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White to play and win
(2 variations, 3 & 4 moves)

253
It is always pleasing to receive good local games to publish and I was delighted to receive an intensively analysed deciding game from this year’s Metro Championship which contained not only copious notes on the game itself but gave an insight into how to improve and succeed in competition.  The winner, Ganesh Viswanath, attributes his success to preparing seriously: “I began to do a little bit of chess everyday, mainly in the form of chess puzzles. I also began to do much more extensive chess preparation ….My preparation has become more efficient. I think it might have something to do with watching ‘Anand - My Career’, Volumes 1 and 2.” 
Ganesh’s final game was a postponed game against leader Stephanus Kurniawan.  Despite a 0-3 record against Stephanus, Ganesh writes, “I came into the game with confidence ….This came from a retrospective view on some of Stephanus’ games.  I managed to find ways Peter Roza and Gordon Dunlop could have won their games against him….To know that Stephanus has loopholes in his play was very reassuring.”  
Knowing the likely Defence of his opponent enabled Ganesh to prepare by studying a recent Van Wely – Carlsen game in which van Wely stood well in the opening before losing:
    Ganesh Viswanath - Stephanus Kurniawan
            2009 Metro Club Championship 

                         Benko Gambit 

(Limited newspaper space prevented my giving fuller notes to this very interesting and well-played game so below is the email letter from Ganesh with full notes for those who would like a more detailed analysis.)

1.d4 

c5 

2.d5 

Nf6 
3.c4 

b5.

4.cxb5 

a6 
5.bxa6 

g6 

6.Nc3 

Bxa6

7.g3 

d6 

8.Bg2 

Bg7 
9.Nf3 

0–0 

10.0–0 
Nbd7
11.Rb1 
Qa5 

12.Bd2 
Rfb8(a) 
13.b3 

Ng4  

14.Qc2 
Qc7(b) 
15.h3 

Nge5 

16.Nh4 
Nb6 
17.f4 

Ned7 

18.Rfe1 
Qa7 

19.Kh2(c) 
Qc7(d) 
20.e4 

Bb7?(e) 
21.Nb5 
Qd8 

22.a4 

Nf6 
23.a5! 

Nc8?(f) 
24.Na3 
e6? 
25.dxe6 
fxe6 

26.b4! 

cxb4 
27.Rxb4! 
Qxa5(g) 
28.Rxb7(h) 
Qxa3 
29.Rxb8 
Rxb8 

30.Qc7 
Qa7 
31.Qd8+ 
Kf7 

32.f5?!(i) 
Qb6! 
33.Qxb6 
Nxb6 

34.fxe6+ Kxe6 
35.Nf3 
h6?(j) 

36.e5! 

Nfd5(k)  
37.Nd4+ 
Kd7 

38.e6+ 
Ke8 
39.Nb5 
Ke7 

40.Na7! 
Ke8 
41.Be4?(l) 
Ne7 

42.Bf4? 
Nc4
43.Rc1? 
Rb2+ 

44.Kh1 
g5! 
45.Rxc4 
gxf4 

46.Bc6+(m) 
Nxc6 
47.Nxc6! 
f3(n)  

48.Ra4(o) 
Rb1+ 
49.Kh2 
Ra1 

50.Rb4 
Ra8. 
51.Rb7(p) 
Be5?(q) 
52.Re7+ 
Kf8
53.Rf7+ 
Ke8 

54.Rxf3(r) 
a) Deviating from Van Wely - Carlsen but the most common move. 

b) The Queen usually retreats only after a2-a4, as then Nb5.  Instead an immediate 14…Nge5 is most often played.

c) Avoiding possibilities of a discovered check.
d) More practical is doubling rooks on b file and looking for an opportune moment to play …c4.

e) This enables White to gain more space

f) Played to protect d6 after 24…e6 (which proves too loosening) but better was 23…Nbd7.
g) Risky, but worse were 27…Rxa5? 28.Rxb7 Rxb7 29.Bxa5 Qxa5 30.Qxc8+ or 27…Ba6 28. Qb3 with the double threat of 29.Rxb8 and 29.Qxe6+.

h) 28. Qb3!! Qxa3 29. Qxe6+ Kh8 30. e5!! wins in decisive fashion.

i) White had seen the best move 32. Rc1! leading to a pawn up (32…Ne7 33.Qxd6), but rashly tries for more.

 
j) Correct is 35…Nc4!, eg 36. Bc3 Ne5 =.
k) If 36…dxe5 37.Nxe5 with discovered threats of Nc6+ and Nxg6.

l) 41.Rb1 would win - 41…Ra8 42.Be3! Rxa7 43.Bxd5. 

m) Not 46. gxf4? d5.  

n) Black hopes to promote this pawn but 47…fxg3 may be better.

o) Threatening 49.Ra8 mate. 48.Rg4 is met by 48…Rb1+ 49.Kh2 f2 50.Rxg7 Rh1+! 51.Kxh1 f1=Q+ 52.Kh2 Qf2+ 53.Kh1 Qf3+ 54.Kh2 Qxc6 and wins.

p) The most natural move although Ganesh claims 51. Rg4! is the winning move. If then 51…Bf8, 52. Rg8: if 51…Kf8 52.e7+ Kf7 53.Rxg7+! Kxg7 54.Nd8!:  if 51…Ra6 then 52.Nb8! Ra8/Rb6 53. Rxg7 Rxb8 54.Rg8+ wins: if 51…Ra2+ 52.Kg1 Rc2  53.Nb4 Rb2 54.Nd5: if 51…Rc8 52.Nd4! Bxd4 53.Rg8+ Ke7 54.Rxc8. However here after 54…Kxe6 the win looks doubtful.

q) After the game Peter Roza pointed out 51…Rc8! forcing either 52. Rxg7 or a perpetual with 52.Re7+ Kf8 53. Rf7+.  If 52.Nb4 52…Rc1 threatening 53…f2. After 52.Rxg7 Rxc6 53. Rxh7 Rc1 54. Rf7 Re1 55. Rxf3 Rxe6=.
r) Continued 54…Ra6 55.Nxe5 dxe5 56.Rf6 h5 57.Rh6 Ke7 58.Rh7+ Ke8 59.Rxh5 Rxe6 60.Rxh7 Ra6 61g4 Ra3 62.Rh5 Re3 63.Rf5 Ke7 64.g5 Re2+ 65.Kg1 Ke6 66.g6! resigns.
SOLUTION:  1.Qg6+!! fxg6 2.hxg6+ Kh6/8 3.Rh3# or 1…Kh8 2.Qh6+!! gxh6 3.Rxg8# Kh7 4.R1g7#.

Club Championship Match: 

Ganesh Viswanath vs Stephanus Kurniawan

This game was highly anticipated, as it was the last game to finish in A division, and Stephanus and I were contending for the title. At this stage Stephanus was on 6/7 and I was on 5.5/7. For me to have a shot at the title all the way to the last round was completely unexpected, considering

i) I was initially meant to be in B division, but a surprise pull-out by Nazim Kahn meant I could replace his spot in A division 

ii) I had come last in the previous year’s club championship

iii) I was rated 2nd last in the group

iv) Stephanus was on one stage 5/5, where I was on 4.5/6, thankfully Stephanus got two draws against Yita and Peter to give me the opportunity to overtake him if I were to win the match between us

v) I had a 0-3 result in classical chess against Stephanus going into the match

And the list goes on. I guess part of the reason for my success was to make up for some pretty disastrous results in previous tournaments, especially last year’s club champs. Another reason would be that for the first time I began to do a little bit of chess everyday, mainly in the form of chess puzzles. I also began to do much more extensive chess preparation, and though in most of my games the preparation rendered obsolete, in key games against Yita and Stephanus my preparation proved very useful. I have found that even though I have prepared for previous tournaments, my preparation has become more efficient. I think it might have something to do with watching ‘Anand-My career’, volumes 1 and 2. Though Anand has a different opening repertoire, there is no doubt I gained from watching him analyse his games. 

Last, but not least, is that I got lucky. The key game for me, in the context of succeeding in the tournament, was game 1 against Marc Viliestra. Viliestra had given me an absolute battering in the previous year in a classical Sicilian, Richter Rauzer Qb6 variation. I had not come up with anything new to respond to the Richter Rauzer, and was expecting Marc to repeat his previous year’s opening. Yet, Marc deviated into the classical Be2, and I responded with Boleslavsky variation, which he did not have a clue how to play. I completely outplayed him in the opening, and saw a way to win a piece by force. Instead, I wanted his queen, and in the process I gave him a rook and 2 minor pieces for it! I turned a completely won position into a lost one, but a few inaccurate moves on his part led me back into the game and to win comfortably at the end. I felt in various games after, I played far from perfect chess, but I tended to capitalise on my opponents’ blunders. I felt that in some games I played badly, but my opponents played worse!  

Having got to play Stephanus in an adjournment game in the last round was a terrific opportunity. I came into the game with confidence and with the belief that I had good chances. This came from a retrospective view on some of Stephanus’ games, I managed to find ways Peter Roza and Gordon Dunlop could have won their games against him in the tournament. To know that Stephanus has loopholes in his play was very reassuring. 

The great thing about Round-Robins is that the more you know about your player, the more you can prepare him and enter the game with a ‘head-start’, so to speak. It is funny how some things stick in the mind, as I distinctly remember Stephanus saying ‘Tristan is scared of playing 1.d4 and plays 1.Nf3, to avoid my Benko’. I had seen Stephanus play the benko before, and I know he loves the b5 sac, which he employed against me even in an averbach King’s Indian when it is unconventional to do so (I believe it is the game he annotated to include in the chess column!).  On the other hand, my regular reading of chessbase proved useful, as I recall a benko gambit between Van Wely (White) and Carlsen (Black) http://www.chessgames.com/perl/chessgame?gid=1482342- Van Wely vs Carlsen

, which Carlsen won, but having seen the Chessbase analysis by Mikhail Marin, Carlsen was being outplayed by Van Wely until time trouble turned the tables. So I thought, why don’t I prepare for a Benko, using Van Wely’s opening? As I usually open with 1.Nf3, If I change to 1.d4, Stephanus will jump at the chance of playing a benko, thinking I won’t be prepared for it, when I am! I knew that Stephanus would be preparing for 1.Nf3 (Which I employed in every other white game), and would not be looking at the benko before the match. This idea of outsmarting him via preparation turned out wonderfully, as we entered the benko fianchetto variation (which is what Van Wely played), and Stephanus seemed absent of a plan, which is very unusual for him. In any case, once the tactical complications ensued, there were chances for both sides, where I missed four ‘winning-move’ chances (28. Qb3!!, 32. Rc1!, 41. Rb1!, 51. Rg4!), and Stephanus missed 3 ‘drawing-move’ chances (35…Nc4! ,47…fxg3, 51…Rc8!). What is ironic is that all of these chances were effectively chances to win the title, as I needed a win and Stephanus only needed a draw. Well, I have given enough of an introduction, let the analysis begin! 

1.d4 c5 2.d5 Nf6 3.c4 b5 As expected, Stephanus jumped at the opportunity to play the benko, taking advantage of my 1.d4 rather than the usual 1.Nf3. 4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 g6 6.Nc3 Bxa6

7.g3 Fianchetto variation as in Van Wely vs Carlsen, it has received tremendous results as White, as it combats Black’s queenside assault very well. 7…d6 8.Bg2 Bg7 9.Nf3 0–0 10.0–0 Nbd7As I was analyzing this variation at home, using chessgames.com opening explorer, I noticed that Rb1 is almost always played after Nbd7. Why is this the case? My guess is that if one were to delay Rb1 then Black can play Nb6 and Nc4, where White does not have luxury of b3 because the rook is on a1. Also, Rb1 is a good waiting move, and it can always come into play through an opening of the b-file/protecting the b pawn, which is always a target of the ‘benko file’. 11.Rb1 Qa5

12.Bd2 Putting preparation into practice! I clearly remembered Van Wely’s Bd2 against Qa5, and it is entirely logical in that if 12…Nb6 White can play 13.b3. 12…Rfb8 This is where I knew a deviation had occurred from Van Wely vs Carlsen. Rfb8 is the most common move in the database, and is thematic in that Black wants play along the open ‘benko’ file. 13.b3 this was not an entirely accurate move, and 13.Qc2 is standard according to database. However, transposition can occur as many games feature a Qc2, b3 and a4 set-up. This set-up is very hard to break for black. 13…Ng4 This is the popular move, and furthermore is gaining tempo due to the unprotected knight on c3, with a potential Nd/g-e5.14.Qc2 Qc7 The Queen is not retreated so early, it only retreats after a2-a4, as then Nb5 becomes a threat. Instead an immediate Nge5 is played. 15.h3 This is not the consensus move. 15.a4 is more commonly played. My intention was, after 15…Nge5, to move my knight away and gain tempo with f4. However this comes at the expense of a knight on the rim for quite some time. 15…Nge5 16.Nh4 Nb6 17.f4 Ned7 18.Rfe1 A more standard line, which achieves the center of e4 and f4 I desire, is 14…Nge5 15. Nxe5 Nxe5 16. a4 Qd8 17. Rfe1 Ra7 and 18.f4, the difference being my knight on h4 and black’s knight on b6 are no longer on the board. 18…Qa7 I knew immediately from this move what is Black’s intention. I have seen Stephanus always jump at the opportunity of a discovered check. Part of White’s queenside structure is to always counter Black’s c5-c4 with b3-b4. If I were to ignore the discovered check, then after c5-c4 Black threatens Nxd5+. Thus I must prevent such tactics! 19.Kh2 Qc7 This is when I started feeling Stephanus was lacking a plan. One possibility I considered is 19…Bb7, with the threat of Bxc3, where the Knight on c3 is protecting a2 and d5. However if 20. e4 Bxc3 21. Qxc3! And if 21…Qxa2 22. Ra1 traps the queen. The more practical line is for Black to double rooks on b file, with Rb7, Rb8. Black will always look for an opportune moment to play c4 in these situations. 20.e4 Bb7? After this passive move White can now gain more space with 21.Nb5 Qd8 22.a4 Nf6 23.a5 I felt I needed to play a5 as I do not have a central breakthrough. His bishop and two knights are aimed at d5, preventing an e4-e5 break. 23…Nc8? Black was too concerned with d6 being protected when he played this move. At the time I had no idea black planned an e6 break. The alternative 23…Nd7 I consider to be better, in that it avoids a lot of the tactical blows suggested later (namely the 28. Qb3!!), however if 24. Na3 e6 (as Stephanus played e6 in the actual game) 25. dxe6 fxe6 26. b4! cxb4 27. Bxb4 Bf8 28. Nb5 creating threats of Nxd6 and Nc7 is winning for White. It is clear that 24…e6 Is not recommended, as we will prove later on.
24.Na3 If 24. Bf1…Ba6 25. Na3 Bxf1 26. Rxf1 Na7 27. Nc4 Nb5, where black is threatening Nd4, and if White plays Nb6 it will eventually be countered by Nf6-d7. I guess Bf1 is bad on account of trading with an inferior Bb7 bishop, and after all, I always have threats of e4-e5 opening up diagonals in my favour. After 24. Na3, my plan is to get to Nc4, and attempt to break with b3-b4 on queenside, or possibly a timely e5. Black cannot play 24…Ba6 as 25 e5 simply drives back knight on f6. 

It is hard for Black to counter effectively here. Black now decides to break the center, with 24…e6? 25.dxe6 fxe6 26.b4! This breakthrough is good for white because black’s queenside is weak.  26…cxb4 27.Rxb4 The right capture, as it turns out a5 is a poisoned pawn, and it naturally makes use of open file. If 27. Bxb4 then 27…d5 will neutralize White’s threats, and leave White with only a slight positional advantage. 27…Qxa5 This is the ‘least worst’ option. Other ideas I looked at during the game were 27…Rxa5? 28. Rxb7 Rxb7 29. Bxa5 Qxa5 30. Qxc8+ and White will pick up rook as well! 27…Ba6, which may seem natural, can be effectively countered by the beautiful 28. Qb3!, with the double threat of Rxb8 and Qxe6+. If 28…Ne7 29. Qxe6+ Kf8 30. e5! Bc8 31. Qa2. The more sensible 28…Rxb4 29. Qxe6+ Kh8 30. Bxb4 Rb8 31. Bc3 looks very strong for White.  

 28.Rxb7 This is a critical moment in the position, and I played the 2nd best move. This was the moment in the match when I got most nervous, because I could feel there was a spectacular finesse to be found. Unfortunately, being in chronic time-trouble as I am, I didn’t have a chance, but it was nice to reflect on this position in my post-mortem. It turns out there is indeed a spectacular move, which is 28. Qb3!! It would have caught Stephanus by complete surprise, as I am leaving the knight en-pris. But alas, the continuation 28…Qxa3 29. Qxe6+ Kh8 30. e5!! Wins in destructive fashion. The knight on f6 is pinned to prevent Qe8+ and is lost. Furthermore, exf6 will open e-file and cause further mate threats. It is interesting to note that the idea of Qb3 occurred to me as a reply to 27…Ba6, but never to 27…Qxa5 during the game. This is simply because I was fixated on not losing the knight on a3. I guess finding moves like 28. Qb3!! Is what chess is all about, to not be so superficial, but rather gauge positions deeply to find the true meaning of the position. 

 28…Qxa3 29.Rxb8 This was another crucial moment. I really never considered the other alternative, 29. Rxg7+, but Stephanus mentioned it in post-mortem. According to my analysis, Rxg7+ almost works, but with best play Black can defend successfully- and maintain his material gain. 29…Kxg7 30. Qc7+ and now the King move is very important. If 30…Kh8? 31. Bc3! Wins. If 30…Kf8 then 31. Bc3 Ne8 32. Qxh7! Qxc3 33. Nxg6 mates. Thus the correct reply is 30…Kg8 31. Bc3 Ne8 32. Qd7 Qxc3 33. Qe8+ Kg7 34. Qd7+ Kf8 35. Qd8+ Kf7 36. Qd7+ Ne7 and Black wins. Thus Rxg7 is sharp but if one were to calculate all of this over the board I’m sure they would have played 28. Qb3!!. 

 29…Rxb8 30.Qc7 Qa7 31.Qd8+ Kf7 32.f5?! The last few moves went according to plan, until this one. The follow-up I had seen over the board from move 30, is 32. Rc1! This leads to a clear pawn up + White retains positional advantage. The threats of course are Rxc8 and Rc7+. The most effective counter is 32…Ne7, where 33. Qxd6, and White should convert this advantage to a full-point, despite it taking much more time than the killer 28. Qb3!!.  Despite seeing this, I was actually dissatisfied at only obtaining a pawn compensation, when I felt I had more. 32. f5 was simply a rash move hoping to pry open the position, where I was hoping for 32…exf5 33. exf5, opening up e-file for rook. This ‘hope chess’ is not going to work against Stephanus!

32…Qb6! The correct move, and it forces the exchange of queens. At this stage I felt the game was falling away from me, and Stephanus sensed this by looking up, a look of triumph at having clawed back into the game. 33.Qxb6 Nxb6 34.fxe6+ The right way to capture, as I want to open e-file with Black’s king exposed. 34….Kxe6 35.Nf3 A good move, as by re-activating the dormant knight, I am creating threats of Ng5+, Nd4+ and e5. 35…. h6?? Stephanus has parried Ng5+ but in doing so he has not prevented the other, more alarming threat, that of 36. e5!. The correct move is 35…Nc4!, and a sample line 36. Bc3 Ne5 37. Bf1 Ne8 38. Bc4+ Ke7 39. Rf1 Nd6 Shows how, despite two bishops, black is very comfortable. Given Stephanus’s excellent piece-play, 35…Nc4 would have most likely led to a draw. 36.e5! Nfd5  if 36…dxe5 then Nxe5 will have discovered threats of Nc6+ and Nxg6. 37.Nd4+ Kd7 38.e6+ White is slowly building advantage here. 38…Ke8 39.Nb5 This threatens d6 again, and is much superior to 39. Nc6, where Black plays 39…Rc8 40. Na7 Ra8 41. Nb5, where now the rook is on a8 rather than b8. It turns out that White wants black’s rook on b8, the reason for which I will explain shortly. 39…Ke7? Black does not have many options to protect d6. The only other move is 39…Bf8, which seems to offer more resistance, but what both candidates have in common is that they fail against White’s next reply. 

40.Na7! What is the point of this maneuver? Well, not only does it stop threats of Nc4, and threatening Nc6+ forking King and rook, it is unblocking the b-file for White’s next major threat, Rb1!! If you look at Black’s position, with Rook on b8, Knights on b6 and d5, a White Rook on b1 and bishop on g2 severely overwork the black structure. What is tragic is that Rb1 never occurred to me during the game. I was fixated on the Rook being on e-file for a potential e7-push, and this meant that I ruined my 2nd chance to win the game in destructive fashion (the 1st chance being 28. Qb3!!).

 40…Ke8 41.Be4? By this move I yet again prolong the game. If 41.Rb1 Ra8 42. Be3! Rxa7 43. Bxd5 and 44. Bxb6 wins. Can this win be prevented? Well, instead of 40…Ke8, black has option of Ra8. Then 40…Ra8 41. Nc6+ Ke8 42. Nb4! Ra5 43. Nxd5 Rxd5 44. Bxd5 Nxd5 45. Rb1 is one sample line, and White is assured of winning the exchange and keeping e6 pawn. 

I mentioned before that 39…Bf8 might offer more resistance…but 39…Bf8 40. Na7 and Black has two options, Nc4 and Ra8. If 39…Bf8 40. Na7 Nc4 41. Bxd5 Nxd2 42. Nc6 Rb2 43. Kh1 Be7 44. Ra1 and Black cannot stop Ra8+ winning. If 39…Bf8 40. Na7 Ra8 41. Be3! Rxa7 42. Bxd5 Ra5 43. Bc6+ Ke7 44. Bxb6 Ra6 45. Rf1 Rxb6 46. Bd7 and Black cannot stop Rf7+, and loses the bishop. 

What I have proven with my analysis is that 39. Nb5 is a win for white with best play, yet we were far from best play as seen by the missed opportunities on both sides.  

       41…Ne7 42.Bf4? Nc4 As my bishops go to senseless squares, Black’s knights improve from strength to strength. 43.Rc1? Rb2+ 44.Kh1 g5! This move really highlights the weakness of White’s moves 41,42 and 43. Now White must trade bishop for knight, as bishop is trapped. 45.Rxc4 gxf4 46.Bc6+ If 46. gxf4 d5! Will fork rook and bishop. Thus I cannot retake f4, and this provides a gateway for black to draw this game.  46…Nxc6 47.Nxc6! During the game I saw this capture as superior simply because the knight will cover the e7-square, and I can set up mating strategy with Rook delivering back-rank mate. It turns out that if 47. Rxc6, 47…f3! 48. Rc8+ Ke7 49. Rc7+ Kd8 50. Rxg7 Rb1+ 51. Kh2 f2 and Black wins exchange. Thus White would be forced to go with perpetual. 47…f3?  At this stage fxg3 is much stronger. Black is hoping to play Rb1+ and f2, but White has his own mate threats. I will explain whether fxg3 makes a difference in my commentary to move 51. 48.Ra4, the correct move, threatening Ra8 mate. The alternative 48. Rg4 is met by 48…Rb1+ 49. Kh2 f2 50. Rxg7 Rh1+! 51. Kxh1 f1-Q 52. Kh2 Qf2+ 53. Kh1 Qf3+ 54. Kh2 Qxc6 and Black wins. 48…Rb1+ 49.Kh2 Ra1 50.Rb4 if 50. Rxa1 Bxa1 51. Kg1 Kf8 52. Kf2 Kg7 53. Kxf3 Kf6 54. Nd8 Ke7 55. Nf7 Kxe6 56. Nxh6 and despite being a pawn up Black should hold a draw. If 50. Rg4 then Black can win in a similar manner to 48.Rg4. 50…Ra8 After game we looked at idea of a perpetual of 50…Ra2+ 51. Kg1 Rb2 53. Ra4 Rb1+ 54.  Kf2 but now White picks up f3 pawn, therefore Ra8 is forced. 51.Rb7? At this stage I felt I had nothing else, and there is no doubt it is the most natural move. However, it turns out that 51. Rg4! Is yet again a deep move I completely overlooked, the third one in the game after 28. Qb3 and 41. Rb1. Why does 51.Rg4 work, and not 48. or 50. Rg4? The fundamental difference is that Black’s queening strategy does not work. There are various replies for Black, and in each variation I feel White comes out on top. Some candidate moves against 51.Rg4 are 51…Bf8, 51…Kf8, 51…Rc8, 51…Ra6, 51…Ra2+ and 52…Rc2 If 51…Bf8, then 52. Rg8 Ra6/c8 53. e7! Wins. If 51…Kf8 52. e7+ Kf7 53. Rxg7+ Kxg7 54. Nd8! And White will queen. If 51…Rc8 52. Nd4!, and 52…Bxd4 fails in light of 53.Rg8+ and 54.Rxc8, (I feel White’s chances of winning here are doubtful after 54…Kxe6 as Black’s strong passed pawn seems adequate compensation for the exchange - DE)  52…Rc4 fails in light of 53.Nf5, 52…Kf8 fails in light of 53. Nf5 Bf6 54. e7+ Bxe7 55. Rg8+! Kxg8 56. Nxe7+ and Nxc8 wins. 52…Bf8 fails to 53. Rg8, and if 53…Rc5 54. g4 followed by Nf5 wins. If 51…Ra6 then 52. Nb8! Ra8/b6 53. Rxg7 Rxb8 Rg8+ wins. 51…Ra2+ and 52…Rc2  fails to 53. Nb4 Rb2 54. Nd5 and white wins with threat of Nc7+ and Rxg7. As you can see, after considerable analysis I have proven that 51.Rg4! is the winning move for White with correct play by both sides. 

Knowing all of this, does 47…gxf3 make a difference? It is interesting to note that we can play through 48. Ra4 Rb1+ 49. Kg2 Ra1 50. Rb4 Ra8 51. Rg4, and we reach the same analysis position as before but with a black pawn on g3. After a lot of analysis, using the same candidate moves above, I found 51…Ra6! To be Black’s saving resource. For example, 51…Ra6 52. Nb4 (if 52.Nb8 Ra2+ 53. Kxg3 Be5+ 54. Kf3 Ra3+ Ke4 55. Ke7 and black will check with rook if white plays Kd5/f5, and Black is threatening to win h3 pawn, this should be a draw) 52…Ra4 53. Kxg3 h5 54. Rc4 d5! 55. Rc8+ Ke7 and black will win e6 pawn and obtain a draw. If White plays 53. Nd5 then 53…Rxg4 54. hxg4 Be5 draws. Thus, to my knowledge 47…gxf3 leads to a draw with best play.  

       51…Be5?? The gods were with me when Stephanus played this move, and it is truly the losing move in the context of the game, as now the f3 pawn is gone. It was Peter Roza who, after the game, immediately pointed out the resourceful 51…Rc8! , which is the correct refutation to 51.Rg7? and is the reason I consider Rg7 as a blunder. 51…Rc8! forces either 52. Rxg7 or a perpetual via Re7+ and Rf7+. This is because if knight moves then Black plays 52…Rc2+, 53…Rc1+ and then …f2 wins for black. (52.Nb4 prevents 52…Rc2+ but Black has 52…Rc1 threatening 53…f2 - DE)  Thus White is obliged to take on g7, and we have 52. Rxg7 Rxc6 53. Rh7 Rc1 54. Rf7 Re1 55. Rxf3 Rxe6, and this should be a theoretical draw. I think Stephanus would have got a few nightmares from 51…Be5??, that’s for sure! Now White rakes up the f3 pawn, 52.Re7+ Kf8 53.Rf7+ Ke8 54.Rxf3 Ra6 55.Nxe5 the safest option, and leads to a clear-cut win. 55…dxe5 56.Rf6 h5 57.Rh6 Ke7 58.Rh7+ Ke8 59.Rxh5 Rxe6 60.Rh7 Immediate Rf5, with idea of cutting black king from g and h pawns, is quickest way to win. 60… Ra6 61.g4 Ra3 62.Rh5 Re3 Since Black rook is in front of pawn it cannot get to back rank to prevent white pawns from queening. 63.Rf5 Now Black King is truly cut-off 63…Ke7 64.g5 Re2+ 65.Kg1 Ke6 66.g6! 1–0 Finally, a nice nuance to win the game! Basically, if Kxf5, g7 and queening cannot be stopped. It is interesting to note that 66…Kxf5 67.  g7 Re4 68. g8-Q Rg4+ would work if it weren’t for the h3 pawn!!! I never noticed the usefulness of the h3 pawn until 10 or so minutes after the game ended. I felt that, even despite missing opportunities to cash in on my opening advantage, the fact that Stephanus played 51…Be5?? meant that it was simply my day. I owe his oversight to his deep desire to win the game rather than to draw it, as I’m sure if he were focused on the draw he would have seen 51…Rc8 easily.  

