No. 50 (last of Vol III)

February 1978 (4 months late)

FIDE COMMISSION, 1977

Malinska, on the island of Krk in
Yugoslavia, was the site of the
20th meeting of the FIDE Compo-
sitions Commission, from 6-13.ix.
77. FIDE Master titles were awar-
ded to, among others, Alexander
Hildebrand and the President, Jan
Hannelius.

A second WCCT seems to be on the
cards, with the organisation split
between West Germany and Cze-
choslovakia (4 sections each): Is-
rael will set the studies theme
and be responsible for judging it.
An exciting event was the first
World Solving Championship (for
teams of two). There were 6
rounds, with favourites, Finland,
winning only in the last round
(helpmates), when Israel lapsed.
Yugoslavia were third, West Ger-
many fourth, the USSR fifth. John
Beasley and Ron Brain represen-
ted Britain, who came eighth out
of nine.

In 1978 the meeting will be in
early September, at Canterbury.
Do plan to be there! Any Briton
willing to assist (and not just with
money), please get in touch as
soon as possible with Barry P.
Barnes, Marsh House, Marsh Road,
Halling, Rochester, Kent ME2 1DB.

FIDE ALBUM 1974-1976
Tourney details.

Send your best (ie, not all!) stu-
dies published in this 3-year pe-
riod to the Tourney Director: AJR.
The following instructions must be
followed: 5 copies (on separate
sheets) with clear position and full
solution, stipulation, date and pla-
ce of first publication, rank (if

any) in tourney award, dedica-
tion; full name and address and
nationality. Use one side of the
paper only. Closing date 30.vi.78.

PROBLEM 181-187 (viii.77).

Articles by Bondarenko, Gorgiev,
Maksimovskikh, Pogosjants and
AJR are included, The AJR article
is in English, proposing (see p. 453
of EG 48) a systematic approach
to identifying and filling all the
gaps in endgame theory. Despite a
couple of diagram misprints and
several other confusions you should
be able to follow it! From this
issue we learn of the passing cf
Andrei Maksimovich Bogomaz (13.
xii.10 to 13.ix.75) in Odessa, and of
Nikolai Fedorovich Zababurin
(1925 to 12.vi.75) in Simferopol,

A Basic Idea (Matrix) Expressed
in Different Ways (Settings).

by Jehuda Hoch (Petakh Tikva,
Israel).

H1 and H2 show the basic idea:
bQ cannot check on rank or dia-
gonal, but only on the c-file. So
we need to ”add something” that
will both prevent the check on the
c-file and threaten a matet that bQ
cannot prevent, This is an idea for
a study.

What is this “something” to be?
The natural candidate is wQ, as in
H3, where W wins by two quiet
moves (with only K’s and Q’s on
the board). After composing H3 I
found a way to replace wQ with
wR+wP, as in H4.

But H5 was a real surprise, using
wS+wP (and in bP). The resem-
blance between H3 and H5 was un-
noticed at the time of composing
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H5, because bPc3 (preventing a
bQ check on the diagonal) dis-
guises the connection, so that H5
does not show the idea clearly.
However, H6 shows the idea clear-
ly, using just wS+wP.

We have seen the idea expressed
with wQ, wR and wS (wB does not
look promising). Is it possible to
use the same setting with less ma-
terial? Surprisingly, the answer is
’yes’, for instance in H7, one of the
most beautiful settings ever seen
on the chessboard, where W, with
only 2P’s wins (not draws!)
against bQ+bB+bS on an open
board. As can be seen from HS, B1
would draw if he did not have bS

This is all that I know about the
settings using the basic situation
shown in H1 and H2. I do not be-
lieve that it is possible to show it
with less material than in H7, but
is it possible to use it with other
material that that shown in this
article? This I leave to the reader.

H1 (see text)
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H3 1. b7 Ba5t 2. Ke8 €2/i 3. Bd2/
ii Bxd2/iii 4. b8Q elQt 5. Kxf8/iv
Bxf4 6. Qxf4/v Kh7, and now any
check by wQ draws, but 7, Kf7
wins, mating.

i) 2. ... Be7 3. Kxf8 e2 (Bxf4;
Bxe3) 4. Bd2 Bxf4 (else £5) 5. Bxf4
elQ 6. b8Q wins like main line. .
ii) 3. b8Q? elQt 4. Kxf8 Qb4t 5.
Qxb4 Bxb4f draws.

iii) 3. ... Be7 4. Kxf8 wins as be-
fore.

iv) Threat: 6. Qb2+ with mate 01
g7 or h2. Also 6. Kf7. If now 5. ...
Bb4t 6. Kf7f, or 5. ... Qg3 (gl) €
Qe5t, or 5. ... Kh7 6. Qe71 Kgé 7.
Qf7t Kh6 8. QgTt.

v) With just K+ Q vs. K+Q there
are no checks by bQ, and Bl can’t
cope with the mate threats.

H4 J. Hoch
Original
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Black to Move White Wins
644

H4 1. ... Rhif 2. Kxc2 Rh2t 3
Kel Rhlt 4. Sd1 Rxdlt 5. Ke2
(Kxd1?) 5. ... Rd2t 6. Kxd2 Qxe8
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7. d7/1 Q-/ii 8. d8Q Qxd8t 9. Ke2
wins.

i) But not immediately 7. Kc2
(cl)? Qe2(el)t draws.

Now it is seen why 5. Kxd1? is
wrong: 5. ... Qxe8 6. d7 Qh5t and
”Bl at least draws”.

ii) 7. ... Qxd7t 8. Kel Wms

. Hoch

H5
AL HAMISHMAR, 1976
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H5 1. Be3 dc 2. Sxg4 elQ (g6;
S£7) 3. g6+ Kxh8 4. Shé.
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H7 L. A Mitrofanov
1st Prize, Vecherny Thilisi,
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H7 The position has been strip-
ped of its introductory two moves
(and a demolition thereby by-
passed). 1. g7 h1Q 2. g8Qt Bb8 3.
a7 Sc6t 4. de Qxh51 7. Qg5 (Ka6?
Qe2t) 7. ... Qxgbt 8. Ka6 BxaT 9.
c7 wins!

(See EG 9, No. 383 and EG 25, p.
256.)

HS8 A. O. Herbstman and

G. Nadareishvili
1st Pr., Shakhmatnaya
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Draw 4417

H8 1. Bxd4 g3t 2. Kgl h2t 3. Khil
Bxg2t 4. Kxg2 f3t 5. Khl blQt
6. Bglt Qb4 7. Qxb4t Kh3 8. Bxh2
f2 9. Qh4t Kxh4 10. Bxg3t Kxg3
stalemate.

(See EG 23, No, 1216.)

JRH comments from the viewpoint
of anticipations: ” ... interestiag
as showing how a composer’s mind
works, but I do not think the ap-
proach is of value to the craft of
finding anticipations. Would any
judge be impressed if it were sug-
gested that H8 were an anticipa-
tion of H5? Even the anticipations
I cite in EG are sometimes discoun-
ted (True! AJR), so that such sn
esoteric citation of H8 against H5
would clearly be met with derision.
All this is not to be taken os
meaning that the article is of no
value; but I think its value lies in
guiding composers to new ideas
rather than to showing relation-
ship between studies. At this stage
of study development, I do 10t
think anyone is likely to say that
H5 is significantly related to HS.
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The relationship between H5 and
Kubbel (1917, No. 1281 in ’2545")
appears to me to be much closer.
Is Pogosjants (1976: WKg6 wPe2
bKh8, bPg7 - 1. Kf7 g5 . . glQ
6. e8Q’r Kh7 7. Qedt Kh6 8. Qh4
mate) one of this group? Perhaps
not, as W is to move, perhaps Bl
should be to move.”

PECKOVER JUBILEE TOURNEY

Final Award

No. 3021 — wPa6 (not wPab).
No. 3024 bShé (not bRh6).

No. 3029 — no one has analysed
10. Kf5,

No. 3033: Bl wins. 7. ... Ke3 (in-
stead of 7. ... Kg3) 8. Bg2 bc 9.
Kxa6 ¢5 10. Kb5 Kd4. Notified by
the composer,

No. 3040: B1 wins. Main line 3. ...
Bxe6t 4. Ke5 Re8 5. Kd6 g6 6. Rf6
gh 7. gh Kg7 8. h6+ Kh7 9. gbt fg
10, Rxe6 Rxe6t 11. Kxe6 Kxh6.
The attempt to correct by adding
wPg3 fails due to a cook: 3. Ke5
fg 4. e7 Re8 5. Kd6 Bxg4 6. Rf4
and 7. g4, when f5 is not available
to Bl (see original solution). Ana-
lysis by Hans Béhm in Schakend
Nederland, x.77.

Therefore, No. 3033 and No, 3040
are eliminated. No. 3034 receives
7 H.M. and No. 3041 receives 6th
Commend. No other changes.

Special Prize for Best U.S.A.
entry: No. 3213, by P. Monsky.
The prize-and-publication fund
was subscribed by Walter Korn,
Neil McKelvie, Chris Becker . and
Edmund Peckover himself. The
whole idea originated in the U.S.A.
too.

AJR, i.78

THEMES-64, 1974-1976 is avail-
able, bound, at Fr. Francs 60.—
from: Francois Fargette, 10 Allee
de la Closerie, F. 78240 Chambour-
cy, FRANCE.

As well as problems (many kinds),
studies and reviews there are in-
teresting articles, such as those on
the USSR Code of Composition.

Tourney Announcements.

1. Camil Sénéca Memorial, an-
nounced by Thémes-64, Closing
date: 31.xii.78. Formal. Judges:
M. Milescu and H. Aloni. Send
to: C. Boy, ’Concours Special
No. 14’, La Grave-Izon, F.33459
Saint Loubes, France. Limit per
composer: 3 studies.

2. Thematic tourney: ’one or more
pieces, W or Bl, play far from
bK”. By 31.vii.78, To: MONGO-
LIA, 9 Sukhe-Bator Square,
Ulan Bator, MONGOLIA.
Judge: E. Pogosjants.

Gandolfi (see p. 495 of EG 48). Dr.
Adriano Chicco refers to an article
he contributed to Sinfonie Scac-
chistische (iv-vii.75), in which it
is made clear that Gandolfi com-
posed about 100 studies.

NEW BOOKS.

Encyclopedia of Chess, H. Golom-
bek (Ed.). Articles in this sump-
tuous production include one 1y
David Hooper on the endgame, and
one by AJR onthe endgame study.

Nieuwe Schaakkuriosa, Tim Krab-
bé, 1977 (in Dutch), Games, pro-
blems and studies figure in this
collection of 265 positions presen-
ted in the Assiac style but with
rather more analyses. Included
is Krabbé’s demolition of a famous
Zepler 1st Prize study (Kc2/a8=).

524



DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS

No. 3150 S. Rumyantsev
9 Sp. Comm., Sports Gazette
(Ukraine), 1976
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243

Draw
No. 3150: S. Rumyantsev. 1. Sf3f
Kg2 2. Sd4 a2 3. Kf5 Kf2 4. Ke4
Kel 5, Kd3 Kd1l 6. Ke3 Kcl 7. Se2t
Kbl 8. Sd4, positional draw.
JRH: seems to be a new drawn
position,

No. 3151 V. Kozirev
10 Sp. Comm., Sports Gazette
(Ukraine), 1976
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No. 3151: V. Kozirev. 1. h7 Be2f 2.
Kd2 f1Q 3. h8Q Qd1f 4. Ke3 Qd3t
5. Kf4 Qf3t 6. Kgb Qg4t 7. Kh6
Qh5+ 8. Kg7 Qe5t1 9. Kg8 Be4t 10.
Kh7 Bd3t 11. Kg8 Qe8t 12, Kg7
Qe7t 13. Kh6 Kh3 14. Qc8t Kh4 15.
Qgd4t Kxg4 stalemate.

No. 3152: P. Perkonoja and R.
Heiskanen. The tourney celebrat-
ed Visa Kivi’s 70th birthday.
There were 143 entries by 89 com-
posers from 15 countries. 589,
were demolished; 20 had second
solutions, 18 had no solution, 36
had serious duals, 9 were anti-
cipated. Judge: V. Kivi.

1. Rhlty Kg4 2. Sf61 Kgd 3. Sxe8
Kxg2 4. Rh8 £3 5. Rg8+ Kh1 6, Rf8
Kg2 7. Sd6 Bd2 8. Rg8t Kh2 9, Se4
Be3t 10. Kc4 f2.11. £g3 Kg2 12.
Kd3 1f4 13. Se2f Kf3 14. Sd4
mate.

“A good try in 1. Rxf44?, a fairly
long solution, and a model mate
with two self-blocks.” (The mate
is not pure as e2 is covered twice.
AJR)

No. 3152 P. Perkonoja and

R. Heiskanen

1st Prize,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
Award: Suomen Shakki, iii.77
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No. 3153 E. Pogosjants

2nd Prize,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
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Win 6+5
No. 3153: E. Pogosjants. 1. Sd8+t
Kce8 2. Bf5t Kxe7 3. Se6t Kd6 4.
Sxf4 Keb 5. Be8 Kxf4 6. Bb7 h3
7. g3+ Kg4 8. Pxa8 h2 9. Bxh2 Kh3
10. Bf3 wins.

A

“5. Be8 and 10, Bf3 are effective,
and the B1 counterplay, with 6. ...
h3 and 8. ... h2 is elegant.”
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No. 3154

V. A. Bron
3rd Prize,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney 1975 6
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No. 3154: V. A. Bron, 1. Sb3{ Kb4
2. Sd4 Kc4 3. e3 Kd3 4. Sc2 Sf5 5.
Bxa6t Ke4 6. Bb7t Kd3 7. e4 Sd6
8. Bc6 Sxe4 9. Bb5 mate.

“A beautiful minor-piece combina-

tion showing a familiar model
mate that is brought about in an
original way.”

No. 3155
4th Prize,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney 1975-6
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No. 3155: V. A, Bron. 1. a7 elQft
2. Kxel Rxe5t 3. Kf2 Sc7 4. Bxe7
Re8 5. Bb8 Re4 (Rxb8; abR) 6.
a8R Ra4 7. Ra7 Rxa7 8. Bxa7 Kh2
9. Kf3 Kh3 10. Bf2,

“Stalemate avoidance by under-
promotion R, both in the main and
side variations, The main line re-
tains its interest even after the
exchange of R’s.”

No. 3156 J. Lamoss

1 HM,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
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No. 3156: J. Lamoss. 1. Sa3 Ra5 2.
Sc4 Res 3. Re7 Rxe7 4. Sd6 RgTt
5. Kh4 Rgb 6. Sf7+.

“Nice R-sacrifices: 3, Re7 and 1. ...
e3 2. Sxbs.”

No. 3157

5+5

A. Koranyi
2 HM.,,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney 1975-6
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No. 3157: A. Koranyi. I: 1. h3 Bf4
2. hg Kc2 3. Kg2 Kd3 4. g5 Ke4 5.
g6 Beb5 6. g7. 1I: 1, h4a Bf4 2. h5
Kb3 3. Kg2 Kc4 4. h6 Kd5 5. h7
Be5 6. h8Q.

“This twin provides a superb
example of drawing with P
against B4+PP.”

No. 3158: E. Asaba. 1. Recl Bbl 2.
Be5 alQ 3. Rxcbt Kb4 4. Re4t Kb3
5. Re3t Kb4 6. Re4t Kb5 7. Redt
Kb6é 8. Ras Fa2 9. Bd4t Kb7 10.
Rb5+ Kc6 11, Rcb5+ Kd6 12. Bebt
Kxch 13. b4t K- 14. Bxal.

“R-sacrifice incorporating both
checking and quiet moves.”
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No. 3158 E. Asaba

1 Comm,,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
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No. 3159 V. Kalandadze

2 Comm,,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
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No. 3159: V. Kalandadze. 1. c7
Be5t 2. Kh7 Bce2t 3. Bg6 Bxgbt 4.
Kxgb6 Sd5 5. Se4t Keb 6, Sgbt Kdb
7. Sf7t Ke6 8. Sd8+ Kd6 9. c8S

mate.
“Mate brought about by 3S’s.”

No. 3160 C. J. de Feijter
Special Mention,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
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No. 3160: C. J. de Feijter. 1. Kb5
Ka3 2. Bc2 Rg2 3, Bd3 Rd2 4. Bfl
Rb2t+ 5. Kag Ka4 6. Bh3 b5 7. BdT7.
“Theoretically significant in that
according to Cheron RSP always
wins against B.”

No. 3161 V. Nestorescu

(x-xii.75)
1st Prize, Thémes-64, 1975
Award: x-xii. 6
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No. 3161: V. Nestorescu. Only 14
compositions for this annual in-
formal tourney judged by G. A.
Nadareishvili. “Excellent example
of the (known) geometrical move-
ments of B and R operating
against each other, The concentra-
ted play is enriched by a thematic
try and by the startling 4. Ph8!”
1. Se3/i f1Q/ii 2. Sxf1 Rxf1 3. Bb3/
iii Rxhl/iv 4. Bh8/v alQ 5. Bxal
Kxal 6. Ba4 Kb2 7. Bb5 Ka3 (Kc3;
Ec6) 8. Pa6 Kb4 9. Bb7 draw.

i) 1. Be2? f1Q 2. Bxf1 Rxfl 3. Kxh2
Kxc2 4. Be5 Rbl and 5. ... Rb2.
1. Sxf2? Rxf2 2. Kxf2 h1Q 3. Ke2
Kecl 4. Se3 Qh2t 5. Kd3 Qd2t 6.
Ke4 Kbl.

ii) 1. ... Kxal 2, Bb3 f1Q 3. Sxfl
Rxf1 4. Kxh2 Kb2 5. Bxa2, but not
here 4. Bxa2? Rxhl, nor 4. Kg2?
Rbl 5. Bxa2 Rb2.

iii) 3. Ph8? Rxdl 4. Kxh2 Rd2+t
and 5. ... Rb2.

v) 3. ... Kxal 4, Kxh2,

v) 4. Fxa2t? Kxal 5. B- R to same
file as wB. Similarly, 4. Be3 (d4,
etc.,) Rel (dl, etc.).

JRH: At least 5 studies show the
final manoeuvre. Gazonyi (1934),
p. 76 of Rueb (S) IV, Fritz (1961),
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No. 850 in FIDE Album, Gorgiev
(1961/2), No. 200 in Nadareishvili’s
book. De Feijter (1970, Scha-
kend Nederland. Soukup Bardon
(1952), Tid. KNSB.

No. 3162 J. Roche (x-xii.75)
2nd Prize, Thémes-64, 1975
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No. 3162: J. Roche. “In sparkling
style the composer adds a wR
promotion to the known succes-
sive promotions to WS.” 1, a7 Khl
/i 2. a8S h2/ii 3. Sb6 cb 4. c7 b5 5.
c8S b4 6. Sd6 ed 7. e7 d5 8. €8S
d4/iii 9. Sf6 gf 10. g7 f5 11. g8Q
fe 12. Qg2 mate,
i) 1. ... Kg3 2. a8R is the original
touch, for if 2. a8Q? h2 3. Qh8
hl1Qt 4. Qxhl stalemate.
ii) 2. ... Kh2 3. Kxf2 Khl 4. Sbé
Kh2 5 Sd5 Khl 6. Sf6 Kh2 7.
Cgd4t and 8. Kfl.
iii) 8. ... de 9. fe 3 10. Sf6 gf 11.
g7 5 12, Kxf2 £f3 13. Kxf3 and 14.
g8Qt.
JRH: I have 18 showing the S-
promotions, none with the R-pro-
motion sideline,

No. 3163 A. Maksimovskikh

(i-iii.75)

1 H.M. Thémes-64, 1975
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No. 3163: A. Maksimovskikh. “Two
echo-variations follow an interes-
ting introduction. The saving
move 5. Ke7 puts an end to Bl’s
piquant threat.” 1. ¢6 Sd5/i 2. ¢7
Sxc7 3. Be4t/ii Kxed 4. Sb6 Se6t
5. KeT7/iii, with two variations: 5.
... Sc3 6, Sc4 blQ 7. Sd2t, or 5. ...
Sa3(d2) 6. Sa4 blQ 7. Se3t.

i) 1. ... Sa3(d2) 2. ¢7 blQ 3. c8Q
draw. 1. ... Sb5 2. Ba6.

ii) 3. Bc8? Sc3(d2).

iii) Tf wK fails to attack bS, then,
5, Kc8(e8)? Sd2 6. Sa4 blS wins,
by accepted, but unproven, theo-
ry. 5. Kd7? Scbt (or ... Sa3(d2)
first) and the fork by wS fails.

No. 3164 0. Komai
(vii-ix.75)
2 H.M., Thémes-64, 1975
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No. 3164: O. Komai. “The central
moment is the bB sacrifice on g4.
A comparable finale is in a study
by Koranyi” (Probably No. 2460
in EG 43 - AJR.).
1. Re21/i Kf7 (K-; Rel) 2. Bg8t/ii
Kxg8/iii 3. Rxg2 alQ 4. Bxd4t
Pg4t 5. Rxg4t Kh7 6. Rg7t (Bxal
is stalemate) 6. ... Kh8 7. Rd7t
(Bxal stalemate) 7. ... Kg8 8. Bxal
wins.

i) 1. Bg8+? KdT.

ii) 2. Rel? Kxg7 draws, for in-
stance, 3. Be4 Kf6 4, Bxg2 Bf5 5.
Ral Bbl 6. Pd5 Kf5 7. Bxa2 Bxa2
8. Rxa2 d3, or 3. Bd3 Kf6 4. Kh4
Pf5 5. Bxf5 Kxf5 6. Kg3 d3 7. Kf3
h5.

iii) 2. ...
Bxa2.

Kxg7 3. Rxg2t and 4.
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No. 3165 B. G. Olympiev

(vii-ix.75)
1 Commend, Thémes-64, 1975
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No. 3165: B. G. Clympiev. *
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‘Inte-
resting specimen of the problem-
study, terminating in a mate using
promoted wS.” The stipulation
could indeed read 'Mate in 10°.
1.c7/i Se8 2. c8S (c8Q? Sd6t) 2. ...
Sd6t 3. Sxd6 a2/ii 4. Sb5/iii g2 &.
Sc3t/iv Ka3 6. Sd1 Ka4 7. Sb2f
Ka3 8. Sd3 Ka4 9. Sc2 alQ 10. Scb
mate or 9. ... glQ 10. Sb2 mate.
i) 1. Sb3? a2 2. c7 Se8.

ii) 3. ... g2 4, Se4 a2 5. Sc2,

iii) 4. Se4? Ka3 5. Kc3 Kad.

iv) 5. Sc2? alQ or Bel.

(iv—vi.75)
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No, 3166: J. Sevcik. “The impres-
sion left is of the path traversed
by bK, gripped by perpetual
check.” 1, Sb5+ Kcb/i 2. Sd4 alQ
(h2? BeTt) 3. Pelt Kd5 4. BbT7t
Keb5 5. Sf3t+ Kf5 6. Sh4t Kg4 1.
Tf3+ Kg3 8. Bd6t Kxh4 9. BeTf,
draw.

i) 1. ...
KcT7 3, Bebt, or 2. ...
Kd5 4. BbTt.

No. 3167

Ke6? 2, Sd4t wins, 2. ...
Ke5 3. Belt

E. L. Pogosjants
3rd Prize,
Shakhmatnaya Moskva, 1963
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No. 3167: E. L. Pogosjants. 1. Kf2
Se2 2. Kxe2 Bd7 3. SgT7t KI7 4.
Sh5 Bgdt 5. Kf2 RPxh5 6. g4 Bg6
7. Kg3 draw.

For the 1st Prize in this tourney,
see No, 185 in ’Gallery’; 2nd Prize,
No. 224 in EG7; 2 HM, p. 7 of EG
33. Judge: An. G. Kuznetsov.

No. 3168 1. V. Chuiko

Special Prize,
Shakhmatnaya Moskva 1963
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Win 64-11

No, 3168: I. V. Chuiko. 1. gRdl¥
Kxe2 2, Relt Kd2 3. Kh2 Be5 4.
Kgl f6 5. Rbl (Kfl1? stalemate)
Ke2 6. eRelt Kd2 7. Kh2 (Kf1?
stalemate) 7. ... Ke2 8. Relt Kd2
9. Kh3 Kec2 10. eReclt Kd2 11. Kh4
Ke2 12. Relt Kd2 13. Kh5 Kc2 14.
eRelt Kd2 15, Kg6 Ke2 16, Relft
Kd2 17. Kf7 Ke2 18. eRelt Kd2 19.
Ke6 Ke2 20. Relt Kd2 21. Kd7
Ke2 22, eRcelt Kd2 23. Ke6 Ke2 24.

o

&

\
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Relt Kd2 25. Kb5 Kc2 26, eRclt
Kd2 27. Kb4 Ke2 28, Relt Kd2
29, Ral Kc2 30. Ra2 mate.
Provided W does not overstep the
50-move rule, wK can take as long
as he likes over his march. One
wonders whether a position is pos-
sible where it is only the 50-move
rule that prevents duals? (AJR)

A. Zaitsev

3rd Prize,
Shakhmatnaya Moskva, 1962
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Win +4
No. 3169: A. Zaitsev. 1. Rf31 Ke2

2. Sxd2 Kxd2 3. 6 Ke2/i 4. f7 Kxf3
5. Kg7 Sf5t 6. Kg6/ii Sh4t 7. Kgb.
i) 3. ... Sxf6 4. Rxf6 Sc8 5. Rab.
ii) 6. Kh8? gSe7 7. Kh7 Kf4 8. f8Q
Ke5 draw,

For 1st and 2nd Prizes, sce Nos,
221 and 220 in EGT7. A Special
Prize is No. 84 in 'Gallery’. Judge:
An. G. Kuznetsov.

No. 3170 Al. P. Kuznetsov
HM,,

Qhakhmatnaya Moskva 1962
’ 2
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Draw 444
No. 3170: Al, P. Kuznetsov. 1. gb/i
fg 2, Kg4 Bh6/ii 3. Kh5 Kg7 4. f4
gf 5. £3. Zugzwang. 5. ... Kf6 6.

V//?’

\

Kxh6 Kf5 7. Kh5 Ke6 8. Kgd/iii
Keb 9. Kgb. Zugzwang, winning a
bP and drawing.

i) 1. Kf4? h5 2. g5 Bd6t 3. Kf5 h4.
ii) 2. ... Be7 3. f4 h51 4. Kf3 g4t
5. Kg3 and 6. f3.

iii) 8. Kh6? Kd5 9. Kg5 Ke5 and
W is in Zugzwang.

No. 3171

o

Al. P. Kuznetsov
and B, N. Sidorov
Original
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No, 3171: Al, P. Kuznetsov and B.
N. Sidorov. 1. Se3t/i Ke2 2. h7
(Sd5? Bel) 2. ... Bf6 3. h8Q Bxh8
4. g7 Pxgr 5. f6 Bh8/ii 6. Sd5/ii1
Kecl 7. Se3 Ke2/iv 8. Sd5, positio-
nal draw,

i) 1. h7? Bf6t 2. Sc3t Bxc3dt 3.
Kbl Ke2.

ii) 5. ... Ph6 6. Se2 d5 7. Sd4t Kd3
8. Sf5 Bf8 9. Sg7 d4 10. Se6 Bhé6
11. f7 Ke3 12. Sxd4 draw.

iii) 6. Se4? d5 7. Sc3 d4 8. £f7 d3
wins.

iv) 7. ... Bxf6 stalemate. 7. ... d5
8. Se2t Ke2 9. Sd4+t.

No. 3172 Al P. Kuznetsov

Original

1
X1 7Y
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No. 3172: Al. P. Kuznetsov, 1. b4t/
ab 2. 0-0-0 h3 3. Kb2/ii h2 (Sxf4;
b8Q) 4. b8S b4 5. Sc61 Ka4 6. Rd4
a5 7. cb wins,

i) 1. 0-0-0? Bb3 2, Rgl h3 3. b8Q
h2 wins.

ii) 3. b8S? &xf4 4. Sc6+ Ka4 5. Kb2
Sxe2,

No. 3173
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Win

Al. P. Kuznetsov
Original
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No. 3173: Al. P, Kuznetsov. 1. Qb5
(Kxg7? KeT7) 1, ... Rg8/i 2. Qe5tl/ii
Kf8 3. Qd6+ Ke8 4. f6 gft 5. Kxf6
Rf8+ 6. Kg7 Rf71 7. Kg8 wins.

i) 1. ... 0-0 is illegal, as bK must
have moved to allow entry of
bRd8.

i) 2. f67 gft 3. Kxf6 Rf8f 4. KgT
Rf7+ 5. Kgb Kf8.
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No. 3174 J. Rusinek
= 1/2 Prize, 4th Shakhmaty

Therr:;v g‘;)&lrnssfie 1974
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Win 646

No. 3174: J. Rusinek. The set
theme was “a 2-phase study, in
which a piece-play phase is suc-
ceeded by a pawn-play phase, pre-

7
_

§
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ferably with a resemblance be-
tween the phases”. Judge: N. Kra-
lin. 1. Pf4 Sg3 2. Sxg3 Sc3t 3. Kb2
Se2/i 4. Shl Sxf4 5. ef Kf1l 6, cb
Kg2 7. ¢6 Kxhl 8. ¢7 Kgl 9. c8Q
h1Q 10. Qclt Kh2 11, Qxhlt Kxhl
12. 5 h3 13. b6 h2 14, b7 Kgl 15.
b8Q h1Q 16. QaTt/ii Kf1 17. Qaly
Kg2 18. @xhlt Kxhl 19. f5 h5 20.
f6 h4 21. f7 h3 22, f8Q h2 23. Qfl
mate.

i) 3. ... Sd1t 4. Kb3 Sf2 5. Shl.
i1) T'ad wK played to ¢2 on move
3, and promoted on b8 before c8,
then after 16, Qcbt Kecl there
would be no way of forcing the
exchange of Q’s.

No. 3175 V. Kozyrev
= 1/2 Prize, 4th Shakhmaty
Theme Tourney, 1974
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Black to Move, 7+5
White Draws
No. 3175: V. Kozyrev. 1. ... Sf7¢+ 2.

Rxf7 Qxc3t (Kxf7; d8St) 3. Kgd/i
Qh8i/ii 4. Kxh8 Kxf7 5. d8St Kf8
6. Se6t Sxe6 7. Sf3 Sd8 8. Se5 Sf7t
9. Sxf7 Kxf7 10. d4 a5 11. d5 a4
12. d6 a3 13. d7 a2 14. d8St/iii K18
15. Se6t Kf7 16. Sd8f draws, but
not 16. Sd4? alR wins,

i) 3. de? Kxf7 4. d8Qt and the
solution proceeds as the main line,
except that W promotes on the c-
file instead of the d-file, See the
note at W’s 14th move.

ii) 3. ... Qb3 4. h8St (d8S? Qd5;
h8S+, Kh6) 4. ... Kh6 5. d8Q Qg3t
6. Sgb6 Qxg6t 7. Kf8 Se6t 8 Ke7
Sxd8 9. Rf6.

iii) Promotion on ¢8, as would
have followed 3. dc?, would not be
with check,



No. 3176 J. Rusinek
3rd Prize, 4th Shakhmaty
Theme Tourney, 1974
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No. 3176: J. Rusinek. 1. Ke2 ReT}
2. Kxf2 Kb4 3. Re3 Rxe3 4. Kxe3
Ke3 5. Bbl Kb2 6. g4 Kxbl 7. g5 b4
8. g6 b3 9. c3 (cb? ¢3) 9. ... b2 10.
g7, with two lines: 10. ... Ke2 11.
g8B wins, and 10. ... Ka2 11, g8R
wins, but not here 11. g8Q? blQ
12. Qa8+t Kb3 13. Qb8+ Kxc3 14.
Qxbl stalemate.

JRH: Sonntag (1967, Magyar Sak-
kelet) wKe3, wPc3, d4, e2, g6;
bKbl. bPb2, c4, d5. 1. g7 and 1. ...
Ke2 2. g8B, or 1. ... Ke2 2, g8R
Kb3 3. Kd2 blSt 4. Kel Sxc3 5.
Rb8+ Ka3 6. e3.

Kraemer (1929, Denken und Ra-
ten) wKe3, wPc6, e6, g6; bKbl,
bPb2, c4, e7. 1. g7 and 1. ... Ka2
2. g8R, or 1, ... Kc2 2. g8B.

No. 3177 S. Sakharov
1 H.M., 4th Shakhmaty
Theme Tourney, 1974
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No. 3177: S. Sakharov. 1. a7 Sbé6 2.
cb al@Q 3. a8Q Qxa8 4. BaT7 g6 5.
Ke7 gb 6. Ke8 g4 7. Ke7 Qb8 8.

T"xb8 Kxb8 9. K47 Ka8 10. Ke6
Kb8 11. Kf5 Ke8 12. Kxg4 Kd7 13.
Kxg3 Kc6 14. Kh4/i Kxb6 15. g4
Ke6 16, g6 Kd6 17. Kh5 Ke7 18.
Kh6 Kf8 19. Kh7 wins.

i) 14. Kf4? Kxb6 15. g4 Kc7 16. gb
Kd7 17. Kf5 Ke7 18. Kg6 b5.
JRH: Very similar penning of Q
in Pondarenko and Kakovin
(1957), No. 1083 in ’2545’, The fi-
nal phase is shown in Moravec
(1941), No. 58 in Chernev’s Prac-
tical Chess Endings’.

No. 3178 E. Pogosjants
2 H.M,, 4th Shakhmaty
Theme Tourney, 1974
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No. 3178: E. Pogosjants. 1. Shé
Rxh6 2. gh Qg8 3. Qh8 Qxh8 4.
h7 a3 5. Kd7 Qg8 6, hgQt Kxg8 7.
Ke7 Kh8 8. Kd6 and 11, Kxa3.

JHR: In addition to Moravec (see
previous study) there is Pogo-
sjants (1964), No. 513 in ’636°.

No. 3179 A. Kuryatnikov

Commended 4th Shakhmaty
Theme Tourney, 1974
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No. 3179: A. Kuryatnikov. 1. Qc3
Ra2t 2. Kd3 Rh2 3, Qal{ Qa7 4.
h8Q+ Rxh8 5. Qxh8t Qb8 6. Qalt
Qa7 7. Qxa7t Kxa7 8. Kd4 Kb8 9.
Kds Kc7 10. Ke6 Kc6 11. Kf6
(Ke7? d5) 11. ... Kd7 12. Kf7 Kcb
13, Ke6 Kc7 14. Ke7 Kc6 15. Kd8
d5 16. e5 wins.

No. 3180 E. Pogosjants
Commended, 4th Shakhmaty
Theme Tourney 1974
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No. 3180: E. Pogosjants. 1. Rf6t
Kg5 2. e7 Kxf6 3. e8S6/i Ke6 4.
Sxd6 Kxd6 5. Kf2 Ke6 6, Kg3 Kf5
7. Kh4 wins.

i) 3. e8Q? Rebt 4. Qxebt Kxeb 5.
Ke2 Kf6 6. Kf2 Kg6 draw.
JRH: Cf. Prokop (1924), p. 80 of
'Fritz’. And Drtina (1908), No, 385
in ’636’.

No. 3181 J. Kopelovich
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No. 3181: J. Kopelovich. 1. d7/i
Bxd7/ii 2. a7 Bce6/iii 3. a8Q/iv
Bxa8 4. e7 Be6/v 5. Kxc6 glR/vi 6.
e8R/vii and wins.

i) 1. a7? glQ 2. a8Q Qcb5t 3. Kb8
Qxd6t 4. BeT Qxe6 5. Qf3+ Kg6.
ii) 1. ... Bg6 2. a7 g1Q (Be4; e7) 3.
a8Q QcdHT (Qg3t; Ke8, Qxh3; Qd5+)
4. Qc6 Qebt 5. Kc8 Be4 6. Qc4 Bf5
7. €7 Bxh3 8, Qf7t+. 1. ... Bf7 2. cf
glQ 3. f8Q QaTt 4. Kcb6 Qxabt
(Qa8t; Kcb, QaTt; Bb6) 5. Bb6.

iii) 2. ... glQ 3. a8Q Bxe6 4. Qf3t
Kg6 5. Qf6+ Kh5 6. Qe5t.

iv) 3. e7? glQ 4. a8Q Be8 5. Qd3t
Kh4 and W does not win.

v) 4. ... g1Q 5. e8Q Qg6 6. Qe2}
mates.
vi) 5. ... glQ 6, e8Qt Qg6+t 7. KdT.

vii) 6. e8Qt? Rgbt 7. Qxgbt (K- is
stalemate) hg, followed by ... g5;
and ... Kh4xh3. 6. Kd7? Rdlf.

The above notes are not from Pro-
blem but were kindly supplied by
H. Aloni.

No. 3182 D. Joseph
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No. 3182: David Joseph. AJR:my
phone rang on 18.vii.77, and there
on the other end of the line was
8l-year-old DJ telling me that he
had composed an original, while
lying awake at night thinking of
the chess personalities he had
known in the 1920’s. He was awake
at 2.30 am, composed the piece, and
was happily asleep by 3.

1. Qg21/i Qb7 2. Qg8t KaT7 3. Qglt/
ii Ka8 4. Qalt Qa7 5. Qhlt Qb7 6
Qh8t+ Ka7 7. Qalt Qa6 8, Qgli/iii
Ka8 9. Qg8t wins, wQ returning
the way she started.

i) 1. Qf8+? Kb7 2. Sc5t leads now-
here.

ii) 3. Qa2t+? Qa6 and wK blocks a
check on f2, while a move like 4
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Qd5 can easily be met by 4. Qh6t
5. Kdl and it appears that W has
no threat (5. ... Qe6 or 5. ... Ka6
defend).
iii) Joseph concedes that 8. Qd4t
Ka8 9. Qh8t is a dual.
(In the light of the phone conver-
sation it is difficult to understand
how this study appeared under
Joseph’s name in Chess Life &
Review, viii.77.).

No. 3183 G. Nadarelshvlli

1st Pri:
1974-5
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Win 443

No. 3183: G. A. Nadareishvili. Jud-
ge: B. Breider. 1. Ba6 Be2 2. Kb3
Bdlt 3. Kb2 (Kc3? Be2) 3. ... Be2
4. Kc3 h6 5. Kb3 Bdlt 6. Kb2 Be2
7. Ke3 h5 8. Kb3 Bdlt 9. Kb2 Be2
10. Ke3 h4 11. Kb3 Bdlt 12. Kb2
Be2 13. Kc3 h3 14, Kb3 Bdlt 15.
Kb2 Be2 16. Kc3.

No. 3184 J, Hoch and J. Aloni
2nd Prize,
Suomen Shakkl 1974-5
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No. 3184: J. Hoch and H. Aloni.
1. b8Q Rxb8 2. Rfl1 blQ 3. Rxelf}
Kf5 4. Rxh7 Rb7 5. Rh8 Rb8 6. Rh7
Qxel 7. Rf7t+ Ke5 8. ReTt Kf5 9.
Rf7t (Rxel? Rh8 mate) 9. ... Keb

10. ReT%.

No. 3185 J. Kopelovich

Hon. Men.,
Suomen Shakki, 1974-5
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No. 3185: J. Kopelovich. 1. £7 Qg4t
2, Ke2 Qg2t 3. Ke3 Ke7 4. Rb7t
Qxb7 5. Se6 Qf3t 6. Kb4 Qb7+ 7.
Ke3 Qf3t 8. Kb4.

Richard Harman was consulted by

the judge.
B. Breider

No. 3186
ist Prize,
Jubilee Ty (40 yrs) of
Finnish Chess Problem

societY» 1976
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No. 3186: B. Breider. 1. f6 Sg4 2
gSt5+ Kh7 3. f7 Seb 4. hg (or £8St
first) 4. ... Sc7 5. £8St Kh8 6. g6
Se8 7. Kd4 a3 8. Kxe5 a2 9, g7t
SxgT 10. eSgb6t Kg8 11. Sh6 mate.

No. 3187: Jan Hannelius and Vilho
Somerpuu. 1, b7 Sxb7 (Sxb3; b8Q,
or Rxc7; Rb6t) 2. Ra3f (Rb6t?
KaT7;) 2. ... Sa5 3. Rxa5t+ Qxa5 «.
c8Bt (c8Qt KaT7; draws: Bf6, Rb7;)
Ka7 5. Bxa5 wins (diagram No.
3187 a),

This is the previously uninvesti-
gated GBR class 0390 with 3B’s
not on the same colour. The So-
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J. Hannelius and
V. Somerpuu
2nd Prize,
Jubilee Ty (40 yrs) of
Finnish Chess Problem
Soc1ety 1976

No. 3187
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Black to Move, White ng-sz

merpuu analysis convincingly
shows that the B’s win, though it
must be observed that bK is al-
ready restricted to 3 squares. The
plan is for wK to occupy c7 to
threaten mate. 5. ... Rhl 6. Kf7
Kb8 7. Be6 Ral 8. Bd8 Rd1 9. B8d7
Rh1 10. Ke7 Rh8 11. Ba5 Kb7 12.
Kd6 Ka6 13. Be7 Kb7 14. Bec61 Ka6b
15. Be4t Ka7 16. Ba5 Kbg 17, B6d5
Kc8 18. Be7 Rh6t+ (Rd8t; Kce6) 19.
Be6t+ Kb7 20. Bd5t Ka7 21. Kc6 Kab
22. Be4t Ka7 23. Bd6 Rh7 24. Bd7
Rh6 25. cBe6 Ka6 26. Ke7 Kab 27.
Bf4 Rh4 28. Bd2t+ Ka6 29. Bh3 Re4t
(Re4; Bflt, Ka7; Bb5, Re5; Bab)
30. Bc6 Rcb 31. Bflt Ka7 32. {Bb5
(Be3? stalemate) 32. ... Re3 33. Bel
(Bxc3? stalemate) 33. ... Re3 34.
Ba5 (the winning manoeuvre, and
again not Bf2? stalemate) 34, ...
Re7t 35. Bd7 Ka8 36. Be6t+ Ka7 37.
Bb6t Ka6 38. Bb5 mate!

No. 3188 B. Breider

1. HM.,
Jubilee Ty (40 yrs) of
Finnish Chess Problem
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No. 3188: B. Breider. 1. f7 Sd8 2.
£8S+ Kh8 3. Sxd7 e2 4. Ke3 Sc2t 5.
Kxe2 Se6 6. Kd3 (Kd2? Sd4) 6. ..
Sxa3 7. Sf6 Sf8 8. Sd6 (for mate by
eSf5 and Sf7) 8. ... Se6 9. eSf5 Sg5
10. Kc3.

No. 3189 0. Kaila
2. HM.,
Jubilee Ty (40 yrs) of
Finnish Chess Problem
Society, 1976

L /// 7
Om/&%&%a
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Z.
12+10

No. 3189: O. Kaila.
h8S glS 3. Sd2 elS 4. Se4} Bxe4 5.
Se6t+ Sxe6 6. Sf7 mate.

i) 1. Sc5? Sxcb 2. dc SxdT7t 3. Kd4
glQ 4. h8Q Qdlt 5. Kxd3 elQf 6.
Bxel Qxelt 7. Kd3 Sxc5% 8. Kc2
Be4t 9. Kb2 Qblt 10. Ka3 Qb3
mate.

In case you had wondered, the
position is legal!

1. £8S/i Sd8 2.
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No. 3190 P. Perkonoja

Prize, Julius Gunst
Tourney 1976-7
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No. 3190: P. Perkonoja. 1. Sd4 Ra3+t
2.Sb3 Ra6 3. Rh3t Kgb6 4. Sd4 Ra3t
5. Kb2 Rxh3 6. ¢7 Rh8 7 Sc6 wins,
for instance, 7. ... Ba2 8. Kxa2 RaS8t
9. Kb3 f4 10. Sbs.

No. 3191 R. Heiskanen
H.M.,, Gunst Memorial Tour-

/ney///
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Draw 3+4
No. 3191: R. Heiskanen. 1. Rd1 Sel
2. Rd8 Sf3 3. Rd1 Sb3t 4. Kb2 bSd2
5. Sb4 Sel 6. Sc2 Sc4t 7. Ke3 f1Q
8. Rxel Qf2 9. Sd4t Kf4 10. Re2 Q-
11. Kxc4.
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No. 3192: A. Koranyi. Judge:
Grandmaster Pal Benko, 1. Kb7
Be5/i 2. Kc6 Bd4 3. Bb4/ii c3 4.
Kd5 c2 5. Ba3d/iii Sc71/iv 6. Ke4/v
Bal/vi 7. Kd3/vii Sb5 8. Bel Sd4
9. Be3/viii Kh7 10. Kd2 Bb2 11.
Kd3 Kg8 12. Bh6 Kh7 13, Be3 Bal
14. Kd2.
i) 1. ... Scbt 2. Kc6 Sed (Sad;
Kxd6) 3. Bd4 Bce5 4. Be5 Bd6 5.
Bd4 draw.

ii) 3. Bel? ¢3 4. Kd5 c2 5. Bd2 Be3
6. Bel Sd4 7. Ke4 Bal 8. Kd3 Kxg7
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No. 3192 A. Koranyi

1st Prize,
Hungarian Chess Federation
976

Award: Magyar Sakkélet,
i. 77
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and wins, as bK has no trouble in
approaching to occupy either b3 or
d3 (but see No. 3027 for an excep-
tion!).

iii) Again, 5. Bd2? Be3 gains the
tempo to extricate the bS and bB,
winning.

iv) 5. ... Beb 6. Bel Sd4 7. Kxeb
Sb3t 8. Kc4 Sxcl 9. Ke3.

v) 6. Kxd4? Sb5t wins. 6. Kc4? Be3
wins. 6. Kc6? Se8 7. Bel Bxg7 wins
(... KhT7; and ... Bh6;).

vi) 6. ... Be5 7. Bel Sab6 8. Kd3 Sb4t
9. Ke3 Kxg7 10. Kb2 Be7 11. Bd2
draw.

vii) 7. Bel? Sa6 8. Kd3 Sh4t 9. Kd2
Bxg7 10. Ba3 Bh6t 11, Ke3 clQt
12. Bxcl Sa2t and 13. ... Sxel.
viii) 9. Bh6? Bd2 10. Be3 Kh7 11.
Bh6 Kxh6 12. g8Q clQ.

9. Kd2? Kxg7 wins.

No. 3193 A. Koranyi

= 2/3 Prize,
Hungarian Chess Federation
976
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No. 3193: A. Koranyi. 1. Khl/i co
2. Qh7 Be8 3. Qh6 (Qg6? BdT;) 3.
.. alQ 4. Qxc6t Ka7 5. Qc5t Ka8
and now a ’reverse’ staircase:
wQxd5-d4-e4-e3-f3-f2-g2-g1  (all
with check), ending with 13. ...
Ka8 14. Bg2t+ wins (mate next mo-
ve rather than win of bQ, which
slightly spoils the idea).

i) 1. Kg2? c6 2. Qh7 Bc8 3. Bb5 cb
4. Qhl Bxa6 5. Qal Ka7 6. Qxa2
Kb6 draw. 1. Kgl? c6 2. Qh7 Bce8
3. Qh6 alQ 4. Qxc61 Ka7 and now
if 5-8. Qc51-xd5t-¢5t-xe8 Qbl 9.
Qc6t Ka7 10. Qd7+ Ka8 11. Qd5+
Ka7 12, Qf7t Ka8 13. Khl Bc7
draw. 1. Qxd5t?? c6t wins.

No. 3194
= 2/3 Prize
Hungarian Chess Federation
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Draw 446

No. 3194: L. Lindner. 1. Rg8t/i
Kxg8 2. Sxf6+ Kh8/ii 3. Sxh7 Kg7
4. Kg2/iii Sf4t 5. Kf3 Kxh7 (Sd3;
Sgb5) 6. Kxf4 Kg6 7. Kg4 with the
opposition, 7. ... Kf6 8. Kf4.

i) 1. Sxf6? Sf2+ 2. Sxh7 Sxgdt 3
Kg3 Kxh7 4. Kxg4 Kgb6 wins, 5.
Kf4 Kf6 6. Ke3d Kgb.

ii) 2. ... Kg7 3. Sxh7 Kxh7 4. Kxh3
drawing.

iii) 4. Kxh3? Kxh7 with the oppo-
sition, winning.

L. Lindner
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No. 3195: E, Janosi. 1. Be4 Bf4 2.
Rh5 Bg3t 3. Ke2 d3t 4. Ke3 Bf2}
5. Kd2 (Kxd3? Scbt;) 5. ... Bgd/i
6. Sf5 Bf4t+ 7. Kel d2t 8. Ke2 d1Qt
9. Kxd1 aSb6 10. Kel Bh2 11, Sd4
Bg3t+ 12. Ke2 Bh2 13. Rf5 (Ra5?
Be5;) 13. ... Be5 14. Rflf Kh2 15.

Sf5 Kh3 16. Rh1+ Bh2 17. Kf2 wins,
threatening Bg2 mate, and if 17. ..
g3t 18, Sxg3.

i) 5.... Be5 6. Sf5 Sb6 7. Rh1t Ki2
8. Rh2{ mates.
No. 3195 E. Janosi
Hon. Men.,,

Hungarian Chess Federation
1976
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Win

No. 3196 L. Katsnelson

1st Place,
Match Lemngrad/Kharkov
976
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Win 544

No. 3196: L. Katsnelson. The cet
theme for this match between the
two cities was ”"Mate by the last
remaining piece”.

Judge: A. Maksimovskikh.

1. d4 Qxd4 2. Sf4+ Rxf4 3. Qh7+t
Kg5 4. Qg7+ Kf5 (Kh5; Qh8t) 5.
Qgbt Kxe5 6. Qe6 mate.

Places 1 and 3 went to Leningrad,
places 2 and 4 to Kharkov. 4 other
entries were eliminated for de-
fects. (Details supplied by F. S.
Bondarenko.)
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No. 3197 S. Belokon
2nd Place,
Match Lenmgrad/Kharkov
1976
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6+5

No. 3197: S. Belokon. 1. f7/i Rf6 2.
d8B Rxf7t 3. Kxf7 Sxh6t 4. Kf8
Sxg4 5. h6 Sxh6 6, Bf6 mate.

i) 1. d8Q? Rxf6t 2. Ke8 Re6t 3.
Kd7 Rd6t 4. Kxd6 stalemate.
JRH finds ’Kieseritzky’ in BCM
(1933): wKce7, wBd1, wPab, a6, cg;
bKa8, bSb8, bPa7, £5. 1. Bf3 Sxaot
2. Kc8 Scb 3, c7t Se4 4. a6 and 5.
Bxed4 mate. Also: S. Lathey (BCM,
1939): wKc7, wRe7 wPa6, £7; bKa8,
bRh8, bSd8, bPa7. 1. Re§ Rxe8 2.
feB Se6t 3. Kc8 Sd4 4. BdT.

No. 3198 V. Razumenko
3rd Place,
Match Leningrad/Kharkov,
1976
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Win

No, 3198: V. Razumenko. 1. Be5
Kbl 2. Kdl a2 3. Bal h4 4. Sf6 h3
5. Se4 h2 6. Sd2t Kxal 7. Kc2 h1Q
8. Sb3 mate.

JRH: "From 18 compositions ter-
minating in much the same way:
Bulanov (1968), No. 1196 in EG 22,
and Nyeviczkey (1933), No, 376 in
’1234’°, are selected as the nearest.”

V. Samilo
4th Place,
Match Leningrad/Kharkov,
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Win 3+6
No. 3199: V. Samilo. 1. Be8t g6/i

2. Sg4 fgt 3. Kg3 Sf7 4. BAT Se5 3.
Beb6/ii S- 6, Bxg4 mate.

i) 1. ... Sf7 2. Bxf7t g6 3. Sxf5.

ii) 5. Bc8? Sd7 6. BxdT7 stalemate.

No. 3200 D. Gurgenidze and
V. Kalandadze
(vi-vii.75)
1st Prize
Tidskrift for Schack, 1975

Award: xi.76
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No. 3200: D. Gurgenidze and V.
Kalandadze. Judge: J. Fritz.

1. Rf51 Ke2 2. Reb5t Kd2 3. Rd5t
Kc2 4. Re5t Kb2 5, Rb5f Ke2 €.
hRc51 Kd1 7. Rd51 Kel 8. Re5+ Kfl
9. Rf5t Kgl 10. Rgb+ Kfl 11. bRf5¢
Kel 12. Re5t Kd1 13. Rxa5 h1Q 14.
Rxa2 Qc6t/i 15, Rg6 Qclt 16. Kh5/
ii Qe5t 17. Rgs Qd4 18. Rglt Qxgl
19. Ralt Ke2 20. Rxgl.

i) The threats were both 15. Ralft
and 15. Rglt.

ii) 16. Kh7? Qc5 17, Rglt Qxgl 18.
Ralt Ke2 19. Rxgl Kf2 20. Rhl
Kg321. Kgb h3 22. Kg5 Kg2 23. Ral
h2.
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JRH: March by bK, and interchan.-
ge of wR action is known from,
e.g.. Kalandadze and Tavariaai
(1972), EG 32, 1762. Finale known,
e.g., Platov (1927) No. 1777 in
Chéron III.

No. 3201 J. Rusinek

(x1.75)
2nd Priz
Tidskrift fér Schack 1975
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No. 3201: J. Rusinek. 1. Qg2 h1Q 2.
Qxhl, with 2 lines: 2. ... d5 3. Sf7
Qxf7 4. Rg8t Qxg8 5. b7t KdTt 6.
b8Q, and 2. ... e4 3. Rg8f Bxg8 4.
Sf7 Qxf7 5. Qxe4 QdA5t 6. b7t Ke7
7. QeT7t Kb6 8, Kb8.

No. 3202 J. Koppelomiki

4 Pri (iii-iv.75)
Txdskritt for Schack 1975
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No. 3202: J. Koppeloméki. 1. hRd4
Be8t 2. Kxa7 Sb5t 3. Kb8 Sxd4 4.
Rxd4 Bf6 5. Re4t/i Kd3 6. Rf4 Bg5
7. Rf3+ Ke2 8. Rg3 Bh4 9. Rg2t Kfl
10. Rh2 Bg3 11. Rhly Kg2 12.
Bxc6t.

i) 5. Rf4? Bg5 6. Re4} Kd3 7. Rej
Bf4,

No0.3203 R. Forsberg
4th Prize
Tldskrlft for Schack 1975
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Draw

No. 3203: R. Forsberg, 1. Rg2 Rg4
2. Rxg4 Rf8t 3. Sg8 Bb2{/i 4. Sd4
ba 5. Rg7 Ke7 6. d8Qt Kxd8 1.
Rd7t with perpetual check or sta-

lemate.
i) 3. ... ba 4, Sg7 Bb2 5. Rd4 and
either 5. ... Bxd4 stalemate, or 5. ...

Sf4 6. Se6t Sxeb stalemate.

No. 3204 A. AKkerblom

5th Prize,
Tidskrift f6r Schack, 1975
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No. 3204: A. Akerblom. 1. b8Q
Qxb8 2. Rh8t+ Kd7 3, Sf6+ Kc7 4.
Sdb5+ Kd7 5. Sb6t Kc7 6. Se6t Kb7
7. Sc5t KaT7 8. Sc8t Kag 9. Re8 Be4
10. Sa6 Qb1 11. Sd6t+ Ka7 12. Shit
Kb7 13. Sc51 Ke6 14, Re8t+ Kd5 15.
Sc3dt wins bQ.
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No. 3205 Al. P, Kuznetsow

(iii‘-iv. and xi.75)
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No. 3205: Al. P. Kuznetsov. 1. e7/i
Kxe7 2. b7 Qxh2 3. Rf4 Qb2 4. Rd4
Qh2 5, Rd6 Qb2 6. Rf6 Qh2 7. Rf8
Kxf8 8. b8Qt Qxb8 9. h8Qt wins.
i) In the first version there was no
wPh2, and a second solution by 1.
b7 Qd8 2. Rhl Qh8 3. ed KxdT7 4.
b8Q Qxb8 5. h8Q was possible.

A. AKkerblom

No. 3206
(vi-vii.75)

2. HM.,
Tidskrift for Schack 1975
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No. 3206: A, Akerblom. 1. Rh3ft
Kgb5 2. Rh2 Be2t 3. Kb3 Sclt (Bg3;
Rg2) 4. Kc2, with a ”chameleon
echo” to follow: 4. ... Be3 5. Rxe2
Sxe2 6. Kd3, or 4. ... Sd3 5. Kd2
Bf1 6. Rxf2 Sxf2 7. Kel.

JRH: Nearest is Rinck (1926), No.
1236 in ’1414’.

No. 3207 J. Mugnos and

0. Carlsson
(x1.75)
3. HM.,,
Tidskrift for Schack 1975
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No. 3207: J. Mugnos and O. Carls-
son. 1. Rb3 g2 2. Rg3 Kdl 3. Ke7
Bh3 4, Sg6 Ke2 5. Sf4} Kf2 6. Rb3.
(No supporting analysis in TfS.)

T. Gorgiev

No. 3208
(viii.75)

Commended,
Tidskrift for Schack 1975
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Draw

No. 3208: T. Gorgiev. 1. b6 (else 1.
... Rxb5;) 1. ... Rxa6 2. Sd7/i h4 3.
f6 Rxb6 4. Sxb6 ef 5. Sd5 h3 6.
Sf4 h2 7. Sh5 h1Q stalemate.

i) 2. Sd5? h4 3. f6 Ra8 4. b7 Rb8
5. fe h3 6. Sf6 h2 7. e8Qt Rxe8 8.
Sxe8 h1Qt wins,

JRH: Nearest is Hasek (1929), No.
386 in Lafora’s ’Dos Caballos en
Combate’.
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No. 3209 J. Koppelomiki
(x1.75)
Commended,

Tidskrift for Schack, 1975
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Draw

No. 3209: J. Koppelmiki. 1. Kb2
Be4 2. Rxb7 Ba3t 3. Ka2 Bdbt 4.
c4 Rxc4 5. Rd7 Bxe6 6, Rd8t Bf8
7. Rxf81 Kg7 8. Rb8 Rb4t 9, Kal
Rxb8 stalemate.

JRH: Final coup known, Krikheli
(1967), EG 15. 740, and Pogosjants
(1967) EG 13. 634.

The foregoing is the provisional
award. The judge, however, far-
sightedly identified ’reserves’ in
case of eliminations. We give here
the 3 reserve studies,

No. 3210 H. Killstrom

Tidskrift for Schack(n111-1“1,v73%
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No. 3210: H. Kéllstrom. 1. Rg8 Sd7
2. 18Q Sxf8 3. Rxf8 Kgb 4. f7 Kf6
(g6) 5. Re8 Sc3t/i 6. Kd3 Kxf7 7.
Reb5 Sa4 (Kf6; Kd4) 8. Rb5 KeT7 9.
Kc4 Kd6 10. Rb4 Sc5 11. Rb6+.

i) 5. ... Sg3t 6. Kf3 Kxf7 7. Re5 Kf6
8. Kf4 Sf1 9. Re2.

No. 3211 J. Hoch
Tidskrift for Schack, vi-vii.75
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No. 3211: J, Hoch. 1. Rh4t Ke5 2.
Rxh5t/i Kf4/ii 3. Re3/iii Rxe3 4.
Kf6 Kxf3 5. Rh3t Ke2 6. Rxc3 Kd2
7. Rxch c1Q 8. Rxcl Kxcl 9. Ke5/iv
Kd2 10. Kd4 wins/v.

i) 2, Rxd3? ¢1Q and W cannot win.
ii) 2. ... Kd4 3. Rxd3t+ Kxd3 4.
Rxc5 Kd2 5. Rxc6.

iii) 3. Ke6? Rd6t 4. Kxd6 clQ.

iv) 9. f4? ¢5 10. Keb Kd2 11, Kd5
Kd3. Or 9. Ke6? Kd2 10. Kd6 Kd3.
v) 10. ... ¢51 11. Kxcb Kd3 12. Kd5.
JRH: An idea as old as Stamma,
but most ingeniously set up with
amusing after-play,

No. 3212 A. Akerblom
Tidskrift for Schack, viii.75
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No. 3212: A. Akerblom. 1. Kc3 Bd1
2. Se3 Sxe3 3. Bb6 Kf2 4. Kd3 Sclt
5. Kd2 Sb3t 6. Kd3 Be2t 7. Ke3 Bdl
(else 8, Bxe3t) 8. Kd3 Be2t 9. Ke3
Sal 10. Bxe3t Kxe3 11. Kb2.
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No. 3213 P. Monsky
Special USA Prize, Peckover
Jubilee Tourney, 1976
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No. 3213: P, Monsky. 1. Bf7/i Kxe4
2, g6 Kf4 3. g7 Kgb/ii 4. Kg3/iii
Re3t 5. Kf2 Re2t 6. Kf3 Re3f 7.
Ke4 Rc8 8. Bd5 b6/iv 9. Ke3 Re3t
10. Kd4 Rc8 11. Ked4 b5 12. Ke3
Re3t 13. Kd4 Re8 14. Ke4 b4 15.
Ke3 Re3t 16. Kd4 Rc8 17. Ke4 b3
18. Bxb3 Rbg 19. Be6 Rd8 20. Ke3/
v Ra8 21, Bd5 Re8 22, Ke4 Rb8 23.
Kf3 wins.

i) 1. eb? Ke4 2. e6 Kf4 3. e7 Kxgb
4. Kg3 Re3t 5. Kf2 Re8 6. Kf3 Re3t
7. Ke4 Rc8 8. Bf7 b5 draw.

ii) 3. ... Re2t 4. Kh3 Re3t 5. Kh4
Rc2 6. Kh5 Rcb5t 7. Kh6 Rc6t 8.
Kh7 Rc8 9. Kg6 Rc6t 10, Be6 Rcbd
11. Bf5 wins.

iii) 4. Bc4? Kh4 5. Kg2?? Rxc4.
4. Be6? Rd8 5. Kg3 Rd3t 6. Kf2
Rd8 7. Ke3 b5 8. Ke4 b4 9. Ke3 b3
draw.

4. Bd5? is a loss of time after 4. ...
Re2t.

iv) This Zugzwang position recurs,
with bP advanced, at B1l’s moves
11, 14, 17 and 22. If 8. ... Ra8 9.
Kf3 Ra3t 10. Bb3 wins.

v) There is a dual by 20. Ke5 Ra8
21. Kd6 Kf4 22, Bf7 (see No. 514 in
’1234’ by Kivi).

The prize is awarded by Walter
Korn and Neil McKelvie, who
comment that the Zugzwang ad-
ded to the Kivi is apparently ori-
ginal.

No. 3214: Kyriakos
(Lefkas, in Greece).

1. Bd5 a2 2. Be6t g4 3. Khl Be3
(alQt; Sglt) 4. Sglt Bxgl 5. Bxc4
d1Q(R) (Bxh2; Bxa2) 6. Bfl1{ Qxf1

%
/;@
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Frangoulis

stalemate.
No. 3214 K. Frangoulis
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No. 3215: I. Roebuck. The compo-
ser lives in Dorset. 1. Sd4/i Ke5/ii
2. Kh4 a4 3, Kg5/iii and now 3. . .
Kxd4 4. f6 a3 5. f7 a2 6. f8Q alQ

%
Draw

7. Qf6t+ or 3. ... h4 4 £6 h3 5. f7Th2
6. f8Q h1Q 7. Qf6+ Kd5(e4) 8. Qcbt.
i) 1. Kh4? a4 2, Sd4 a3 3. f6 (Kg5,
Kxd4;) 3. ... a2 4. Sb3 (c2) Keb
5. Kg5 Kf7 and ... h4. 1. Kf4? a4
2. Sd4 a3 3. Sb5 (f6 or Kgb lead to
1. Kh4? line) 3. ... h4 4. Sxa3/iv
h3 5. Kg3 Ke5 and 6. ... Kxf5.

ii) 1. ... a4 2. {6 Kd6 3. Kh4 a3 4.
Kxhj5 a25.Sc2 Kd4 6. Kgb wins, as
also in this, 2. ... a3 3. 7 a2 4. Sc2.
iii) 3. Kxh5? a3 4. Kgb Kxd4 leaves
B1 one tempo ahead of the 3. ..
Kxd4 main line.

iv) 4. Kg4 h3/v 5. Kxh3 a2 6. Sc3t
Ke5 7. Sxa2 Kxf5. Or 4. f6 a2 5. f7?
al@Q wins for BIl.

v) But not 4. ... a2? 5. Sc3t Ke5 6.
Sxa2 h3 7. Sb4 h2 8. Sd3t+ Kf6 9. Sf2
wins, or, here, 7. ... Ke4 8. Sd3
Kxd3 9. Kxh3 Ke4 10. Kg4 wins.

No. 3215 1. Roebuck
Original
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Win 3+3
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No. 3216 P. Sadger

Original
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Draw 645
No. 3216: P, Sadger (Israel). 1.£7/i
Rd4+t/ii 2. Ke3 Sxf7 3. ef Rxf7 4. gf
Bxf7 5. Be6t draws.
i) 1. Bf5? Sxf5 2. £f7 Bb5t 3. K-
Rxg6 and mates, 1. Bg2? Rxg6 2.
Bxe4t Kxeb6 3. Bxg6 Bxgb6t. 1. fg?
Rxe6 2. Bxe6t Kxe6 3. Ke4 Bxg6t.
ii) 1. ... Bb5t 2. Ke3 Re3t 3. Kb4
draws, or here, 2, ... Rxg6 3. f8Q
Rxg3t 4. Kd2 Re2t 5. Kd1 Rgly 6.
Bfl Rxe6 7. Qf3t Ke4 8. Qb3t Be4
9. Qb71 Kd4 10. Qb6+, while in this
.. Kd6 8. Qa3+ Kc6 9, Qa8+ Kd6
10. Qa3t is a draw by repetition.
. ... Sxf7 2. ef (gf? Bb5t mates)
2. ... Bxf7 3. gf Rxf7 4. Bg2 RxeT

5 Bf3 draw.

No. 3217 D. Gurgenidze and

Prize, V. Kalandadze

Kazantsev Jubilee Tourney,
1975 Provisional award:
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Draw 5+3
No. 3217: D. Gurgemdze and V.
Kalandadze. 1. R7e3t Kg4 2. Redt
Kgb 3. Rebt Kg6 4. Re6t/i KgT 5.
f8Q+ Qxf8/ii 6. Re7T Kgb6 7. R2e6t
Kg5 8. Reb5t Kg4 9. Re4t Kg3 10.
Re3t Kg2 11. Re2t Kgl 12. Relf}
Qf1lf 13. Rxfly Kxfl 14, Rf7t Ke2

15. Re7t Kd2 16. Rd7t Kc2 17. ReTt
Kbl 18. Re5 alQt 19. Rab Qxb2 20.
Rb5 draw.

i) 4. 8Q? Qxf8 5. Re6t Kf7.

ii) 5. ... Kxf8 6. Re8t with perpe-
tual check.

JRH: Cf. Kalandadze (1956), p. 166
of Nadareishvili’s Studies (in
Georgian).

No. 3218 An. G. Kuznetsov

Prize,
Kazantsev J’ubilee Tourney,
197
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No. 3218: An. G, Kuznetsov. 1. Rb2
(a8Q? Kxh2) 1. ... Bd5/i 2. Sxd5
Qeb6t 3. Kh4 Qxd5 4. Rbl+ Rh2 5.
f4/ii h5 6. a8Q/iii Qxa8 7. Bb7/iv
Qal 8, Be4/v.

i) 1. ... h6 2. Kh3 Be6t 3. Sxe6
Qxebt 4. g4 Qa6 5. Kg3 Kfl 6. f4
QxaT7 7. Bf3 Qal 8. Rf21 Kel 9. Kg2
Qa6 (to prevent Re2t) 10. gh gh
11. Re2} Qxe2f 12. Bxe2 Kxe2 13. f5.
ii) 5. Ral? h6 6. f4 hgt 7. fg Qd4t
8. g4 Qf2 mate.

iii) 6, Bxd5? stalemate, or 6. gh??
Qh5 mate. 6. Rf1? Qd7 7. Rf2+ Kgl
8. Bf3 Qxa7, but not here 6. ...
Qe4? 7. a8Q Qxa8 8. Bf3 Qal 9.
Rdl Qcl 10. g4,

iv) If W had begun 1. Rc2? he
might play 7. Bc6 here, but the
refutation of this thematic try is 7.
... Qal.

v) 8.Rh11? Qxhl 9. Bxhl Kxhl 10.
g4 hg 11. Kxg4 Kg2 12 5 gft 13.
Kxf5 Kg3 14. g6 Kh4, draw.
JRH: Cf. Kralin and Kuznetsov
(1966) No. 330 in EG 8.

+ John Selman, Dutch compo-
ser, writer and researcher, has
died in France, where he lived
in recent years. (1910-2.i.78).
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GU26 6EU, England

PROBLEMISTA (E. Iwanow) Kilinskiego 57: M.53, Czestochowa, Poland

REVISTA ROMANA DE SAH (I. Grosu) Str. Batistei 11, Bucuresti, Romania

ROKADA (Joze Zunec) Cecovje 58/C, 62390 Ravne na Korcskem, Yugoslavia

SACHOVE UMENIE (supplement to Ceskcslovensky Sach) (Prof. L. Kopac) Ziz-
kova Nam 20, 460 01 Liberec, Czechoslovakia

SCHACH (M. Zucker) Ernst Enge Strasse 96, 90 Karl Marx Stadt, DDR

SCHACH-ECHO (K. Junker) Ruderbruch 18, 5982 Nevenrade, BRD

SCHAKEND NEDERLAND (F. A. Spinhoven) van Kinsbergenstraat 25, Haarlem,
Netherlands

SHAHMA’II‘ (for Israel 'Ring’ Tourney) H. Aloni, 6 Meirovich Str., Netanya 42-310,
Tsraé

SHAKHMATY V SSSR Abonementny Yaschik 10, Mcscow G-19, 121019 USSR

SINFONIE SCACCHISTICHE (Dr E. Paoli) Viale Piave 25 Reggio Emilia 42100,
Italy

SUOMEN SHAKKI (K. Virtanen) Kivileventie 14E, 33420 Tampere 42, Finland

SZACHY Ul. Wspolna 61, 00-687 Warsaw, Poland

THEMES-64 (B, Fargette) 51 bis - Avenue de Lorraine, 78110 Le Vésinet, France

TIDSKRIFT FOR SCHACK (A. Hildebrand) Herrgarden, 74041 Morgongava, Sweden
64, Ul. Arkhipova 8, Moscow K-62, 101913 GSP, U.S.S.R.

Regular, but not international, tourneys are: Bulletin of Central Chess Club of

USSR, Cherveny Girnik. These are informal. Other tourneys are irregular, or
’one-off’.

The Chess Endgame Study Circle and EG 4 issu¢s p.a. EG 51-54 for 1978 £ 4.00 or
$ 10.00. Calendar year.

How to subscribe:

1. Send money (cheques, dollar bills, Intcrnational Moncy Orders) direct to
A. J. Roycroft.

Or

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

Or

3. If ycu 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 subscription arran-
gements (if ycur country’s Exchange Control regulations prevent you subscribing:
directly):

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

Editor: A. J. Roycroft,

“Anticipations”, and anticipations service to tourney judges: J. R. Harman, 20 Oak-
field Road, Stroud Grcen, London, England, N4 4NL.

To magazine and study editors: Please arrange to send the complimentary copy
of your magazine, marked “EG Exchange”, to: C. M. Bent, Black Latches,
Inkpen Common, Newbury, Berkshire, England.

THE CHESS ENDGAME STUDY CIRCLE X

Next meeting: Friday 7th April, 1978, at 6.15 p.m. At: 101 Wigmore Street (IBM
building, behind Selfridge’s in Oxford Street).

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