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EDITORIAL
AN APPEAL FOR MONEY

Due to failures to renew subcrip-
tions* I shall have to pay for the
printing and mailing of EG40 out
of my own pocket - £ 140. There
is therefore a financial crisis.
What is to be done? I hope that
the following 4 actions will suffice.

1. There will NOT be any in-
crease in the subscription ra-
tes, at least until Vol. IV,
which will begin with EG49,
scheduled for vii.77.

2. The number of pages in EG
will remain restricted to 24
(except where the generosity
of the Rueb Foundation will
pay for a "Rueb Supplement**)
until the financial crisis is re-
solved.

3. Both The British Chess Fede-
ration (who cannot themselves
assist) and a Member of Par-
liament (to whom John Beas-
ley wrote) have suggested that
the possible source of state
assistance in Britain is The
Arts Council. At the iv.75
meeting of the CESC we shall
consider this, but our current
feeling is that this is not pro-
mising.

•4. This appeal: I call on those
Members of The Chess End-
game Study Circle (ie, EG-
subscribers) who can afford a
few £ £ (pounds sterling, dol-
lars, Swiss francs, anything)
to make donations. There are,
to my knowledge, at least 10
such members, and there are
probably more.

Let me reiterate the achievement
of EG: it is unique in the history
of chess in concerning itself exclu-
sively with endgame studies;
there is not even anything com-
parable in the other fields of
chess composition - there is no
periodical that publishes the
world's best 2-movers, for exam-
ple; an enthusiast who wished to
keep abreast of events in the end-
game study world without sub-
scribing to EG would have to
spend at least £ 50 a year on sub-
scriptions, and would in addition
have to be a fair linguist and have
an even greater fund of patience
and time than perusal of EG re-
quires, in fact several times as
much.

A. J. ROYCR6FT
International Judge of

Endgame Studies (FIDE)
London, 16.iii.75

* In detail: as at 16.V.75 a group
renewal via CHESS DIGEST
(Dallas, Texas, USA) involving 50
subs at 50 % discount, and some
20 further individual USA sub-
scriptions, have failed to materia-
lise. The current cost of printing
a 24-page issue is £102, and of
mailing it is £35 (that is, in total,
the equivalent of 68 full sub-
scriptions). As of to-day, EG-
renewals to EG37-40 number 174.
Above 24 pages, such as the 16
extra making up the 40-page EG
37, has to be paid for pro rata on
the printing; postage on that issue
was £46.
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(The "triangular exchange" idea
- see EG34, p. 27 - was clever, but
in the event less than a fistful of
such arrangements have proved
successful, due to communications
difficulties, both linguistic and

postal. So, unless there is a to-
tally unprecedented offer from an
official East European source, the
largest potential for subscribers -
I would guess at 500, including the
USSR - will remain inaccessible).

A COMPUTER PROGRAM FOR THE ENDING wP v bB
(4 men on the board)

Dr Tan* has written a computer
program that plays the endgame
P (1 only) against B (1 only) very
well. It uses, as a sub-program,
previously written routines for
the ending K + P v K, This news
is scarcely likely to impress rea-
ders of EG. But the achievement
could (only could) be significant
if it transpires that the techniques
used have wider application.
Great attention has been given to
transforming into programmable
form (for the first and last time?)
those spatial relationships which
are instantly recognizable by the
human eye and which are not
mentioned in the books on the
endgame. Examples would be the
intersection of the file the P
stands on with the diagonals
through the B; the possibility of
a pin; the existence of 3 men on
the same diagonal; the existence
of a blockade square (ie, B can
occupy this square ahead of the
P); the existence or non-existence
of a reserve (second) blockade
square, and hence the identifica-
tion of "cover" squares via which
such reserve squares can be at-
tained. From such information the
program can in any situation set a
value to reflect the current rela-
tionship of B and P. This value
might be 0 if the P is blocked, a
reserve square being available; or
1 if the P is blocked without any
reserve square; or 2 if B and P are
on a diagonal but there is no
blockade square on the board, and
so on. Dr Tan acknowledges that
all the relations of B and P were
derived from Tl, the only position
with this material (after Bl's
move 3) that can be called an

T 1 H. Ottea
Boy's Own Paper, 1892

Win 34-2
1. a5 Bf8 2. Kd5/i Bh6 3. gSf
Bxg5/ii 4. Ke4/iii Bh4 5.
Kf3/iv wins.
i) 2. Kd4? Bb4 3. a6 Bel 4.
Ke3 Baa 5. a? Bb6f.
ii) 3. . . Kxg5 4. a6 and 5.
a7. After the disappearance
of one wP we now have the
material of the Tan program.
iii) 4. Kd4? Bd2 draw,
iv) 5. Ke3? Bel.

endgame study, and he also used
studies for compiling typical stra-
tagems, such as the B-sacrifioe in
T2. Dr Tan was able, furthermore,
to apply what he calls 'perturba-
tions' to studies in order to disco-
ver their crucial elements. Final-
ly, Dr Tan asked me for examples
of special positions, to test his
program. I supplied him witii 8,
the first 4 of which it "solved":
i) wKf5, wPc7; bKe7f bBe& (c8Q,
Bd7f draw), ii) wJEChl, w^ai ;
bKf3, bBe2 (a7, K-; a8Q, Bf3f
draw), iii) wKa5, wPd?; bKa7,
bFc8 (d8Q wins), iv) wKh4,
wPf7; bKh6,bBg8 (f8Qf wins). It
failed on the other 4. v) wKa6,
wPc6; bKa8, bBa7; (c7, fibs
draw), vi) wKh8, wPM; ftKfS,
bBe5 (h7??Kf7 mate), vii) wKg6,
wPh6; bKe6, bBg8 (Kg7, Bfa7
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T 2 N.D. Grigoriev, 1927 T 3 A. J. Rovcroft
Die Schwalbe. iv.75

Draw 2-f3
1. Be6/i f3 2. Kc7 f2 3.
Bh3/ii Kf3/iii 4. Kc6 e5 5.
Kd5 e4 6. Kd4 e3 7. Kd3 e2
8. Bg4t Kxg4 9. Kxe2 Kg3 10.
Kfl Kf3 stalemate.
i) 1. Kc7? e5 2. Kd6 Kd4/iv
3. Be6/v e4 4. Bg4 f3 5. Ke6
f2 6. Bh3 e3 7. Bfl Kc3 8.
Ke5 Kd2 wins.
ii) 3. Bc4? e5 4. Kd6 e4 5.
Ke5 Kf3 and e3.
iii) 3. . . e5 4. Kd6 Kd4 5. Ke6
e4 6. Kf5 e3 7. Bfl Kc3 8.
Kf4 Kd2 9. Kf3.
iv> 2. . . e4? 3. Ke5 f3 *.
3fl f2 5. Bg2.
v> 3. Ba6 e4 4. Ke6 f3 5. Kf5
e3.

Kxh7, Kf7 draw), viii) T3. Stale-
mate had not been programmed.
However, the program had been

REVIEW: 1357 END-GAME STU-
DIES, by Harold Lommer (Pit-
man, £6.00). Three months after
his 70th birthday (in xi.74, and
celebrated internationally by arti-
cles in Problemas, Schach-Echo
and Themes-64), the long-awaited
sequel to '1234' has appeared. This
landmark celebrates the period
1935 to 1973 and includes the
'golden' Soviet era of the 20 years
following World War II. It has to
be, and is, a superb anthology,
living up to all, or very nearly
all, one's expectations. Here and
there one suspects that the pu-
blisher has ignored the author's
wishes (12 diagrams to a page as
against 6 in '1234', diagram se-
quencing being columnar rather
than across the page) but the great
thing is that it has appeared, and
who but Harold Lommer could
and would have had the energy

Win 2+2
The point is in the try 1. g7?
Kh6 2.g8Q Bf6| 3.Qg7f Bxg7f
draw. This has to be seen
before one looks at other
moves. Only 1. Kh7 wins.

deliberately written so that all
new ideas and positions could be
readily incorporated. This has
been done for the 8 positions. I
hope to report on further develop-
ments with TV T^ti s assistance.

AJR

*Dr. Soei T. Tan,Department of Machine
Intelligence, Artificial Intelligence Unit
University of Edinburgh, Hope Park
Square, Meadow Lane, Edinburgh 8,
Scotland. The edpartment is under tho
leadership of Prof. D. Michie.

for a second great compilation?
The publisher's claim that the 10-
page classification allows each po-
sition to be found "instantly" is
questionable, as I have still to get
the hang of it, but then the Guy-
Blandford system also takes some
getting used to (though once fa-
miliar, its retrieval power really
is "instant"). Reluctantly I must
comment on the price, having suf-
fered myself from the buyer-de-
terrent of a publisher-imposed
ransom. Irresistibly I am taken
back to that afternoon late in the
War when, as a schoolboy, I went
up to London, purchased '1234' at
Bumpus' book shop (now depar-
ted) for 12 shillings and 6 pence,
and discovered a lifelong interest.
What schoolboy is going to pur-
chase '1357'?

AJR
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At Harold Lommer's explicit re-
quest here is a list of errors al-
ready noted (by HML and AJR)
in '1357'. Diagrams: 88 should be
=, not +. 113 and Index, 'Preten-
ders' should be 'Candidates'. 645
Prokeg has lost his diacritic, and
648 Speckmann his final ?n\ 919
square colour e8,1132 6Blmen, says
'7\ 1169 not 'Russian', but 'Soviet'.
1285 square colour c3. 1328 is an
ending from a local Valencia com-
poser. His ending is cooked but
can be saved by adding bSd8, gi-

ving Bl 6 men. 1332 Schakend'.
Solutions: 627 first move omits
'1'. 1063 last move should be 4.
Kxc5. 1250 4th line should read:
5. Kd5, and the 5th line- 7. Kf5.
1304 10th line should start with:
Qxc5. Index of sources: Bulletin
of Central Chess Club is identical
with Bulletin of Central Chess
Club USSR. Bulletin of . . Rus-
sian . . should read 'Soviet' or
'USSR'. IV 'Command' should
read 'Team'. Vsesoyuzno* proba-
bly best translated 'All-Union'.

THE RUEB SUPPLEMENT - No. 5

The Trustees of the Rueb Founda-
tion (including Dr. Euwe, who
personally gave his consent) have
generously agreed to subsidise the
publication in EG of the following
paper presented to the Chess End-
game Study Circle on 3.1.1975.

The paper has been kindly criti-
cised by Mr. W. X G. Mees, and
his suggestion and comments gra-
tefully incorporated. One of his
comments has been added as an
appendix under his own name.

A REVIEW OF END-GAME
STUDIES EMBODYING A NOVOTNY/PLACHUTTA

There are now about 17,000 end-
game studies in my indexed col-
lection. The most frequent theme
(or some may prefer the term
maneuvre) is a form of what is
known in the problem art as No-
votny or the related Plachutta.
The earliest study I have exem-
plifying this theme is No. 1.
The theme may be defined as fol-
low: two wP's are separated by at
least one file, each on the seventh
rank and about to promote; Bl
controls one promoting square
along a diagonal, and controls the
other promoting square along a
file (or another diagonal);aWman
occupies the square of intersection
of the file and the diagonal (or of
the two diagonals) to enable one
of the two wP's to promote,
I have nearly 120 studies em-
ploying this theme. 45 composers
are represented. T.Kok leads with
29 studies, A. Troitzky is second
with 19, H. Rinck is third with 13,
and A. Herbstman is fourth with

4. There are less than 20 draws,
the earliest being dated 1929.
It is manifestly impossible to re-
produce such a large number io a
Thematic Aggregation, and it is
the object of this review to give a
reasonably comprehensive indica-
tion of the way this theme has
been developed and used. This it
is hoped will be of interest and
assistance to ail study enthusiasts,
and possibly suggest to composers
(if only by elimination) further
lines of advance.
In attempting to sort these studies
into smaller useful groups, not
much is to be gained by speci-
fying the nature of the two Bl
pieces involved and the nature of
the W man on the square of inter-
section, for the significance of the
nature of these three men is often
small.
As will be apparent the play falls
naturally into two phases:

(a) the fore-play leading up
to the Novotny position
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and (b) the after-play,
and these terms will be used in
this review
The early developments consisted
in ringing the changes on the
three men involved. Thus, in 1907
Rinck replaced the wB of No. 1 by
first a wR and then by a wS; and
in 1910 Sackmann replaced the bR
by bQ. It is evident that these
developments are of minor impor-
tance, and were to be expected.
However the intersection of two
bBs on like-coloured diagonals
with a W man occupying the
square of intersection occurs but
twice: T. Dawson Chess Amateur,
1922, and Voellmy, in the same
year, which is selected as No. 2.
This is the Plachutta form.
A. Troitzky entered the field in
1908, using the theme as one line
with alternative lines at Bl's
choice, No. 3. Is this using the
iheme as threat? Other examples
are C. Behting Dunazeitung, 1908;
H. Rinck, B.C.M. 1915, and J. Te-
rho, Helsingen Sanomat, 1925.
M. Karstedt No. 4 first expressed
the theme in terms of bQ and bB
diagonals. This form inevitably
results in an over-loaded bQ or
bB, as it vainly attempts to guard
both promoting squares. A. Solo-
viev developed this form by con-
triving to use a wP as the inter-
secting man. Since this form must
require Black to have a Q and a
B, the after-play (whether for a
win or a draw) should contrive
that W has the initiative. In fact,
all eight studies using this form
provide that W promotes to Q
with check; the two referred to
above quickly result in wQ spear-
checking bQ. Five others effect
immediate mate, and one effects
immediate stalemate.
No. 5 (Troitzky) illustrates the
mate, and No. 6 is the immediate
stalemate. H. Rinck and T. Kok
are the other composers involved.
Mr. Mees points out that No. 5 is
a hybrid of both Novotny and
Plachutta.
Using bQ for its file control in-
stead of its diagonal control was

first devised by Troitzky (No. 7)
in 1934, and E. Pogosjants (EG22,
1156) in 1970 repeated the use. In
passing, No. 7 is the only example
of two bQ's being thwarted.
It will be noticed that No. 5 con-
trives to produce two Plaehutta's
in series (moves 4 and 8). This
was the first of seven other plural
intersections. J. Fritz (No. 8) is
the next earliest, and it has some
resemblance to a famous Kaspa-
ryan study (EG 19, K.I7) of 1959.
Mr. Mees remarks that according
to the late Paul Farago in FIDE-
Revue, 1963-1 the solution fails on
I. . . Rh5f 2. Kgl Re5 3. g7 Bc4
4. Re6 Rg5f 5. Kh2 Bb5; or 3. Kxfl
Rxe7 4. Ra6f Kb7 5. Rxa3 Rg7; or
3. Re6 Bb5 4. Rxe5 a2 5. e8Q Bxe8
6. Ra5f Kb7 7. f3 Bxg6 8. Rxa2 Bd3
9. Ra4 Kc6 10. Rxf4 Kd5 =. Fara-
go gives the very following, very
interesting, correction; replace Pg6
by a wPh6, and add bPg7 and
bPh7; then we get 1. e7 Rh5f 2.
Kgl Re5 3. Re6 Bb5 4. Rxe5 a2 5.
Rxb5 alQf 6. Kh2 and 7. e8Q can-
not be prevented. Mr. Mees adds
that he is not quite persuaded by
Faragos analysis, and that Mr.
Spinhoven suggests 10. Rd4 in-
stead of 10. Rxf4 in the third va-
riation given above.
Klinkov and Kuznetsov, 1965
(EG9, 367) is a draw in which
Black threatens mate to counte-
ract the Novotny; L. Iskra 1970
(EG27, 1509) is also a draw after
two Novotnys by developing a
fortress position. Sindler, 1953 No.
9 is not strictly within the defi-
nition given above, but is of some
interest; L. Zoltan (No. 10) shows
a record three Novotnys in series
for a win, reminiscent of No 8.
Salkind, No. 11, has the double
Novotny first on the rank and then
on the file.

The geometry of the Novotny po-
sition often produces two squares
of intersection, one on the file and
one on the rank, as shown in No.
II. This was first used by Rinck
(No. 12), and necessarily requires
wR to pin bR. L. Prokes 1937, No.
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404 in his 1951 collection also used
this variant.
Four studies incorporate under-
promotion to Sf all with check. In
Umnov No. 13, it is required to
avoid stalemate; while in Kosjuro
(Trud, 1928) it is needed to pro-
vide the inter-secting W piece.
Bron; No. 14 uses it to frustrate
the after-play of bB+ and HxQ,
and in 1965 he ernployed it to
avoid mate, No. 14.
Only two studies employ under-
premotion to R (to avoid stale-
mate). The earlier h T. Kok 1938
(No. 15) and the later is by Bland-
ford (B.C.M., 1948).
I have only one study requiring
under-promoticn to B, No 16,
Kaiev, and this might almost be
regarded as fortuitous, since the
first promotion to Q results in its
loss after bR* revealing bB at-
tack on wQ, and it is the second
promotion that must be to a R.
Ten studies terminate in a stale-
mated wK, including No. 6 above.
They require Bl to use a check by
bR or b"B to disclose an attack on
the wQ by bB or bR, respectively.
The earliest is Birnov. 1928, No.
17. He produced another version
in 1929 '(No. 1019 in Kasparyan's
2500). and Herbstman No. 18 evol-
ved a neat position in the same
year. The remaining six are all
by Kok (one of which is cooked)
and are all of later date. I select
No. 19 as representative.
A situation where Novotny occurs
with colours reversed appears to
have been first developed by Gor-
giev in 1958, No. 20, A simple Bl
Novotny was shown by Neustadt
1966 (EG 8, 311), and Pogosjants
in 1965 contrived both Bl and W
Novotnys to end in perpetual
check, EG 5, 214-.
Considerable ingenuity has been
shown in the fore-play, and Nos.
21, 22 have been selected with
some difficulty. M, Gohn EG9,
238/22 is worth mentioning as it
is identical with C. Raina, 1956 on
page 30 of P. Farago's Idei Noi in
Sahul Artistic.
The possibility in the after-play

of a check by bR or bB to disclose
an attack by the bB or bR on the
newly promoted wQ must always
be considered. No. 23 illustrates
this. The fore-play is sometimes
designed to frustrate or avoid this
as in Nos. 24, 25, 26, and 27.
Again these examples are selected
with difficulty, c *
Only one study has the after-play
concerned with avoiding stale-
mate, No. 2B.
No. 29 stands alone in requiring
the after-play to avoid a 'fortess'
draw.
This review, which is as compre-
hensive as 1 can make it within
the space and time available, illu-
strates the difficulty of defining a
theme as compared with a ma-
noeuvre. What began in the year
1908 as an undoubted theme is
used in No. 30 as an introductory
manoeuvre. But only by grouping
together all studies using this
theme/manoeuvre does this be-
come evident.
What further development can
occur in the future depends on the
genius of composers, but the fact
that in the course of nearly 70
years, so many composers have
been attracted to the theme sug-
gests that it is peculiarly magne-
tic, and there seems every reason
to hope and expect that further
beauties and subtleties will be de-
vised for our delight in the future

J. R. BARMAN
APPENDIX.

Mr. W. J. G. Mees adds that aboist
No. 20 and No. 28 he has to tell a
Saavedra- like story! Originally,
No. 28 was published" in the maga-
zine of the Royal Dutch Chess
Federation (TKNSB) 1958, with
the author's solution: 1. Se3 etc. . .
11. Ke3 Bxb8 12. Kxf2 Ba? 13. fSB
and wins(?). But then a humble
solver, Mr. C. Preuyt from Sehe-
veningen found the refutation 13.
. . Eb6! 14. Bd6 Ba5 15. Ke3 Kb§.
So Mr. Gorgiev changed colours
and published No. 20 in TKNS&,
1958. But again Mr. Preuyt inter-
fered, and cooked No. 20 by 12. . .
12 13. Bxf2 Kxc7, thus proving that
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the original position was correct
though with a different solution.
Dilemma for the judge of the
year's tourney! The study was
disqualified but then reappeared

No. 1 H. Rinck
D.S.Z. 1906

Win 4+3
a7 Bg2 2. d7 Rd2 3. Bd5.

No. 2 Voellmy
Basler Nachrichten 1922

Win 6+6
I. g4 Bxhl 2. gh Be8 3. h6 Bg6 4.
Bbl Bxbl 5. e4. Mr. Mees points
out that wB at hi is illegal.

No. 3 A. Troitzky
D.S.Z. 1908

Win 5+4
1. c7 Re4t 2. Kf5 Rc4 3. a7 Rc5t
4. Kf6 Bd5 5. Sd8 Rxc7 6. Se6t
Pxe6 7. a8Qt Bc8 8. g4 d5 9. g5.

in 1959, under the names of Mr.
Gorgiev and Mr. Preuyt, with the
correct solution, to win the first
prize.

No. 4 M. Karstcdt
Deu. Woch. 1913

Win 7+7
1. g7 Bb3 2. a7 Qhl 3. Sd5, or 1.
. . Qa2 2. a7 Bf3 3. Sd5.

No. 5 A. Troizky
Magyar Sakkvilag 1935

Win 10+7
1. Sc3 elQ 2 g7 Qgl 3. a7 ed 4.
Bg2 Qd4t 5. Kb5 Qb4+ 6. Ka6 Qc4t
7. Kb6 Bxg2 8. Sd5.

No. 6 L. Nyeviczkey
Helsinki Olimpiad 1952

Draw 7+8
1. g6 blQ 2. g7 Qxb3 3. Sd5 Qxd5
4. g8Qt Qxg8 5. a8Q| Bxa8 or 3.
. . . Bxd5 4. a8Qt Bxa8 5. g8Qf
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No. 7
1934

A. Troitzky

Win ?-»-6

1. a6 h2 2. a7 hlQ 3. £7 flQ 4. Bf3.

No. 8 -?• Frtez
Cesko. 3ar-;i

m

' 4

Win f»-f6

1. v7 Ke5 2. g7 Bc4 3 Rtro Bdb* 4.
f3 rJxf3t 5. K^i S ^ t 0. Kfl Bh5
7. Rg6.

No. 9 Smdler

Win 5+3

No. 10 L. Zoltan
Magvar Sakkelet 1958

%

v\ in

c " Re."/ Z Mr , Re* RFJ 4.

j=-.'J
vVm J " 4

Ka4 Beo 2. Rh2 Bxh2 3. S

R i n c k

Win

1. e7 Rel 2. Se3 RxS 3. b7 Bg3 4. 1. a7 Bf3 2 Kelt Kc2 3 d7 Rd2
Sf7t Kg7 5. Se5 Rxe5 6. Kxg3. 4. Re2.
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No. 13
Trud, 1928

Umnov

Win 6-f5
1. bT Eh2 2. c4t Ka6 3. e7 Re3 4.
Be5 Rxe5 5. b8Sf Ka5 6. Sxc6t and
7. Sxe5. If 5. b8Q? then 5. . . Rxe7
6. Qxh2 Re8t 7. Qb8 Rd8 8. d8

No. 14
1945>6

V. Bron

Win 64-5

2. c4 Bxc4 2. d7 Rd3 3. Bf3t Kh6
4. Bd5 Rd2t 5. Kgl Rxd5 6. g8St
Kg5 7. Beit Kf5 8. Se71 Ke6 9.
Sxd5 Kxd7 10. Sxb6t .. and 11.
Sxc4.

No. 15 T. Kok
Collection 1938

Win 74-5
1. Sflt Kh3 2. Se6 RxS 3. c8R Bxe2
4. Sxh2 Bf3t 5. Sxf3 Rxe7 6. e5.

No. 16 Kaiev
Shakhmaty 1939

Win 84-5

1. a3t Kxa4 2. c7 e2 3. Kf2 Bh3 4.
g7 elQ 5. Kxel Rg2 6. Sg4 Rxg4
7. c8Q Rglt 8. Kf2 Rg2t 9. Kf3
Bxc8 10. Kxg2 Bb7 11. g8B.

Draw 34-4

1. f7 Rf4 2. d7 Bh4 3. Sf6 Rxf6 4.
d8Q RxfT 5. Kxa6 Bxd8=.

No. IS A. Herbstman
Magyar Sakk. 1929

Draw 64-4

1. Sf3t Kdl 2. el Rxe3 3. b7 Bg3
4. Se5 Bxe5 5. e8Q Bxb2 6. K 2
Rxe8 7. b8Q Rxb8=.
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No. IS T. Kok
Collection 1938

4*. ^" P,*:£* 5. 1<CV K ^ 3 3:6 RxJt
7. aSQ Hxf7 8, ilau BxdH dr^w
Alas. ^. Ba7* ;v ;̂ >, os Mr. Vvlê i

e7 Sd̂ 5 2. c8Qr Sxc8 3. Rxcdt
Kd7 4. Rc/t Ka.-i n Kg? Sd3 6,
Bxa7 c; 7. Bbdr F •? 8 Re? Fc5
9. KKC" glQ 10. Hr-d" Kd7 if Rc7t
Kd6 12. Bxgi KTJI-7 13 Bh2 ciQ
14. Bxf4 Qxf4 draw I?. . cIB
14. Bgl Be3 15. K^4. See appendix

No. Zi A. Troitzky
Bohemia IGOS

Win 5+4
1. f7 Rf5 2. c7 Rf2t 3. Ka3 Bh3 4.
Sc4t . . . 5. S e 3 ( d 6 ) t . . . 6. Sf5.

No.22 T. Kok
Tijd. KNSB 1933

3-r-

Bf4t1. Sd6 Exci.6 1
4. Kh5 Rc6 5 <-'* -\xo3
7. Be5 Rxe5 S 084 K
Exb8 10. Kx,r. ^ - A
Bb2f Ke4 5 K\h«
Rg5t 7. K,7 Rl"t I \

^o Refit

KgB

No. ;?'! T.
Nieiawe Rotterdam Con rant 1035

Win 7+4
1. e3f Kxe3 2. Bc6 Rxc6 3. SI5t ef
4. a8Q Bf3t 5. Kg5 Rxe7 6. Qa3t.
Or 2. .. Bxc6 3. Sg4t... 4. c8Q.

210



The first move is designed to frus-
trate black's subsequent battery.

No. 25 T. Kok
Maasbode 1933

No. 28 T. B. Gorgirr
Tijd. KNSB 1959

Win 5+4
1. Sc4t Ke2 2. Sd6 Bxd6 3. Sd4f
Rxd4 4. d8Q Rd2t 5. Kb3 Rd3t 6.
Ka4. Move 3 Sd4| frustrates the
black battery.

No. 26 A. P. Kutsnetsov
Szach 1965

Win 9+8
1. a7 Kb7 2. a8Qt Kxa8 3. d7 Rc5t
4. Ka6 Rd5 5. Bc3 Bxc3 6. Rdi
Rxdl 7. Sd4.

No. 27 T. Kok
Tijd. KNSB 1937

Win 6+5
1. a6 Bd5 2. a7 Ral 3. c7 Rcl 4.
Be4 Bxe4 5. Sc6.

Win 7+4
1. Se3 flQt 2. Sxfl Rxflt 3. Ke2
Rf2t 4. Kel Rb2 5. Se6 Bf2f 6. Kdl
Bg3 7. f7 Rf2 8. Sf4 Rxf4 9. b8Q
Rflt 10, Ke2 Rf2t 11. Ke3 Bxb8 12.
c7 Bxcl 13. Kxf2. See appendix.

No. 29 1939 J. Terho

Win 7+6
1. a7 Rb4 2. e3 Rxb2 3. e4 Bxe4
4. d7 Rxh2 5. Kg3 Rd2 6. Sd5 Bxd5
7. d8Qt Kh7 8. Kf4 Rf2t 9. Ke5
Re2t 10. Kd4.

No. 30 T. Kok
Le Temps 1934

Win 6+6
1. a7 Be4 2 Sc6 Rhlt 3. Kg4 Rh8
4. Sd8 a2 5. a8Q Bxa8 6. c8Q Rh4t
7. Kxh4 alQ 8. Qe6t Kg7 9. Kg5
Qbl 10. Qd7t Kg8 11. d3 Qclt 12.
Kxg6.
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DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS

No. 2289 M. Sindelar
1st Commend, Czechoslovak

Chess Federation, 1973

E

No, 2291 B. G. Olimplev
3rd Commend, Czechoslovak

Chess Federation, 1973

No, 2289: M. Sindeiar, 1, d7 Kd6 Nc 22PI: R G. OH*rpiev. •
2. Ba5 Hb8 3. d8Qt Hxd8 4. BxciS a4 „ £-f4 a3 5. Sc-;: a2+* i. Kal
Bf2 5. e4 Bd4 6.. Kh7 Ke5 7. Bd5 5. e? Bg5 6. eSS .Iravv
f5 8. Bc7f Kf6 9. e5f Bxe5 10. Bd8 JRH: Interesting to compare •
mate, Po^osjants (19^8>. Xc. l±£i]

JRH: Kasparyan (1.965} showed a EGZ2.
similar mate^in No. 386 in EG9,

et>

No. ?290 V. r". Kovsr-a
2nd Commend, '"/ H ^nskv

ec*t-z"atxn)'f 1C73

W i n 34-5

No. 2290; V. S. Kovalenko. 1. Sc4f
Kb5 2. Bh4 Bb7 3. Sd6f Kb6 4.
Bd8f Kao 5. Kc4 Ba8 6, Bc7 Bb7
7. Se4 Bc8 8. Sxc5 mate,
JRH: Only the mate is known, cL
Aizenstadt (1931), No. 721 in
'2500\

No. 2292 E. Fogosjants
4th Comim^d Czei^hooirvak

Chess Fvf*e\Pri>~u 13"3

W i n

No. 2292: E Pogosjants, 1. h4
Ka2/i 2, b4 g5 3. b5 gh 4. b6 Ii3
5. b7 h2 6. b8Q hlQ 7. QbSf Kal
8. Qxa3 mate, i) 1. . .g5 2. h5 g4
3. h6 g3 4. h7 g2 5. h8Bf Ka2 6.
Bd4 wins.
JRH : It is astonishing that this
is not wholly anticipated. There
are only such studies as R, Fritz
(1926), No. 35 in *636', and Dupre
(1878), on p. 44 of Rueb's Bron-
nen I.
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No. 2293
P. Madsen - B. Quisy

Danish Corresp. Champion-
ship, 1974

Position after Black's 62nd
move in variation after draw
agreed

White to Play 54-5
No, 2293. Taken from Nordisk
Postsjakk Blad, 4/74. What is the
verdict? Swedish study specialist
Allan Werle found a win for Bl
by stalemating wK. 83. Kg3 Be3
64. Kh3/i Rf2 65. Kg3 Bd4 66, Kg4
Bed 67. Kh3 Bd6 68. Kg4 Rfl 69.
Kh3 Rgl 70. Kh4 Hg3.
i) 64. Kg,2 Rf2f 65. Kg3/ii Bd4 66,
Kg4 Be5.
ii) OD. Kgl Bd4 66. KhI Rd2.

No. 2234 A.V,Sarychev(x*.7l)
1st. Prize, Ceskoslovensky

Saeh, 1971
Award: xi. 74

Draw 5+4

No. 2294: A. V. Sarychev. Judge:
J. Fritz. 1. fT/i Bxf7 2. Bb3 Bxb3
3. Kxb3 Bf6/ii 4. Bb6/iii Rh8/iv 5.
Sc7 Rb8 6. Kc4 Rxb6 7. Sd5 Ra6
8. Kb5 Rd6 9. Kc5 Be5 10. Se3f
Kf3 11. Sc4 Re6 12. Kd5 draw.
i) 1. Bb3? Kxf2 2. f7/v Rh4f 3. Ka5
Bc3f 4. Kb6/vi Bd4f 5. Ka5/vii
Rh5t 6. Ka6 Rh6f 7. Ka5 Bc3 mate.

1. Ba4? Bxa4 2. f7 Bg7 3. Bc5 Bc6
4. Sc7 Rfl, or if here 3. Kxa4 Kxf2
4. Sc7 Rh4t and 5. Rf4. 1. Sc7? Bf7
2. Bb3 Kxf2 3. Bxf7 Rh7 wins.
ii) 3. . . Rh8 4. Kxb2 Kxf2 5. Sc7
Rb8f 8. Ka3 Ke2 7. Ka4 draw. 3.
. . Kxf2 4. Kxb2 Rh7 (Rh8;Sc7) 5.
Kc3 Rb7 6. Kd4 draws. 3. . . Be5
(g7) 4. Ec5 draw,
iii) 4. Bc5? BdS 5. Kb2 (Kc4, Rbl)
5, . . Rh5 6. Bd6 Rb5f 7. Kc3 Ra5
8. Sc7 Bxc7 9. Bxe? Rc5f.
iv) 4. . . Ral 5. Sc7 Rblf 6. Kc4
Rxb6 7, Sd5 surprisingly trans-
poses into the main line,
v) 2. Sc7 R.b4f 3. Ka5 Bd7 4. f7
Ba3 5. Se8 Rf4 wins,
vi) 4. Ka6 Rh8t 5. Kb7 Bxf7 6.
Bxf7 Rh7.
vii) 5. Kc7 Bxf7 6. Bxf7 Rh7.
Judge: Dr J. Fritz. One wonders
why this award was so long in
appearing.
The 1st Prize is a very fine com-
position, with complex supporting
lines, by a veteran composer.
JRH: A very similar conclusion
is by Kovalov (1951), No. 112 in
Studies of the Ukraine.

No. 22S5 V. S. Kovaleuko
(vi. 71)

2nd. Prize Ceskoslovensky
Sach, 1971

Win 6+6
No. 2295: V. S. Kovalenko. i. g7f
QxgT 2. Rxg7 Bd8t 3. Rc7 Bxc7f
4. Ka6 Rb8 5. Rh8f Ke7 6. Bh4f
Kd7/i 7. Rxb8 Bxb8 8. Kb? Bd6 9.
Ec6 mate.
i) 6. . . Kd6 7. Rxb8 Bxb8 8. Kb7
Bc7 9. Bel BdS 10. Bb4f Kd7 11.
Bc6 mate, and yet 2 more mates
can be seen, after 9. . . Kd7 10.
Sc6f Kd8 11. Bh4 mate, or in this
10. . . Kd6 11. Bb4 mate.
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No. 2296 V. N. Dolgov
(v. 71)

3rd Prize Ceskoslovensky
Sach. 1911

Draw 3+4
No, 2296- V. NL Dfetgov. I. Ra2f/i
Kbl/ii 2. Ra5 Rxh4f 3. Kg3 Rb4 4.
Rg5 Rb3f 5. Kh4 Rb4f 6. Kg3/iii
Rb2 7. Kf4 Rf2f 8. Ke5 Rf7/iv 9.
Ke6 Rc7 10. Kd6 RI7 11. Ke6 draw.
i) 1. Rg6? Rxh4f 2. Kg3 Rhl 3. Kf4
Rflf 4. Ke5 Rf7 5. Ke6 Rc7 6. Kd6
Rc6f wins.
ii) 1. . . Kb3 2. Ra5 Rxh4t 3. Kg3
Kb4 4. Ra7.
iii) 6. Kh4? Bf3f 7. Kg6 Rb7 8.
Kh7 Be4f 9. K- g6 wins.
iv) 8. . . Re2f 9. Kd6 Rg2 10. Rb5f
Rb2 11. Rg5 draw.

No. 2297 S. Plvovar
(iii. 71)

Special Prize, Ceskos-
t k Sl 1971

Ehraw 7+H
No. 2297: S. Pivovar. 1. d5 b5 2.
Rxb5 elB 3. Rc5 Qxd5f 4. Rxd5
Ec3 5. Rc5 Bd4 6. Rc4 alB 7. Rcl
d2 8. Rdl aBc3 9. Rfl Bf2 10. Rdl
Bel 11. Rbl Bb2 12. Rdl Bel 13.
Kf4 f5 14. KxfS Be& 15. g7 Bxg7
16. Kf4 Be5| 17. Kf5 Bxd6 18. Kg6
and 19. Kf5 draw.

No. 2298 A. S. Kakovin
(viii. 71)

1 H. M., Ceskoalovensky
Sach, 1971

Draw 4+4

No. 2298: A. S. Kakovin 1. Sf3f/i
Kf6 2. Sxh2 dlQ 3. Sf7 (e8Q?
Qd6f) 3. .. Qgl 4. Sg4 Qxg4 5.
eSSf Ke6 6. Sc7f draw.
i) 1. e8Q? Qh8f and 2. .. Qxe8
wins.

No. 2299 F. S. Bondarenko
and Al. P. Kuznetsov

(t. 71)
2 H. M., Ceskoslovensky

Sach, 1971

Win 5+4

No. 2299: F. S. Bondarenko and Al.
P. Kuznetsov. 1. h5f Kxh5 2. Kf7
Sc7/i 3. Ke7 Sb8 4. Ra8 Sxa8 5.
Kd8 Kg5 6. Kc8 wins,
i) 2. .. eSf6 3. Ke6 Kg6 4. Ra8 Kg7
5. Rd8 Sf8f 6. Rxf8 wins, but gi-
ven as a dual is 3. Ral (a2) Kg5
4. Rfl Se5f 5. Ke6 eSd7 6. Rglf
Kf4 7. Rdl.
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No. 2300 «*.
(I. 71)

3 H. MM Ceskoslovemky
Sach 1971

Draw 5-f 6

No. 2300: G. A. Nadareishviii. 1, d7
clS 2. Bxcl bcS 3. c8Sf Kb7 4.
Sd6i Ka? 5. Sc8f Rxc8 6, dcSf Kb7
7. Sd6f Kc6 8. Sxb5 Bxb5 stale-

Z231 F. i. Prokop
<vii. 71)

Sach

5 1-3

No. 2301- F. J. Prokop. 1. Bf6 ba/i
2. Kbl a2t 3. Kc2 alQ 4. Bxal a4
5. Kd3 a3 6. Ke4 a2 7. Ke5 Kxg?
8, Kf5 wins.
i) 1. .. b3 2. Kb! a4/ii 3. Bal b2
4. Kxb2 Kxg7 5. Kc3 Kxg6 6. Kb4
Kf7 7, Kxa4 Ke7 8. Kb5 wins,
ii) 2. . . b2 3. Kxb2 a4 4. Bh4(g5)
Kxg? 5. Kc3 Kxg6 6. Kb4 Kf7 7.
Kxa4 Ke8 8. Kb5.
No doubt this attractive composi-
tion would have been placed
higher had there not been a num-
ber of anticipations.
JRH finds 9 related studies (3 by
Prokop) the earliest being Prokes
(1924), on p. 164 of his Kniha . .

No. 2J92 Aloig Fort
(iv. 71 and xii. 71)

2 Commend., Ceskoslovensky
Sach, 1971

Version

No. 2302: A Fort. 1. Sc5t Kd4 2.
Sxd3 Kxd3 3. Rc6 Bxc6 4. 126 Bcb5
5. g7 Bc4 8. g?>Q Bxg8 7. Kxg8 ciQ
8. Bxcl Kc2 9. Kf7 Kxcl 10. b4
Kb2 1L b5 Kxa2 12. b6 a3 13. b7
Kal 14. Ke6 a2 15. Kd5 Kb2 18.
b8Qt wins in standard manner,
after allowing B! to promote.

No. Zim J .

4 - L 4

No. 2303: J. Vaitera. 1. f4 Kc3/i
2. g5 Kd4 3. f5 Ke5 4. 16 Ke6 (gf?
gh) 5. fg Kf7 6. g6t (gh? c5) 6. ..
Kxg? 7. Ka6 c5 8. Kb5 draw only,
i) 1. . . €5 2. g5 c4 3. gh gh 4, f5
draws.
JRH: Cf. Salvioli (1887), p. 25 of
IX of his work on the endgame.
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No. 2304 K. Kabiev
(ix. 73)

1st. Prize, Schakend
Nederland, 1973
Award: x. 74

No. 2305 A. Kaufmann
and J. Kopelovich

(i. 74)
2nd Prize, Schakend

Nederland, 1973

Draw 7+8 Draw 4+3

No. 2304: K. Kabiev. A meticulous
award (helped, of course, by Mr
Harman) in this annual informal
event of the Royal Dutch Chess
Federation, by Spanish composer
Eugenio Onate. 8 studies that
were analytically flawed precede
the award proper, the analysis
being given.

1. Rh4f/i gh/ii 2. Qxd5/iii Bh2f/iv
3. Qxhl Ralf 4. Sdl Rxdlf 5. Ke2
Rxhl 6. Bd7f Kg2 7, Bc8f Kgl 8.
Bg2 h3/v 9. Kf3 hg 10. Ke2 and it
is BI who stands stalemated!
i) To show that W is under threat,
try 1. Bxd5? Be3f 2. Ke2 Rh2f 3.
Kel Ralf 4. Sdl Bxd2f. Or 1.
Bd7f? Rxd7 2. Qc8 Bf2f 3. Ke2
Relf 4 Kf3 det 5. de g4f 6. Kf4
KHf wins (7. Kg5 Rxe4, or 7. Ke5
g2).
ii) 1. . . Kxh4? 2. Qxd5 wins (2,
., Ralf 3. Sdl Rxdlt 4 Ke2 Bf2
(h2) 5. Qe4f).
iii) 2. Exd5? Ralf 3. Sdl Rxdlt
4. Ke2 Relt 5. Kxel Bf2f 6. Ke2
Kelt 7. Kf3g2 8 Qc8f Kh2 9. Qc7f
Bg3.
iv) 2. .. Ralf? 3. Sdl Rxdlt 4.
Ke2 Be3 5. Qg2t Kg4 6. Bd7t looks
as if it ought to mate quickly,
though neither John Beasley nor
myself are quite satisfied. (AJR)

v) 8. .. Kg2 is stalemate of w, so
the theme is reciprocal stalemate.

No. 2305; A. Kaufmann and J. Ko-
pelovich (Israel). 1. Bc7/i Rb3t
2. Ka6/ii g2 3. Bh2 Rbl/iii 4. Sf5/
iv Rhl 5. Bgl Rxgl 6. Sh4 Kb2/v
7. Kb6/vi Kbl/vii 8. Kb5/viii Kc2/
ix 9. Kc6 Kbl 10. Kb5, or 9. . . Kdl
10. e4.
i) 1. Kb7(b5)? g2 2. Bb6 Rb3
wins. 1. Kc6? g2 2. Bb6 Ra6.
ii) Choice of square is crucial, as
we shall see on move 7.
iii) 3. . . Rh3 4. Bgl Rhl 5. Sf5
Rxgl 6. Sh4 transposes,
iv) 4, Sg6? Rhl 5. Bgl Rh6 6. Kb5
Rxg6 7. Kc5 Re6 8. e3 Rf6 9. e4 Rf 1
10. Bd4 Rel 11. Kd5 Rdl wins,
v) 6. . . Kb3 is met by 7. Kbo.
vi) If (see (ii)) wK were on a5
then Bl would have won by 6.
Ka3 with the opposition, when
eventually wK is forced off the
file to allow a winning bR check,
vii) 7. . . Kc3 8. Kc5 and of course
not 8. . . Kd2 9. Sf3t 7. . . Kc2 8.
Kc6 Kdl 9. e4 Ke2 10. Sxg2 Rxg2
11. e5.
viii) 8. Kb7? Kcl 9. Kc7 Kdl 10.
e4 Rel wins.
ix) 8. . . Kcl 9. Kc5, but not 9.
Kc4? Rel 10. Sxg2 Rxe2.
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No. 2306 A. T. Motor
(ix. 73)

3rd Prize, Schakend
Nederiand, 1973

^0^

Draw 5-f

No 2308: A. T Motor 1. d8Qt/i
Kxd8 2. Hxd6t Ke7 3. Rxf6 Kf8 4.
s4/ii Bc3 5. g5 Ed4 6. go Bxiof
(Bx26 stalemate) 7 Kh7 Bd4 8.
Khof Be3t 9. Kh7 Bf4 10. Kh8
draw.
\) 1. Rxd6? Rxd6 2. f8Q Bc3f.
ii) 4. Rf3? Bb6.

Nc, 230? C. M. Bent
(ix. T3)

4th Prize Schakend
^oderla d, 1973

Or i 4- fi

No. 2307: C. M. Bent. 1. Rd81vi
Kb? 2. Rxa8 KxaS 3. Sxa2 Sd5/ii
4. Kh7 Kb? 5. Kh6/iii Kc6 6. Sf5
Ke.3 7. Sg3 Kd4/iv 8. Se2f Kc4 9.
Kg5/v Be6 10 Kh4/vi Kd3 11.
S(either)elf draws (there is a
draw by 11. Kg3 as well as either
S-move, after 10. . . Bf5).
i) 1. Sxa2? Sg6f and 2. . . Sf8f.
ii) With the threat to win the be-
leaguered wS by bBf7-g6-bl.
iii) The judge supplies: 5. Sf5?
Kb6/vii 6. Kg7 Be6 7. Se7 Sxe7 8.

Kf6 Se5 9. Kxe7 Bxa2, or in this
7. Sd6 Kc5 8. Se4| Kd4 9. Sg5 Bf5.
iv) 7 . . Kc4 8. Se2 Ee6 8. Kg5 Bf7
10. Kh6/viii Bg8 11. KgB (Kgl?
Be6) 11. .. Be6 12. Kg5 Bh3 13.
aScl/ix Sxcl 14. Sxcl Bfl 15. Kg4
draw,
v) 9. aScl? Sxcl 10. Sxcl Sc3 11.
Kg5 Kd4 12. Kf4 Bd5 13. Kg3 Ke3
wins.
vi) 10. Sf4? Sxf4 11. Kxf4 Bg8 12.
Ke3 Bh7 and . . Bbl 10. Kg6? Bg4
It. aScl Sxcl 12. Sxcl Kc3.
vii) 5. .. Kc6? 6. Kg7 Ee6 7. Sci
Sxcl 8. Sd4t.
5. . . Bh5? 8. Sg3 Bdl 7. Se4 and
8. aSc3.
viii) 10 aScl? vSxcl 11. Sxcl Sc-3
12. Kf4 K<14 13. Kf3 Bc4 14. Kf2
Ke4 15. Kel Ke3 18. Sd3 Kxd3.
ix) 13. Sf4? Sxf4 14. Kxf4 Bg2 15.
Ke3 Bfl and 16. Bd3.

3. Rnstnrk.
(v "73;

^chakerc*
n i. 1973

Draw 3f 4
No. 2308: J. Rusinek. i. b7 Sb6f
2. Kb8 Sb5/i 3 a8B/ii Sd4 4. Ka7
Scot 5. Ka6 Sc4 6. b8Q(S+ ) Sxb8|
7. Kb5 draw
i) 2. .. Bd2 3. a8S/iii Sd5 4. Sb6f.'
iv Sxb6 5 Ka7 ScBt 6. fCa$ Sb6t
7. Ka7.
ii) 3. a8Q? Bd2 wins, hut not 3. . .
Bb4(el) 4. Qa3 Sxa3 5. Ka7 draw,
and not 3. .. Bc3 4. Qal.
3. a8S? Sd5 4. Sb6| Bxb6 wins,
iii) 3. a8B? Sd5 4. Kai Be3f 5.
Ka6 Sb4f 6. Ka5 Sc6f.
iv) 4. Ka7? Be3f 5. Ka6 Bf4 6. Ka7
Sb5f 7. Ka6 Sd4 8. Ka7 Sc6f.
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No. 2309 O. Komai
(i. 74)

2 H. M., Schakend
Nederland, 1973

4. Rf2f. but not 2. Rf6? Bg8 3.
Rf2f Kgl 4. Kg3 a5 5. Rf8 Bb3 6.
Rb8 a4 7. Rf8 Bdl 8. Rd8 Bb3
draw.
ii) 2. . . Bb5 3. Rg6 a5 4. Rg3 Bd3/
iii 5. Kf2 Bbl 6. Rb3 Be4 7. Re3
Ebl 8. Rel Ba2 9. Re2 Bbl 10.
Kf3f Kh3 11. Rel wins.
2. . . Bf5 3. Rh6f Kgl 4. Kg3 Bd3
5. Rd6 Be2 6. Rc6.
iii) 4. . . a4 5. Kf2 Bd7 6. Rg7 Bf5
7. Rg5 Bd7 8. Rh5f Bh3 9. Rh4 a3
10. Ra4 Bd7 11. Rxa3 wins.

Win 5+6

No. 2309: C. Komai. EG-readers
will recognise yet another Israeli
composer. 1 Sxc2 dc 2. Qb3|/i
Bb2 3. Qxb2f Kxb2 4. h8Qt Kbl
5. Qal | Kxal 6. Kcl Rc6 7. Bf8
Rg6 (Rc7;Bd6) 8. Bc5 Rg4 9. Ba3
wins, hut not 9. Bd6? Rg5 10. Be7
Rf5 11. Bb4 Rf3 12. Bd6 Re3 draw.
This Q-sac is found in Selesniev
(No. 1$ in his "IDC* Endspielstu-
dien").
i) But not 2. Qd3? Bb2 and W has
no continuation.

N». 2310 R. Missi&en
(x. 73)

3 H. M., Schakend
Nederland, 1973

Win 2+3

No. 2310: R. Missiaen. 1. Re6 Bd3/i
2. Kf3 Fc4/ii 3. Re3 Kgl 4. Relf
Kh2 5. Kf2 Kh3 6. Re3f and 7.
Re4(f) wins.
i) L .. Bf7 2. Re2fKgl 3. Kg3 Kfl

No. 2311 V. A. Bron
(i. 74)

1 Commend, Schakend
Nederland, 1973

Win

No. 2311: V. A. Bron: This is a
version of a study by the same
composer that appeared in S-N in
vii-viii.73, which was faulty.
1. Kd2 Sg2 2. Fe5f Kgl 3. Bg3
Kfl/i 4. Se4 c4 5. Sc3/ii a5 6. Sa4
Kgl 7. Ke2 c3 8 Sxc3 Khl 9. Kf2
a4 10. Sdl a3 11. Kfl wins. The
solution notes that after 11. . . a2
12. Be5 will also win, as well as
12. Sf2 mate.
i) 3. . . a5 4. Sf3f/iii Kfl 5. Se5 a4
6. Sc4 Kgl 7. Ke2 Khl 8. Kf2 a3
9. Sxa3 c4 10. Sb5(bl) c3 11. Sxc3
Sf4 12. Sdl Sd5 13. Be5 Sf4 14.
Kfl Sd3 15. Bg3 and 16. Sf2 mate,
ii) But not 5. Sc5? c3f draw,
iii) 4. Ke2? c4 stops W winning,
but not 4. . . a4? 5. Sf3f Khl 6.
Kd3 c4| 7. Ke4 a3 8. Bd6 a2 9. Be5.
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No. 2312 J. Hoch
(i. 74)

2 Commend, Schakend
Nederland, 1973

Win 10-flQ

No. 2312: J. Hoch. Israel again!
I. Qxe2 Re3 (Rxc2; Rxa4) 2, Qc8
Qd7 3. Qcl/i Qc7 4. RaB, finally
meeting ail the threats to W's ad-
vantage, just when it was looking
BFs way, with his threats to a5
and cl, and el also under attack,
i) 3. Qa8? h& 4. Ra7 Qb5 5. Rb7
Qe2 wins. ^

No, 2313 C. IC Bent
(x. 73)

3rd Commend, Schakeiid

\k]

4+4
..White to move, what re-
sult? X: diagram

II: wSf6 to c3

No. 2313- C. M. Bent.
I: 1. Kb7: Now, if 1. .. Bb6 2. Sd7f
Kb5 3. Sxb6 c3 4. Exc3 Se4 5. Sxe4
is stalemate. Can W do better?
Well, 1. . . Bb6 2. dSe4f Sxe4 3.
Sxe4f Kb5 4. Sd6f Kc5 5. Ba3f
Kd4 6. Kxb6 wins, and if in this
4. . . Kb4 5. Kxb6 c3(Kb3) 6. Bel
wins. But Bl can improve on
move 1: 1. . . c3 2. Bxc3 Bb6 3.

Sd7| Kb5 4. Sxb6 Se4 with the
first stalemate. I'm not sure if
this really counts as a study, be-
cause of the unorthodox stipula-
tion, but it demonstrates the close
affinity between solving and
composing. (AJR).
II: Now W does win! 1. Kb? Bb6
2. cSe4f/i Sxe4 3. Sxe4f Kb5 4.
Sd8f (Sc3f? Ka5) 4. . . Kc5/ii 5.
Ba3f KM 6. Kxb6 wins,
i) 2. Sa4f? Kb5 3. Sxb6 c3 4. Bxc3
Se4 5. Sxe4 stalemate.
ii) 4. . . Kb4 5. Kxb6 c3(Kb3) 6.
Bel wins.

No. 2314 J. Krik&eii
1st Prize, United States Chess

Federation
Tourney, 1972-3

Award: Chess Life & Review,
vii. 74

Draw 5-1-5

No. 2314: J Krikheli. Judge was
Walter Korn, U.S.A. The tour-
ney was informal, and entries
were those published in the
USCF monthly Chess Life & Re-
view. The Harman index was
used for anticipation and compa-
rison purpose. A drawback of
this tourney appears to have been
that not only were the compo-
sers' full analyses not published,
they were not in all cases made
available to the judge . . 1. Se4
de 2. Bb7 Bf3/i 3. f6 c2 4. f7 BxhS
5. Bxe4 Exe4 6. f8Q Bd4f 7. Kb8
Ee5ti i 8. Ka7 Bd4t/iii 9. Kb8
draw by repetition.
i) 2. . . c2 3. Bxe4f and 4. Bxc2.
ii) 7. .. clQ 8. Qf3f and stale-
mate.
iii) 8. . . clQ 9. Qh6f and stale-
mate again.
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No. 2315 A. I* Bor
2nd Prize, U.S.C.F., 1972-3

No. 2316 B. Petrenj
3rd Prize, UJS.C.F., 1972-3

Win 8+7

No, 2315: A. L. Bor. "If bS's
place on d4 and f5>, W Is blocked
out, as bK can move bKal/a2/bl.
wQ can stop this by wQcl, but
this allows bS to shuttle. W's
prolonged manoeuvres to break
this is the study's theme, moves
2 and 19 being the keys."
1. Qe3 Sf5 2. d4/i eSxd4 3. Kg2
Se2 4. Qd2 eSd4 5. Kf2 Kbl 6.
Qc3 Ka2 7. Kel Kbl 8. Kd2 Ka2
9. Qel/ii Sh6 10. Kd3 hSf5 11.
Qd2 Sf3 12. Qf2 S3d4 13. Kc3/iii
Kbl 14, Qelf Ka2 15. Qe8 Kbl 16.
Qa8 Se2f 17 Kd3/iv eSd4 18. Qa3
fSe3 19. Qxb3/v Sxb3 20. Kxe3
Kxb& 21. f5 Kc3 22. f6 Sd4 23. fg
Sf5t 24. Kf2/vi wins.
i) "Vacating d3 for wK later."
ii) Against 9. Kd3? Sc2 is given.
iii) "Releasing wQ."
iv> 17. Kxb3? fSd4f draw.
v) 19. Kxd4? Sc2f 20. Kc3 Sxa3
21. f5 Sc4 draw.
vi) Other moves draw, or even
lose. 24. Kf4? Sxgl 25. h6 Se6|
26. Kf5 Sf8 27. Kf6 Sh7f.
Or 24. Ke2? Sxg7 25. h6 Se6 26.
h? Sf4f 27. Kf3 Sg6 28. Kg4 Kxb4
29, Kg5 Sh8 30. Kf6 Kxc5 31. Kg7
b4 32. Kxh8 b3 33. Kg7 b2 34.
h8Q blQ.

No. 2316: B. Petrenj. After 2 So-
viet composers comes a surprise,
a Yugoslav. This study is ob-
scure, in our opinion, according
to the printed solution. We
should like to have had a state-

Draw 7+6

ment of what Bl is threatening in
the diagram, for example. (AJR)
1. Rfl/i gRxf2f/ii 2. Bxf2 g2 3.
Rc6f/iii Kd5 4. Rd6f Kxe5 5.
Bg3f Rxg3 6. dRf6 clQf 7. Kxcl/
iv glQ 8. Rf2, winning bQ and
drawing.
Unquestionablv a fine curtain.
i) 1. Kxc2? gf 2. Bxf2 ffixf2f 3.
Kbl Rb2f 4. Kal Ra2f 5. Kbl
gRb2f 6. Kcl Kb3 and wins.
1. Rh4f? Kb3 2. Kcl gf 3. Bxf2
gRxf2 4. e4 b4 5. e6 Kc3 6. Rh8
Rfl 7. Rhl b3 is the only other
line given
ii) 1. . . gf 2. Bh2.
1. .. Rxgl 2. Rxgl Rxf2f 3. Kcl
g2 4. Rg6.
iii) 3. Rgl? Rxf2f 4. Kcl Rflf.
iv) 7. Rxcl? Kxf6 8. Rgl Kg5 9.
Kd3 Kg4 10. Ke2 Kh3 11. Kf2
Kh3 11. Kf2 Kh2, when the threat
of .. Rf3f wins.

No. 2317 R. Kujoth
4th Prize, U.S.C.F., 1972-3

Draw 4+8
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No. 2317: R. Kujoth. "A study by
an expert U.S. practical player
who has produced some smash-
ing miniature games that have
been known around the world.'*
1. Rxa7| Sxa7 2. Sc7f Kb6 3. Sa8f
Qxa8 4. Qb8 Qxb8 stalemate.

No. 2318 J. Buslnek
5th Prize, U.S.C.F., 1972-3

No. 2319 E. L. Pogosjants
(vii. 73)

Hon. Men., U.S.C.F., 1972-3

Draw 3+4

The judges" commentary reads
"A study with added nuances to
the familiar positional draws" . .
what positional draws, one wants
to ask?

Win 4+5

No. 2313- J, Rusinek. 1. Ra3 Rflf
2. Kg2 R£6 3. Be3 Rg6f 4. Khi/i
Kb5/ii 5. Sxa4 d4/iii 6, Bxd4/iv
Rg4 7. Sc3f Kb4 8. Ra4f Kb3 9.
Kh2/v Rf4 10. Sd5 Rg4 11. Rb4f
retaining the 2 piece advantage
and winning.
i) The point comes on the 9th
move.
ii) 4. . . Rg4 5. Sxd5 and 6. Bd2
wins.
iii) A decoy to set up a skewer
along the rank,
iv) 6. Bel? RcS 7, Bb2 d3 "even-
tually levels".
v) Had wK played to h2 on move
4, the play would now have been
9. Khl h3 10. Kh2 Rh4 11. Kgl
Rg4f 12. Khl Rf4, since now 13.
Sd5 fails to 13. . . RfIf.

No. 2319: E. L. Pogosjants.
1. Bc6| Kb3 2. Rb5f Ka3 3. Ra5f
Kb4 4. Rb5f Kc4 5. Re5 Bg7 6.
Bb5f Kb3 7. Bxe2 Ef5/i 8. Bdlf
Ka3 9. Bc2 Bxc2 stalemate,
i) 7. . . Kc2 8. Bdlf with two va-
riations, both nice: 8. . . Kxdl 9.
Kbl Bxe5 stalemate, and 8. . .
Kcl 9. Bb3 mirroring the main
line idea. A lovely thing! (AJR)

No. 2528
2 Commend U.S.C.F, 1972-3

Draw 6+4

No, 2320: V. Kalandadze. "Ele-
gantly forced play at the begin-
ning. Later, capture of wR al-
lows stalemate, while neither bR
can leave the first rank/'
1. g7f Kg8 2. c7 Rxe6t 3. g6 Be8/i
4, c8Q Rxc8/ii 5. Rxc5 b-Rb8 6.
Rb5 Rd8 7. Rd5 bRc8 8. RcS Re8
9. Re5 Ra8 10. Ra5 and so on.
i) 3. .. Rc6 4. Rxc5 follows,
ii) 4. . . Be3f 5. Rxe3 Rxc8 6.
Re8f Rxe8 stalemate.
JRH- Cf., by the same composer,
No. 2288 in EG.
For the 1st Commend, see Spot-
light in connection with No. 2181.
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No. 2321 K. Regan
Special Prize, U.S.C.F., 1972-3

Win 5+5

No. 2321: K. Regan. "A positio-
nal model by a teenage composer
which stands on its own; the spe-
cial prize is not merely a conso-
lation.''
1. Kf2 h3 2. a4/i ba 3. b5 a3 4. b6
a2 5. bl alQ 6. Rxg2f Khl 7. Rh2f
Kxh2 8. b8Qt and steps down the
ladder, checking all the time, to
mate on move 19 with capture of
bPh3.
i) 2. Rg3? glQf 3. Rxgl is stale-
mate.

No. 2322 V. Bunk a
Original

Win 5+5

No. 2322: V. Bunka (Czechoslova-
kia). 1. h8Q/i Rxh8/ii 2. Sc6t
Kf8 3. Se6f Kg8 4, Se7t Kh7 5.
Sg6 mate.
i) 1. Sc6|? Rxc6 2. h8Q Rxc5f 3.
Kd4 Rxh5 4. Qh7f Ke6 5. Qg8f
Kjf5(e7) draw.
ii) 1. . . Rxc5f 2. Kd4 Rxh5 3.
Qh7f Kf8 4. Sd7f Ke8 5. Sxf6f
wins, or here. 3. . . Ke8 4. Qg6.

No. 2323 F. S. Bondarwiko
and Al. P. Kuznetsov

Original

Win 8+8

No. 2323- F. S. Bondarenko and
Al. P Kiiznetsov. 1. Bb4 h2f 2.
Khl gf 3. Bxc3f Ke2 4. Sxf2 Kxf2
5. Ba5 Kg3 6. b4 wins.

No. 2324 Al. P. Kuznetsov
and V. I. Nlesbtadt
Original

Win 6+4

No. 2324: AL P. Kuznetsov and
V. I. Neishtadt. 1. b6 Rh3f/ 2.
Kg2 Rxh5 3. Se2 Kb2 4. Bd4f
Kxa2 5. Bf6 wins.
i) 1. . . Kd2 2. Belf Kxel 3. b7
Kfl 4. b8Q Rh3f 5. Qh2 Rh4 6.
Sb3.

No. 2325: Al. P. Kuznetsov. 1.
Rf2f Rxf2 2. a7 Re2f 3. Kxf3 Re8
4. Ec7f Kh3 5. Bb8 Rxb8 6. abR
wins.
JHR: Nearest is Fontana 1948 No.
2320 in Kasparians '2500\
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No. 2325 Al. P. Kuznetsov
Original

Win 4+4

No. 2326 F, S. Bondarenko
and A!. P. Kuznetsov

Original

Win 8+5

No. 2326: F S. Bondarenko and
Al. P. Kuznetsov. 1. Kg7 fe/i 2.
Bf7f Kf5 3. Se7f Kg4 4. Bh5f
Kxh5 5. Sfo flQ 6. g4| wins,
i) 1. . . d6 2. eff Kxf5 3. Bg6f
Kxf4 4. Bd3.

SPOTLIGHT FOR EG 40

No. 2291 and no. 2292 were discus-
sed in NC7, but alas were squeezed
out of EG39. This was caused by
the need to replace the original
No. 2250, and the replacement was
too space-consuming, taking over
the critical last page of the issue.
Put is at least original to have the
solutions without the diagrams!

Reviews

1. FIDE ALBUM 1914-1944, Volu-
me 3. This long-awaited volume
contains the studies and the
fairy compositions for the pe-
riod. The 1914-1928 selection
was by Gorgiev, Kaila and Man-
dil (director: Eondarenko), the
1929-1944 selection by Lommer,
Kazantsev and Mitrofanov (di-
rector; Korolkov). Out of 500
"entries" for the first period, 200

were chosen, and out of 937 for
the second only 237 were chosen.

There is no preface to explain
this disparity. The solutions are
as exiguous as we have come to
expect from the FIDE ALBUM
series, but we do appreciate the
difficulties that its production
suffers from. As regards con-
tents there is maj<3r duplication
with '1234' and '1357\ Price
£ 3.50*.

2.DAR CAISSY (,,The Gift of
Caissa"), by Alexander Kazant-
sev (in Russian). This book con-
sists largely of stories by the
eminent science fiction writer to
illustrate his studies. Although
there are ,,only" 29 studies in
ail, they are each and every one-
of a high standard and many
will be new, even to the know-
ledgable. Price £ 0.35*.

* Obtainable by writing to G. W.
Chandler, 46 Worcester Road, Sut-
ton SM2 6QB.

3. FINALURI COMPLEXE IN
SAH, by Mihai Radulescu (Ro-
mania, 1972). Deeply annotated
over~the-board endgames by
World Champions from S&einitz
to Tal. 345 diagrams. 206 pages.
The handful of studies is inci-
dental. (This book is not avail-
able).

223



UK ISSN 0012-7871

The Chess Endgame Study Circle and EG (4 issues p.a.)
Annual subscription due each July (month vii): £ 2.00 (of $6.00). If
renewing late (after November, month xi), please identify the EG-
year of your payment. To avoid misunderstandings, renew EARLY!

How to subscribe:
1. Send money (cheques, dollar bills, International Money Orders)
direct to A. J. Roycroft.

Or

2. Arrange for your Bank to transfer your subscription to the credit of:
A. J. Roycroft Chess Account, National Westminster Bank Ltd., 21
Lombard St., London EC3P 3AR, England.

Or

3. If you heard about E G through an agent in your country you may,
if you prefer, pay direct to him.

New subscribers, donations, changes of address, ideas, special subscrip-
tion arrangements (if your country's Exchange Control regulations
prevent you subscribing directly):

A. JL Roycroft, 17 New Way Road, London England, NW9 6PL.

Editor: A. J. Roycroft.

Spotlight - all analytical contributions:
W. Veitch, Herengracht 596 II, Amsterdam C, Holland.

"Anticipations", and anticipations service to tourney judges: J. R.
Hannan, 20 Oakfield Road, Stroud Green, London, England, N44NL.

To magazine and study editors: Please arrange to send the com-
plimentary copy of your magazine, marked "EG E x c h a n g e " , to:
C. If. Bent, Black Latches, Inkpen Common, Newbury, Berkshire,
England.

THE CHESS ENDGAME STUDY CIRCLE
Next meeting: Friday 4th July, 1975, at 6.15 p.m. At: 101 Wigmore
Street (IBM building, behind Self ridge's in Oxford Street).

Printed by: Drukkerij van Spijk - Postbox 210 - Venlo - Holland

224


