321;

tombstone, 185. See also address-
es, anti-semitism, chess columns,
controversies, fees, prices, stakes,
and salaries, financial pressure and
poverty, humor, Judaism, incidents
during game, lectures, magazines,
matches, mathematics, nationali-
ty, portraits, recreational games,
school, studies (academic), tourna-
ments, works by Lasker, ezc.

Lasker, Franz, 71, 86

Lasker, Helmuth, 53-55, 81f., 85

Lasker, Hermann (“Hirsch?”, uncle),
82f., 87

Lasker, Isaak, 55f., 85, 86

Lasker, Jean Paul (nephew), 80, 85, 88

Lasker, Jechiel Michel, 55, 86

Lasker, Jehuda, 56, 86

Lasker, Jehuda Leib (great-grandfa-
ther), 84f., 87

Lasker, Leslie, 53, 87

Lasker, Lina (grandmother), 81, 82,
87, 88

Lasker, Lobel Isaak, 56, 86

Lasker, Marcus (Mordechai), 56, 86

Lasker, Martha (wife): on Berlinchen,
78f.; “Biographical Mosaic”
(see below: memoirs); biography
(short), 309; cooking, §; diary (“L.
Marco’s”), 98; family, siblings,
nieces, and nephews, 85, 89, 96—99;
Hannak, collaboration with, 7f.,
59; Lasker Scrapbooks, 13; letters
to, 4, 130-133, 175f., 189, 199, 216,
268, 309; letter to Lissi Danelius, 8;
“Lionardo of Chess,” 8f.; marriage
to Emil Cohn, 96, 309; marriage to
Lasker, 258; memoirs, 7f., 13-18, 20,
22, 26, 30, 42, 59, 88, 91; on Mos-
cow apartment, 216; parents, 20f.,
59; pictures, 8, 79, 84, 183, 216, 268;
relationship with Lasker, 5; at the
Tarrasch match (1908), 309; “Und
Sonja kann es auch!” (ms.), 11

Lasker, Max Daniel, 86, 193

Lasker, Michaelis Aron (father):
character, 15f., 76; children, 73-76;
death, 48, 76; family tree, 81, 87-89;
first name Adolf, 48, 60; Freudian

conflict with, 16f.; letters to, 41, 48f.,
193, 194, 195; lettters to, 4; marriage,

74—76; in memoriam card (Trauer-
gedenkbldtter), 48; occupation, 60f.,

62, 76; picture, 186; taking Lasker to

different schools, 61, 65

Lasker, Moritz (Morris), 58, 86

Lasker-Cassriel, Regina (sister-in-
law), 80, 84, 88

Lasker, Rosalie (mother): death,
76; letters to, 4, 41, 48f., 193, 194,
195, 200; marriage and family, 60,
73—76; parents and siblings, 83, 88f.;
taking Lasker to different schools,
17, 64f.; youth, 16

Lasker, Samuel (rabbi), 55, 84, 86

Lasker, Sigismund, 85, 86

Lasker, Theophila (sister): birth, 74;
death, 9o; family tree, 87f.; first
name (different spelling), 74; letter
from, 9o; letter to, 216; marriage
and children, 88—91; pet name
(“Philchen”), 41; pictures, 84, 90,

91; refuge in Rotterdam, 235; Trauer-

gedenkbldrter, 83, 92

Lasker, Wolf (grandfather), 15, 59f.,
81-84, 87, 88

Lasker, Zora (great-grandmother),
84,87

Lasker Defense (Evans Gambit), 41

Lasker Defense (Queen’s Gambit), 404

Lasker estate (papers, etc.), 5, 13

Lasker—Noether Theorem, 200-214

Lasker Park (Barlinek), 60

Lasker’s Chess Magazine. See under
magazines by Lasker

Lasker scrapbooks, 7, 19, 65, 187, 217;
origin, 13

Lasker-Strafie (parliamentarian), 59

Latvia, 131

Lautier, Joél, 391

Lawrence, Thomas Francis, 39, 120,
162, 163

leapfrog simultaneous exhibition, 12,

167

Leather, Robinson Kay, 23

lectures, 3, 176; on chess, 37, 117f., 141,
156, 158f., 174f., 235, 239, 434; on
mathematics, 35, 114, 125, 148, 160,
188, 192f., 195

Lederer, Norbert: conflict with, 6, 182;
Lasker on, 12

Lee, Francis Joseph, 35, 104-109, 107,
122, 149

Leo Baeck Institute, New York, 53, 58

Levier, Michele, 98

Levy, Anton (friend and patent attor-
ney), 17, 19

Levysohn, Ilse Esther, 98f.

Lewitt, Moritz, 233

Lilienthal, Andor, 255

Limburg, Herbert R., 180f.

Linder, Isaac, 240

Linder, Vladimir, 240

“Lionardo of Chess.” See under Han-
nak, Jacques

Lipke, Paul, 23

Lipschiitz, Samuel, 34, 35, 145, 147,
149

Lissowski, Tomasz, 99

List, Paul (Pavel): Lasker on, 12

Litmanowicz, Wladystaw, 54f.

Little, Paul Hugo, 183, 185

L.M. Bamberger (bank), 21, 59

Locock, Charles Dealtry, 230; end-
game study, 230; tournaments with,
108f.

Loman, Rudolf Johannes, 23, 108f.

London. See under Great Britain,
places

London Chess Fortnightly. See under
magazines by Lasker

Long, Bob, 55

Loose, Walter, 1

Lowenthal, Alice. See Epel-
stein-LOowenthal, Alice; Bardele-
ben-Lowenthal, Alice Amalie

Loyd, Samuel: collaboration with,
240f.; first meeting, 145; letter
to A.C. White, 241; picture, 241;
problem, 243

Ludwig (head-teacher), 62

Liiken, Margaret, 88, 93

Mabilis, Lorenzo, 23

MacDonnell, George Alexander, 102

Mach, Zdenek, 243

magazines by Lasker, 6; Lasker’s Chess
Magazine, 2,127, 161, 163—172, 233,
240f., 243, 246, 248f., 254, 263,
267f., 324, 354, 433; London Chess
Fortnightly, 4, 33—35, 111-113, 145f.,
148-150, 193, 236, 240f.; Schachwart,
6, 177f., 240—242, 325; The Chess
Player’s Scrap Book, 166, 240f.

Maier, Abraham (Adolf), 88, 89f.

Maier-Rochotz, Irma (niece), 88, 89f.;
letters from, 9o

Maizelis, Ilya, 11

Makovetz, Gyula, 29

Mamroth, Jenny, 97
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Manchester. See under Great Britain,
places

Marco, Georg: game annotations, 271,
272, 389, 392f.; game fragment, 223;
on the Tarrasch match (1908), 266,
290; tournaments with, 29, 40, 47,
119, 162, 163; tour with (1900), 47;
trip to Frankfurt (1896), 39

Marcus, Joseph (tailor), 63, 63?

Marcuse, Kurt Edgar, 89, 96

Marcusy, Gertrud Blanka, 98

Marin, Mihail, 432

Mardczy, Géza: match negotiations
(1906), 164, 264; pictures, 47, 165,
182; relationship with, 6; tourna-
ments with, 40, 47, 122; tour with
(1900), 47, 123

Marquez Sterling, Manuel, 47

Marshall, Frank James: at Diisseldorf
(1908), 269; games (annotated),
396—404, 404—409; match chal-
lenge (1903), 162; match challenge
(1904), 163f.; match with Tarrasch
(1905), 263f.; match (1907), 167, 265,
396—409, 398; match with Capablan-
ca (1909), 172, 263f.; pictures and
caricatures, 163, 164, 167, 263, 398;
tournaments with, 47, 161f., 261, 263

Mason, James: Belfast tournament
(1892), 113; Divan Chess Associa-
tion, 39; dominating London chess,
25, 101; match ambitions, 26, 103f.;
picture, 104; publishing study by
Lasker, 236; tournaments with, 23f.,
32, 47, 108-110, 119, 122

match conditions: Bird (1892),
113; Blackburne (1890), 26, 104;
Blackburne (1892), 110; Capablanca
(1911), 176; Capablanca (1912), 6;
Capablanca (1921), 180; Janowski
(1899), 45; Lee (1890), 105; Marshall
(1904/1907), 161-164; Pillsbury
(1901), 159; Rubinstein (1913),
177f.; Steinitz (1894), 36, 115f.,
149f.; Steinitz (1895), 154; Steinitz
(1896/97), 40—42; Tarrasch (1890),
259; Tarrasch (1892), 111; Tarrasch
(1904), 262f.; Tarrasch (1908), 265f.,
321

matches, with: Bardeleben (1889),
24; Bird (1890), 25, 101f., 113, 259,
336—341; Bird (1892), 33; Blackburne
(1892), 32, 110, 259, 329; Capablan-
ca (1921), 3, 180f.; Chigorin (1903,
Rice Gambit), 126, 267; Englisch
(1890), 29; Ettlinger (1893), 36; Finn
(1907, Rice Gambit), 267; Golmayo
y Zupide (1893), 35; Janowski (1901),
48, 124f., 409; Janowski (1909),
409—422; Janowski (1910), 409; Lee
(1891), 106f.; Marshall (1907), 167f.,
265, 396—409; Mieses (1889/90),
24f., 34; Miniati (1890), 25, 102;
Schlechter (1908, Rice Gambit),
267; Schlechter (1910), 173f.; Show-
alter (1892/93), 35; Steinitz (1894),
36, 114-116, 115, 144, 149-152, 152,
260, 341-367; Steinitz (1896/97),
40—-42, 121, 171, 261, 368; Tarrasch
(1908), 264—327; Tarrasch (1916),
423—430; Vazquez (1893), 35. See also
tournaments

match preparations, 127, 266—269

match seconds, 270

mathematical game theory, 215

mathematical publications: “About a
certain class of curved lines in space
of n manifoldness,” 193; “A geo-
metric proposition,” 198; “An Essay
on the Geometrical Calculus,” 193;
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“A new method in geometry,” 214;
“Metrical relations of plane spaces
of n manifoldness,” 193; “Uber eine
Eigenschaft der Diskriminante,”
214; “Uber Reihen auf der Conver-
genzgrenze” (Ph.D. thesis), 194f.;
“Ueber das mathematisch Schone,”
188; “Zur Theorie der kanonischen
Formen,” 198; “Zur Theorie der
Moduln und Ideale,” 188, 191, 200f.
Mathematicians, International Con-
gress of: Paris 1900, 208; Heidelberg
1904, 198f.
mathematics: academic career (aspi-
rations), 2, 21, 48f., 190f., 195-200,
216; application in Columbia (Uni-
versity of Missouri, 1903), 190, 197f.;
application in Jerusalem (1933),
132, 216; application in Manches-
ter (1933/34), 132, 216; application
in Pittsburgh (Carnegie Institute,
1904/05), 190, 199f.; appreciation of
Lasker’s work, 191, 193f., 198, 214f.,
218, 221; doctoral degree, revocation
of, 221; doctoral dissertation, 41,
42, 45, 49, 194f., 221; doctoral exam-
ination, 196f.; “habilitation” (lack
of), 191; “habilitation” (qualification
for professorship), 201; Hilbert’s
Nulistellensatz, 208—210; ideal theory
of Dedekind, 204—207; Lasker—Noe-
ther Theorem, 200—214; Lasker on
his achievements, 133; Lasker on
mathematics, 21, 186, 217; Lasker on
his student days, 192; Lasker ring,
214; Lasker’s oldest manuscript,
192; lectures in New Orleans (1893),
35, 114, 148, 160, 192f.; manuscripts,
217; position (alleged) in Chicago
(1903), 198; position (alleged) in St.
Louis (1903), 160; position in Man-
chester (Owens College, 1902), 48,
125f., 190, 195; Steiner prize, 201
McCutcheon, John Lindsay, 298
Mecking, Enrique: game fragment,

374

Meier Hindels (rabbi), 53-55, 81, 86

Methuen Publishing, London, 129

Middleton, Amy (landlady), 125

Mieses, Jacques: letter to, 27; match
(1890), 24f.; pictures, 25, 163;
publishing study by Lasker, 233;
tournaments with, 47, 119, 162

Miler, Zbigniew, 74

Minckwitz, Johannes, 27

Miniati, Nicholas Theodore, 103;
match (1890), 25, 102f.

Minkowski, Hermann (mathemati-
cian), 189

Moore, Robert Clyde: problem, 246

Morgenstern, Christian (poet), 327

Morgenstern, Oskar (mathematician),
215

Morley, Frank (mathematician), 197

Mortimer, James, 47, 108f.

Moscow. See under Russia, places

Moszkowski, Judka Elias Alexander,
98

Moszkowski, Richard, 98f.

Moszkowski-Bamberger, Ruth, 98f.

Miiller, Karsten: game annotations,
388, 394f.

Muiller, Oscar Conrad, 131; Lasker
on, 13

Napier, William Ewart: editor of Chess
Weekly, 170f.; game (annotated),
386-396; on Lasker, 165; pictures,
163, 166, 388; tournaments with, 162

Nardus, Leo: Lasker on, 12
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nationality, Lasker’s: American, 160,
167, 172, 270; Dutch, 130, 134; En-
glish, 29, 38, 45, 108, 114, 118f., 123,
132; German, 29, 45, 128f., 221; Ger-
man-American, 168f.; Russian, 141

Negele, Michael, 49

Neilson, Archibald Johnston, 127f.

Neishtadt, Yakov: game annotations,

344

Netherlands, 3, 6, 43f., 129, 131f.;
Lasker on, 133

Netherlands, places: Amsterdam, 3,
23f., 44, 101, 127, 134, 244, 368;
Leiden, 44; Utrecht, 43, 131

Neumann, John von (mathematician),
215

Newnes, George, 31, 109f., 110

New York. See under United States,
places

Nikitin, Vladimir: problem, 251f.

Nimzowitsch, Aron, 401

Nisipeanu, Liviu-Dieter: game frag-
ment, 410f.

Nix, Frieda Charlotte Maria, 89, 93

Noether, Emmy (mathematician),
200, 211; biography, 201; extending
Lasker’s work, 213; recommendation
letter, 216

Noether, Max (mathematician), 194,
1955 on Lasker’s thesis, 221; recom-
mendation letter, 200

Northtrop, George, 382

Norway, 129

Nugent, Charles: editor of Chess Week-
ly, 170f.; LCM problem editor, 240;
problem, composed with Lasker, 254

Nunn, John: game annotations, 273,
289f., 296, 310, 346-350, 377, 378,
385, 387-393, 402f., 414, 422; John
Nunn’s Chess Course, 1; on Lasker, 1

Opocensky, Karel, 228
Oppenheimer, Ludwig Leon, 9o
Orrett, Frederick, 269, 279
Ortenau, Erich, 85, 86
Oskam, Gerard Cornelis Adrianus:
letters to, 224, 231, 235, 236; offer-
ing refuge to Theophila, 90, 231
Owen, John: game fragment, 375
Owens College (Manchester). See
mathematics: position in Manches-
ter

Pachmann, Ludek: game annotations,
362

Palestine: Lasker on, 133

Palestine, places: Jerusalem, 132, 216

Parish, Edmund von, 294

Paulsen, Wilfried: game fragment, 386

Peiser-Lasker, Lina, 85, 86

Pestalozzi, Max, 251

Petrosian, Tigran: game ending, 228

Phillips, Harold Meyer, 98, 165, 183,
184, 185; Lasker on, 12

Picard, Emile (mathematician), 194

Pillsbury, Harry Nelson: chess players’
union, 161; death, Lasker on, 165f.;
exhibition game (1900), 47; game
(annotated), 376—385; hopes for
a match with Lasker, 42, 155-158;
pictures, 118, 154, 163, 382; problem
solver, 243; tournaments with, 38,
40, 46f., 118—-122, 149, 155-159, 162f.,
259-261, 382

Planck, Max (physicist), 215

Platov, Mikhail: endgame study, 236

Platov, Vasily: endgame study, 236

Platz, Joseph, 184

Poincaré, Henri (mathematician), 194

Poland: history, 51-53



Poland, places: Berlinchen (Barlinek),
14, 15, 19, 45, 54, 59—63; 61, 73,
73-80, 74, 77, 785 city map, 60; Lasker
on, 77f.; Breslau, 22f., 29, 101;
Culmsee (Chelmza), 81, 82; Kempen
(Kepno), 54-56, 81; Lask, 15, 53-55;
Lessen (Lasin), 15, 59, 82f.

Polborn-Sénger, B. (aunt?), 64

Polgar, Judit: game fragment, 375

Pollock, William Henry Krause, 34,
119, 243

Ponce, Alberto, 180

Ponziani, Domenico Lorenzo, 226

Popiel, Ignaz von, 23

Porges, Moritz, 40

portraits of Lasker: Breslau (1889),
50; England (ca. 1890), 106; Lon-
don (ca. 1892), 4; with Reichhelm
(Philadelphia, 1892), 231; with M.
Fraenkel (New York, 1893), 150;
with Pillsbury (New York, 1893),
382; Philadelphia (1894), 328; with
Steinitz (Montreal, 1894), 115; with
Steinitz (Philadelphia, 1894), 144,
152; Nuremberg (1896), 38; London
(ca. 1897), xiv; Leiden (1898), 44;
with his father (Berlinchen, 1899),
186; Philadelphia (early 1900s), 159;
Gottingen? (ca. 1901), 211; with
endgame study (ca. 1901), 222; with
Barry (Cambridge Springs, 1904),
161; with Tarrasch (Berlin, 1904?),
256; with endgame study (Chicago,
1905), 237; with Pillsbury (New
York, 1906), 167; United States?
(ca. 1907), 293; United States
(1907), 432; with Marshall (United
States, 1907), 398; with Tarrasch
(Disseldorf, 1908), 288; Munich
(1908), 258, 314, 316; caricatures
(1908), 269, 279, 292; with Berthold
(Munich, 1908), 14; with Janowski
(Paris, 1909), 421; with Tarrasch
(Berlin, 1916), 425; with Cuban
committee (Havana, 1921), 180;

watching Bogoljubow and Réti (New

York, 1924), 182; with chess problem

(Los Angeles, 1926), 238; with Bern-

stein (Paris, 1933), 132; Nottingham
(1936), 140; with Martha (Moscow,
1936), 216

Portugal: Lasker on, 133

Preziuso, Toni, §

Pringsheim, Alfred (mathematician),
126

Printing Craft Company, London,
130, 134

professionalism in chess, Lasker on,
160-163, 168f., 177f.

psychobiography, sf.

Quincke, Georg Hermann (physicist),
193, 220

Ranneforth, Heinrich: dispute with,
242f.; Lasker on, 326; on the Tar-
rasch match (1908), 325f.

Rapport, Richard: game fragment,
344f.

Rathenau, Walter (statesman), 62

Raubitschek, Rudolf, 166

recreational games, 3; billiards, 5;
bridge, 3, 130, 134; clock golf, 142;
Go, 189, 267; Laska, 189; ping-pong,
5; Salta, 45; skittles, 142

Reichhelm, Gustavus Charles, 154, 157,
231; endgame study, 230f.

Reinfeld, Fred, 9, 185; game anno-
tations, 330, 332, 360, 370, 373f.,
376-383, 387, 390

Rellstab, Ludwig: game annotations,
333

Renner, Heinrich, 270, 288

Reshevsky, Samuel, 135, 137, 138, 141

Réti, Richard, 182

Ricardo-Rocamora, Salomon, 382

Rice, Isaac Leopold, 126, 166; Lasker
on, 12f.

Richter, Kurt (amateur), 270

Rieke, Eduard (physicist), 220

Riemann, Fritz, 27

Rochotz, Barbara, 88, 9o

Rochotz-Israelsohn, Cicilie (aunt),
88, 89

Rochotz, Edith Beruria (niece), 88, 89

Rochotz-Wollmann, Helene, 88, 91

Rochotz, Hermann (cousin, brother-
in-law), 41, 48, 88

Rochotz, Irma (niece), 88, 89f.; letters
from, 9o

Rochotz, Magnus (rabbi), 88, 89

Rochotz, Mirjam (niece), 88, 89

Rochotz-Reimann, Paula, 88, 9o

Rochotz, Raphael (nephew), 88, 9o

Rochotz, Wolfgang (nephew), 88, 91

Roos, Nancy, 5§

Rosen, Leon, 47

Rosenthal, Joachim, 218

Rosenthal, Samuel, 26, 46; Lasker
on, 12

Roycroft, John, 235

Rubinstein, Akiba: American animos-
ity towards, 129; challenge (1913),
177; picture, 177; plan in the Ruy
Lopez, 424; sparring partner for
Tarrasch, 268

Rumboll, Alfred, 108f.

Russia, 11; embassy in Berlin, 90, 120

Russia, places: Moscow, 1896:
38; 1896/97: 40—42, 121, 193, 261,
368; 1899: 44,1215 1925: 1835 1935—
37: 35 97, 134f., 216f., 250, 254, 255;
St. Petersburg, 1895/96: 38, 120,
155, 260, 376, 386; 1897: 42; 1909:
1725 1914: 172

Saavedra, Fernando: endgame study,

235

Saidy, Anthony, §

Saulson, Philip J., 165

Scandinavia: Lasker on, 133

Schachwart. See under magazines by
Lasker

Schallopp, Emil, 40, 243

Schapiro, Max: problem, composed
with Lasker, 248

Scharf, Kurt (theologian), 73

Schelfhout, Willem AndreasTheo-
dorus, 16

Scheve, Theodor von, 27

Schiffers, Emanuel, 119, 233; tourna-
ments with, 40

Schlechter, Carl: Chigorin System
(originator), 360, 423; Lasker on,

169; match (Rice Gambit, 1908), 267;
match (1910), 173f.; pictures, 163, 173;

sparring partner for Tarrasch, 268;
tournaments with, 40, 47, 119, 122,
162, 163; trip to Augsburg (1900), 47;
trip to Frankfurt (1896), 39

Schlesinger, Julius Isidor, 22f.

Schmid, Bernhard, 136

Schmid, Lothar, 13, 136

Schoenflies, Arthur Moritz (mathema-
tician), 73, 192, 220

Scholl, Eddie: game fragment, 424

school, 16f., 18f., 60—73; Abitur (final
school exams), 20f., 69—71, 187; dif-
ficulties, 65; Falk-Realgymnasium
(Berlin), 17, 18, 64, 70; Konigstad-

tisches Realgymnasium (Berlin),
18, 62f., 70; Landsberg Realgymna-
sium, 67-73, 68; leaver’s certificate
(intermediate), 66; Sophien-Real-
schule (Berlin), 18, 63-66, 64, 70;
stipend, 71

Schottlinder, Arnold, 24; game frag-
ment, 386

Schropp, Max, 270

Schwarz, Hermann Amandus (mathe-
matician), 190, 192, 215, 220

Schweizer-Zacharias, Dora (cousin),
87

Schweizer, Nathan, 87

Seger, Hans, 23

Selesniev, Alexey, 224, 240

Selman, John jr., 234, 235

Seminoff, Esther, 184

Sergeant, Philip W., 130

Shinkman, William Antony, 243

Shipley, Walter Penn: declining to take
over Lasker’s Chess Magazine, 171;
FBI interview, 181; Lasker on, 12; on
Lederer controversy, 182f., 185; let-
ters to, 38, 113, 160f., 162f., 171, 174,
179, 195, 197, 198; managing Lasker’s
tour (1902/03), 160; pictures, 161,
171; on professionalism, 178

Showalter, Jackson Whipps: on Lasker,
1505 match (1892/93), 34, 35, 146,
148; pictures, 148, 163; tournaments
with, 40, 47, 122, 149, 162

Simplicissimus (magazine), 292f.

Smith, Magnus Magnusson, 170; editor
of Chess Weekly, 170f.; helping on
Lasker’s Chess Magazine, 168; on
Lasker, 173f.

Soltis, Andrew: game annotations,
362, 390, 391, 395, 414

Sormann, Alfred, 27

Sorokhtin, Sergey: game annotations,
380f.

Spain: Lasker on, 133

Spassky, Boris, 321, 321f., 4165 game
fragments, 338, 424

Speijer, Abraham, 127

Spielmann, Rudolf, 306

Sprague, Roland Percival (mathema-
tician), 192

Steel, Robert, 104

Steif, Adolf, 23

Steinitz, William: death, 46f.; dedica-
tion of endgame study to, 224; first
meeting, 34, 145; game annotations
by, 345f., 352359, 360-366; game
fragment, 331; games (annotated),
341-351, 351-360, 360-367; on
Gunsberg, 36; Lasker on, 158, 354;
match with Gunsberg (1890), 105;
challenge to (1893/94), 35f., 114f.;
match (1894), 36, 115, 115f., 144,
149—-152, 152, 260, 341—-367; return
match, request for (1894/95), 153f.;
return match (1896/97), 40—42, 155,
261, 368; pictures, 115, 144, 152, 342;
poverty and asylum, 40; support for,
4, 40; tournaments with, 38f., 40,
119-122

Stigter, Jurgen, 13

Stitzkowsky [Stiitzkowski], Johannes
von, 20

Stone-Bamberger, Cathy, 98

studies (academic): Berlin (Friedrich
Wilhelm University), 21, 43, 188, 191,
193, 219—221; Erlangen (Friedrich
Alexander University), 42, 45, 188,
194, 221; Gottingen (Georg August
University), 188, 191f., 219f.; Heidel-
berg (Ruprecht Karl University), 42,
188, 193, 219f.
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Suwe, Hanspeter: problem, 251f.

Sveshnikov, Evgeny, 264

Svidler, Peter: game fragment, 369

Switzerland, 134; Lasker on, 133, 189f.

Switzerland, places: Basle, 134; Berne,
43; St. Gall, 43; Zurich, 43, 46, 132,
189f., 251

Tarrasch, Fritz, 291-295

Tarrasch, Greta, 320f.

Tarrasch, Irene, 320f.

Tarrasch, Siegbert: and Berthold
Lasker, 80, 258; British post-war
aversion to, 128f.; career and rivalry
with Lasker, 256—270; caricatures,
269, 279; challenge from Lasker
(1890), 259; challenge from Lasker
(1892), 11f., 259, 329; challenge
to Lasker (1898), 261; challenge to
Lasker (1903), 262f.; challenge to
Lasker (1905), 164, 264; challenge
to Lasker (1907-08), 265; claim
for match with Steinitz, 115; first
encounters with, 20, 65, 258f.;
game annotations, 270-318, 407,
412; games (annotated), 270-318,
423—430; chess problems, how to
present, 241f.; ice skating accident,
262; Lasker on, 12, 33, 262f.; on
Lasker’s luck, 260f., 298, 319f.; on
Lasker’s match with Marshall, 265;
Leipzig meeting (1894), 37, 116;
match with Marshall (1905), 263f.;
match plans with Lasker (1899),

44; match (1908), 265-327, 288;
match (1916), 423—430, 425; match
terms and negotiations, 170, 265f.;
pictures, 39, 112, 256, 257, 262,

288, 425; refusing handshake, 270;
religion, 257; school, 57; sea climate,
279, 320; student days, 19f.; tourna-
ments with, 40, 118-121, 260f.

Tartakower, Savielly, 135, 139, 141, 182

Taubenhaus, Jean, 149

Teehalle (Berlin). See under Germany

Teichmann, Richard: Divan Chess
Association, 37; pictures, 163, 245;
problem, composed with Lasker,
245; tournaments with, 40, 119, 122,
162

Thomas, Sir George, 136, 137, 141

Times-Democrat (New Orleans): letter
to, 146f.

Tinsley, Samuel, 39, 108, 119, 122

Tischbierek, Raj, 327

Toeplitz, Otto (mathematician), 189,
190

tournament and match tables (chrono-
logical): Breslau (1889), 23; Amster-
dam (1889), 23; match with Mieses
(1889/90), 25; Graz (1890), 29;
London (B.C.A., 1892), 109; match
with Steinitz (1894), 367; Hastings
(1895), 119; St. Petersburg (1895/96),
386; Nuremberg (1896), 40; match
with Steinitz (1896/97), 368; London
(1899), 122; Paris (1900), 47; Cam-
bridge Springs (1904), 162; match
with Tarrasch (1908), 319; match
with Janowski (1910), 409; Notting-
ham (1936), 141. See also volumes I1
and II1

tournaments (alphabetical): Am-
sterdam (1889), 23f., 101, 368-376;
Belfast (1892), 33, 103, 113; Berlin
(1890), 12, 26f., 105; Berlin (1897),
42f.; Berlin (Kaiserhof, 1889), 22;
Breslau (1889), 12, 22f., 29, 101, 259;
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Cambridge Springs (1904), 161, 161f.,
163, 263, 386—-396; Dresden (1892),
11f., 114, 259; Disseldorf (1908),
269; Graz (1890), 29, 105; Hastings
(1895), 38, 118f., 155, 260, 307; Hast-
ings (1922), 128f.; Leipzig (1894),
37, 116, 116f., 260; London (1899),
45, 122, 122f., 156-158, 261; London
(1922), 128f.; London (B.C.A.,
1892), 30f., 107-109; London (quin-
tangular, 1892), 32, 109f., 259, 329—
335; Mihrisch-Ostrau (1923), 129;
Manchester (1890), 29, 105; Monte
Carlo (1902), 48, 125, 261; Monte
Carlo (1903), 160; Moscow (1935),
134f.; Moscow (1936), 250, 255; Mu-
nich (1900), 46; New York (1893),
36, 149, 259; New York (1924), 3,
6, 12, 128f., 181f.; New York (1927),
181f.; New York (rapid transit, 1906),
167; Nottingham (1936), 135-142;
Nuremberg (1896), 39f., 43, 121, 155,
260, 312; Ostende (1905), 263; Os-
tende (1907), 265; Paris (1900), 46f.,
123, 158, 223, 261; Prague (1908),
267; San Sebastian (1911), 175f.; St.
Petersburg (1895/96), 38, 120, 155,
260, 376-386; St. Petersburg (1909),
172; St. Petersburg (1914), 178; Tren-
ton Falls (1906), 166; Vienna (1898),
43f., 121, 123, 156, 261; Zurich
(1934), 132. See also matches

Tratovici, Moise, 344

Troitzky, Alexey, 234; endgame stud-
ies, 233f., 236; three knights versus
one, 233

Tulane University. See mathematics:
lectures in New Orleans

Tullidge, William: game fragment, 225

Tylor, Theodore, 136, 138, 141

Uedemann, Louis, 28, 147; Lasker on,

147

United States, 145-185; cable matches,
174f.; criticism of Lasker, 34f., 146f.,
153f., 163-165, 171f., 182f.; exhi-
bition tours, 145, 158f., 160, 195f.;
Lasker on, 133; Lasker unable to
enter after World War I, 179-181;
Brooklyn Chess Club (New York),
145f., 149, 160; Manhattan Chess
Club (New York), 12, 34, 36, 45, 111,
113, 114, 145, 149, 156, 158f., 167, 174,
182; stays, 1892—94: 28, 33—36, 113f.,
145-154; 1901 48, 158f.; 1902—07:
159-169; 1909: 170, 172; 1910:
174; 1911: 1765 1919 (planned):
179; 1926 and 1928: 183; 1937—41: 3,
183-185

United States, places: Baltimore, 34,
146, 159, 167, 197, 398; Boston, 160;
Chicago, 3, 97, 99, 159, 160, 167, 183,
198, 237, 398; Columbia, Mo., 190,
197f.; Davenport, Iowa, 159; Koko-
mo, Ind., 147, 148; Logansport, Ind.,
34; Memphis, 167, 398, 404; Mil-
waukee, 159, 198; Minneapolis, 160;
New Orleans, 35, 114, 148, 160, 192f.;
New York, 1892—94: 33—36, 113, 145f.,
149-152, 259, 341, 351, 367; 1893:

243; 1901: 1585 1903: 160, 192,
197; 1904: 189, 199f.; 1907: 167-169,
267, 398; 1909:172; 1910: 1745 1924:

3,12, 128f., 181f.; 1938—41: 54, 184f.,
231, 236; Philadelphia, 34, 36, 144,
146, 151, 167, 175, 231, 328, 360, 367,
396, 398; Pittsburgh, 159, 190, 195,
199f.; San Francisco, 160; St. Louis,
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160, 195, 198; Trenton Falls, 166;
Washington, D.C., 159, 167, 398
Unzicker, Wolfgang: game fragment,

412

Vainshtein, Boris: game annotations,
371

Vazquez, Andrés Clemente, 35, 146

Vergani, Benjamin, 119

Vidmar, Milan, 137, 141

Visser, William M. de, 153

Vliet, Louis van, 23, 39, 108f.

Voronoy, Georgy (mathematician), 214

Vukovié¢, Vladimir: game annotations,
394

Wiaite, Lissa, 5

Wajda, Kazimierz, 99

Walbrodt, Carl August, 40; contro-
versy (Cuba, 1893), 6, 35, 146f., 176;
Lasker on, 35, 146f.; picture, 146;
tournaments with, 119

Walper, Frieda Charlotte Maria, 89,

93

Watts, William Henry, 6, 131, 134;
letter to, 134

Weenink, Henri, 251; problem, com-
posed with Lasker, 239, 250

Weifl, Max Ignaz, 320

Weilert, Anna, 89, 93—95

Weiser, Sigmund (impresario), 44

Weiss, Arnold Charles, 112f.

White, Alan C., 240f., 243, 245, 247

Whitley, John Robinson (entrepre-
neur), 30, 106

Whyld, Ken, 239, 240, 250, 255

Wiener Schachzeitung, 266

Williams, Philip Hamilton, 243

Winawer, Szymon, 40

Winkelman, Barnie F., 8

Winter, Edward, 176

Winter, William, 136, 141

Witton, John G.: game fragment, 225

Wittstock, Martha (Amalie), 75

Wolf, Heinrich, 294, 306

works by Lasker: 35 Endspielstudien,
224, 240; Games ... berween Alex-
ander Alekhin and E. D. Bogoljubow,
134; Brettspiele der Vilker, 215; Chess
Manual (Russian ed.), 268; Chess
Primer, 131, 134; Common Sense in
Chess, 37f., 117£., 155; “Conduct in
Sport” (ms.), 130f.; Encyclopedia
of Games, 215; endgame book (not
published, 1890), 104; Kak Viktor
stal schachmatym masterom, 10, 11;
Lasker—Tarrasch, 270-318; Manual
of Chess, 131, 134; “The Psychology
of the Game” (ms.), 130; Struggle,
214; Das verstindige Kartenspiel, 215;
Vom Menschen die Geschichte, 80; Wie
Wanja Meister wurde, 10-13, 26. See
also mathematical publications

World Chess Hall of Fame, 7

World War I, 127-129, 177-180; arti-
cles in Vossische Zeitung (“Kriegsru-
briken”), 2f., 127f., 143, 178f.

World War II, go—99

Wurzburg, Otto, 246f., 248

Yugina, Mariya, 383

Zak, Vladimir: game annotations, 370,
387f.

Zermelo, Ernst Friedrich Ferdinand
(mathematician), 215

Znosko-Borovsky, Eugene, 132

Zwanzig, Hermann, 27; Lasker on, 12





