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Foreword
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Despite the opening, which is characterized by the 1.f4 move, was first mentioned in the book written by Luis Ramirez de Lucena in 1497 and started to be used in tournament practice by players such as Greco, Anderssen, and La Bourdonnais from the seventeenth century onwards, the name of the opening is associated with Henry Bird for good reasons.

British player Henry Bird has persistently practiced this opening throughout his forty-year career since he participated in the tournament in 1855 and successfully demonstrated the offensive potential of the opening.

In the mid-twentieth century, the Bird opening, which lost some of its popularity in high-level chess due to the idea that it caused positional weaknesses, started to attract attention again in the following years with the innovations made by Tartakower and Nimzowitsch, and later became the main weapon of players such as Bent Larsen and Andrew Soltis.

Implemented in the recent past and today by players such as Mikhail Gurevich, Henrik Danielson and occasionally Magnus Carlsen, Alexander Grischuk, Maxime Vachier Lagrave, there are some typical features of the opening that have both garnered fans and been criticized.

The reason for the criticism of the opening is generally centered around the claims that the f4 pawn drive weakens the kingside and does not pay enough attention to center control.  

Its advantages are that it is not as well known as popular openings, it provides psychological pressure and surprise on the opposing player, it provides the opportunity to stay away from common theory, it can transpose many other openings – English opening, King Indian Attack, King Gambit, etc. – thanks to its flexibility, it has a clear strategic idea of immediately controlling the e5 digit and the black cross, it provides king attack opportunities that are very difficult to refute by gaining space superiority on the kingside.

Indeed, when you play Bird Opening, it's not uncommon for your opponent, even if they're a professional player, to have no idea what to do with the black pieces in the opening.
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Introduction
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By the twentieth century, with the influence of the Soviet Chess School, positional chess began to dominate the world. When the masters of the period looked at the Bird opening from this perspective, they concluded that the first move, 1.f4, created an unexplained positional weakness at the beginning of the game, and thus the Bird Opening was almost completely abandoned in the upper chess circles for a while.

However, this rigid and dogmatic approach has softened and stretched over time. With the emergence of the hypermodern understanding and computer technology since the 1980s, with the introduction of a different perspective on chess, the shelved openings of the romantic period began to be reconsidered. It was at this stage that the possibilities of the Bird opening were re-understood. As a result, over the past four decades, the Bird opening has regained popularity.

For perfectly understandable reasons, the late masters of Bird have a different approach to the opening of Bird than Henry Bird. The classic version of Henry Bird included an extremely simple but effective strategic plan for the time: develop the queen's bishop from b2, develop the king bishop from b5 for control of the e5 square, or d3 with h7 coveted, transfer the rook and queen to the kingside, and organize the king charge.

Today, however, an approach that combines Henry Bird's romantic game with modern strategic ideas of positional chess in a harmonious and flexible way shapes the Bird opening. The strategic ideas mentioned here can be summarized mainly as the development of white's king bishop from g2 and the pressure on the center and queenside with c4 pushes. Such a change would entail the postponement of the development of the queen's bishop until the ideal position was determined, and the knight b1 would be included in the game from the d2 square (or in some cases from a3) instead of c3 after moving d4. White's long-term strategic plan, on the other hand, does not set aside the possibilities of the king's attack in the classic version, but includes applying pressure from the queenside and transitioning to the endgame at the appropriate time to take advantage of the structural weaknesses that will arise in Black's formation.  

Before Starting
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While some of the games discussed in this chapter show us the eye-catching tactics and king attack potential of the Bird opening in its simplest and most classic form in the hands of talented romantics such as Greco, Anderssen, Saint-Amant, Bird, Blackburne, others instructively reveal how positional geniuses such as Capablanca, Nimzowitsch, Tartakower began to incorporate modern strategic ideas with their games.
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Henry Bird

Basic Ideas and Concepts

––––––––
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Playing with the white pieces in the Bird opening, the player has a clear but somewhat unorthodox strategic goal: to take control of the e5 square and the a1-h8 diagonal. 

The white knight to be placed in the e5 outpost under control, the white bishop with the black square to be developed from the b2 following the b3 pawn push, and the Kf1-f3-g3 (or h3) maneuvers to be made by taking advantage of the space provided by the f4 drive performed on the first move prepare the infrastructure for an ideal king attack for white.

According to statistics, the most common response to move 1.f4 is 1... d5. In this respect, 1.f4 d5 can be considered the main variant of the Bird opening, which is a kind of reverse Dutch Defense, where white has an extra tempo. From this point of view, while many players consider the Dutch Defense to be a solid and effective opening, it is not consistent that it has come under criticism for weakening the kingside when the same idea is applied by white.

The second most common response of black is 1... e5. This move characterizes the From Gambit and is the sharpest move that directly questions the security of the kingside with White's claim of dominance over e5. In response to Black's response, White may choose to play the king's gambit with 2.e4 instead of accepting the gambit. If White chooses to accept the gambit by doing 2.fxe5, he must be prepared in advance for this continuation. Because if white plays it right, black has nothing to gain from the From gambit, but if white doesn't know what to do, the resulting tactical confusion can cause him to lose the game early.
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