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FIDE COMMISSION at Canterbury
(30.viii-6.ix.78).

1. Titles. Master and Grandmaster
titles depend on FIDE ALBUM
publication. No new Album had
appeared (though the 1971-73 vo-
lume is imminent), so there were
no additions to these titles. Inter-
national Judge (studies): H. Aloni
(Israel).

2. The next WCCT: if this is organi-
sed at all (the Presidium may well
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The photograph is of Joseph Edmund
Peckover. It was taken in New York
inxi.77 by Jack Gostl.

The 1979 subcription to EG55-58 is
unchanged: £ 4.00 or $ 10.00. Please
renew today!

FIDE ALBUM Tourney 1974-1976 -
a progress report from the Section
Director (studies).

Unfortunately I could not acknow-
ledge receipt of all 820 entries - from
158 composers. My energies were res-
tricted to sorting, numbering and re-
gistered-mailing the complete set to
the Finnish, Czech and Georgian jud-
ges - who responded wonderfully by
reducing the number to 319 in what
must be record time. We now await
the Commission Presidium’s ukase
regarding the number of studies that
the Album will actually contain, and
we shall then continue with the re-
maining two stages of the selection
process. AJR

succeed) it looks as if there will be
one studies section only (a disas-
ter, in my opinion).

3. World Chess Solving Competition.
This was won, as before in Malins-
ka, deservedly by Finland, headed
by the individual winner, as before,
Pauli Perkonoja. However, he was
hard pressed by o-t-b Grandmaster
John Nunn, with 40 points only
two behind. The event was very
exciting. 13 countries participated.

AJR



DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS

No. 3438 J. Kopelovich

Hon.
Israel 'Ring’ Tourney. 1976
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Draw 5+17
No. 3458: J. Kopelovich. 1. Bd3/i
Bg6/ii 2. Bbl Bxbl/iii 3. Rxf3 Bf5/iv
4. Rxf5 blQ 5. Rf6 + Qg6 6. Rf7/v
Q- 7. Rf6+ Qg6 8. Rf7 Qxf7 stale-
mate.
i) 1. Rb3? Bxb5 2. Rxb2 Be2.
ii) 1. ..., f2 2. Rb3 Bg6 3. Rxb2
iii) 2. ..., f2 3. Rf3 Bxbl 4. Rxf2 Bc2
5. Rf6 + as main line.
iv) 3. ..., B-, 4. Rf6+ Bg6 5. Rf7
b1Q 6. Rxh7 + Bxh7 stalemate.
v) 6. Re6? Qxe6 7. de Kg6 8. Kg8
Kf6.
»The position after 5. Rf6+ is not
new (Kralin, 1972), but here, due to
extra play by bB... we find that what
a B cannot do cannot be done by a Q
either! We may add that mutual B-sa-
crifices have been incorporated suc-
cessfully by the same composer before
(TfS 1972; Israel ’Ring’ Tourney
1975). (2. Bbl ..., 3. ..., BfS motif.)”’

No. 3459 A, Avni
Commended,
Israel 'Ring’ Tourney, 1976

EINLE |

No. 3459: Amaziah Avni. 1, Kb3/i

a2/ii 2. Kxa2 d2 3. Rxc2 d1Q 4.

Bc6+ Kgl 5. Rg2+ (Rb2? Qd3) 5.
., Kf1 6. Rb2 e5/iii 7. h5/iv gh 8. g§

(gh? Qxh5) 8. ..., d3/v 9. Rh2/vi

Qe2+ 10. Rxe2 de 11. Bb5 wins.

i) 1. Kxa3?d22. Rxc2d1Q 3. Kb2 Qd3.

i) 1. ..., d2 2. Kxc2 a2 3. Kxd2 alQ
4.Rcl+.1....,,a4+ 2. Bxad

iii) 6. ..., Qd3 7. BbS. 6. ..., d3 is
main line.

iv) 7. Rb1? Qxbl + 8. Kxb1 d3 9. h§
d2 10. Bad4 gh 11. gh e4 12. h6 €3 13.
h7 e2.

v) 8. ..., e4 9. Rbl Qxbl+ 10. Kxbl
e3 11. Bbs.

vi) 9. g6? Qcl 10. Rb1 d2.

>’ Another original contribution to the
large collection of Q-trappings by R
and B. Especially interesting is the try
7. Rb1? which is foiled by a surpri-
sing and well camouflaged P-
manoeuvre by B1.”’

No. 3460 0. Komai

Mention,
Israel 'Ring Tourney, 1976
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No. 3460: Ofer Komai. 1. Sxe3/i
fe/ii 2. Ke2 f1Q+ 3. Kxfl e2+ 4.
Kxe2 Bd4 5. Kf3 Kc6/iii 6. Kgd/iv
Kd7/v 7. Kh5 Ke8 8. Kxh6 Kf8 9. e$
Bxe5 10. f6 Bxf6 11. h8Q/vi Bxh8 12.
Kh7 B- (Bg7?) 13. g7+ Kf7 14. g8
(any) Sxg8 stalemate.
i) 1. Ke2? f3+ 1. h8Q? f1Q + 2. Sel
e2+ 3. Kc2 Qxel.
ii) 1. ..., f1Q 2. Sxf1 Bd4 3. Ke2 Kc4
4. Kf3 Be5 5. g7 Bxg7 6. Kxf4 Kd4 7.
Sg3 draw.

iii) 5. ..., Kc4 6. Kf4 Sc6/vii 7. Kgd
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Kd3 8. Kh5 Kxe4 9. Kxh6 Se7 10.
h8Q Bxh8 11. Kh7.

iv) 6. Kf4? Kd6 7. Kg4 Bh8 8. Kh5
Ke5 9. Kxh6 Kf6 10. e5+ Kxe5 11. g7
Sxf5+ 12. Kg6 Bxg7 13. Kf7 Bf6 14.
Kg8 Sh6+.

v) 6. ..., Kd6 7. Kh5 Bg7 8. f6 Bxf6
9. Kxh6 6. ..., Sc8 7. Kh5 Sdé6 8.
Kxh6 Se8 9. g7 Bxg7 + 10. Kg6 Kd7
11. Kf7 Be5 12. f6 Bxf6 13. Kg8.

vi) 11. h8S? Bg7 + 12. Kh7 Sd5.

vii) 6. ..., Bh8 7. e5 Kd4 8. g7 Sd5 +
9. Kg4 Bxg7 10. f6.

”The forced draw with P against
B+S (see 12. Kh7) has been known
for over a generation, but here the
composer has succeeded in finding an
introductory play of rare accuracy.”’

No. 3461 L. Mitrofanov

1st Prize,
Putj k Kommunismu, 1977

Award: 25.i1i.78
_
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Draw 2+3

No. 3461: L. Mitrofanov. An ’All-
Union’ tourney. The Kurgan news-
paper’s chess column is run by
A. Maksimovskikh, who judged this
tourney for ’baby’ studies (no more
than 5 men) in conjunction with
V. Dolgov.

1. Kf5 Bh6 2. Kg6 Bf8 3. Kf7 Bhé6 4.
Kg6 Bf4 5. Kf5 Bg3 6. Ke4 Bhg 7.
KdS Be7 8. Ke6 Bd8 9. KdS Be7
10. Ke6 Bf8 11. Kf7 draw.

N

\

No. 3462: E.L. Pogosjants. 1. Qa3 +
Kd7 2. Qh3 + /i Ke7 3. Qe3 + /ii Kd7
4. b8Riii Qf7+ 5. Kh6 Qf6 + 6. Kh-
wins.

i) 2. b8Q? Qhd4+ 3. Kg6 Qg4+ 4.

No. 3462 E. L. Pogosjants

2nd Prize,
Putj k Kommunismu, 1977
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Win
Kf6 Qf3 + 5. Qxf3 stalemate.
ii) 3. b8Q? Qed+ 4. Kh6 Qg6+ 5.
Kxg6 stalemate.
iii) 4. b8Q? Qed + 5. Qxe4 stalemate.
>3 mirror stalemates in the tries’’.
JRH: The only relevant prior art is
Kok (1937 and 1933), Nos. 84 and 82
in his 1938 book.

3+2

No. 3463 V., S. Kovalenko

3rd Prize,
Putj k Kommunismu, 1977
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Win
No. 3463: V.S. Kovalenko. 1. a3/i
Kc6/ii 2. ab Kb6 3. Kc2 Kc6 4. Kd3
KbS 5. Kc3 Kc6 6. Kc4 Kb6 7. bS5 Ka$
8. b6 Kxb6 9. Kb4 wins.
i). 1. a4? Kc7 2. Kc2 Kc6 is a drawn
posmon (Walker).
ii) 1. ..., ba+ 2. Kxa3 Kc6 3. Kad
’leads to another position due to
Walker, this time a winning one’.
’Synthesis of known positions into
two symmetrical positions with asym-
metrical solution. The best P-ending
in the tourney.’

3+2
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No. 3464 Al. P. Kuznetsov
1. HM.

Putj k Kom.mun'ismu, 1977
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Draw 3+2

No. 3464: Al.P. Kuznetsov. 1. b5+
Ka$5 2. b6+ Ka6 3. b7 Qc6 4. Rd7
Qxd7 5. b8S +.

No. 3465 D. Gurgenidze
2. HM.
Putj k Kommunismu, 1977
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No. 3465: D. Gurgenidze. 1. b4 Kb3
2. b5 Kc4 3. b6 KbS 4. b7 Bf4 5. Kxf4
Ka6 6. b8R wins.
JRH: The R-promotion is shown in
Kalandadze (1965), EG11.468.

No. 3466 V. Evreinov
3. HM,,
Putj k Kommumsmu 1977
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No. 3466: V. Evreinov. 1. Kd4 Kf7
2. Kc5 Ke6 3. Kxb5 KdS 4. Kb4 Kd4
5. Kb3 Kd3 6. Ka2 Kc4 7. Kbl.
’Beautiful P study with paradoxical
move (6. Ka2!) of wk.’

No. 3467 F S. Bondarenko
H.M.

Putj k Kommumsmu 1977
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Win 3+2

No. 3467: F.S. Bondarenko. 1. Be4
Kb7 2. Kd4 Kc7 3. Bxc6 Kd6 4. BdS
Ke7 5. Ke5 Kf8 6. Kf6.

No. 3468 E. L. Pogosjants
5. HM,,

Putj k Kommumsmu 1977
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Draw 243

No. 3468: E. Pogosjants. 1. Sb2 Sg5
2. Kg3 Sf7 3. Kf4 Bd4 4. Sc4 Kd3 5.
Sa5 Sd8 6. Sb3 Be3 + 7. Ke5 Sb7 8.
KdS draw.
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No. 3469 V. Evreinov
Special H.M.

Putj k Kommumsn'\u, 1977
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No. 3469: V. Evreinov. 1. Sf6 Rgé +
2. Kh5 Rh6+ 3. Kg5 Rg6+ 4. Kf5
Rgl 5. Rd7 Rfl+ 6. Ke6 Rel + 7.
Kf7 Rdl 8. Re7 Rel 9. Se4 Rgl 10.
Re5SRg7 + 11.Kf6.

JRH: Cf. Hasek (1929), No. 618 in
’1234’. For other examples see EG30,
p. 399, particularly a Centurini.

No. 3470 G. Zakhodyakin

Commended,
Putj k Kommunismu, 1977
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3+2

No. 3470: G. Zakhodyakin.

1. R7h6+ Kb5 2. R6h5+ Ka6 3.
Ra4 + Kb6 4. Rbd + Kaé6 5. Rhl Ka$
6. Rb3 wins.

M. Zinar
Commended,
Put] k Kommumsmu 1977
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2+3

No.
d3 3.

3471: M. Zinar. 1. a4 d4 2. Kg2
Kf1 Kf4 4. a5 Ke3 5. Kel.

*C* CBR Glass 0103 (see p.27)
The full 27 moves given by Strohlein
in 1970 were confirmed by Niblett in
1978. The first 7 of these moves are:
1. Rh4 Se5 2. Re4 Sf7 3. Rb4+ (also
Kd2) 3. ..., Ka2 4. Kc2 (also Rb6) 4.
..., Ka3 5. Kc3 (also Rb6) 5. ..., Sd6
6. Rb6 Se4+ 7. Kd3 Sf2+. I am
witholding the remainder of the mo-
ves until EG55. AJR
No. 3472 N. Kralin

Commended,
Put] k Kommumsmu 1977
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No. 3472: N. Kralin. 1. €7 Bh3 2.
Kd8 Sc6+ 3. Ke8 Sd4 4. Kd8 Se6 +
S. Kd7 Sg7+ 6. Kd8 Kf7 7. e8Q+
Sxe8 stalemate.

JRH: Of 11 studies I have with this
stalemate earliest seems to be Kubbel
(1922), No. 942 in ’2500’.
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No. 3473 Al, P. Kuznetsov

and A. T. Motor
Commended,
Putj k Kommumsmu, 1977
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No. 3473: AL.P. Kuznetsov and A.T.
Motor. 1. Sb3+ Kc3 2. Scl Kc2 3.
Se2 Kd2 4. Sg3 Kel S. Sed4 e2 6. g4
Kf17.Sg3+ oré. ..., Kdl 7. Sc3+,
winning.

No. 3474 0. Mazur

Commended,
Putj k Kommunismu, 1977
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No. 3474: O. Mazur. 1. g4+ Kh4 2.
Qhl+ Kg5 3. Qcl+ Kg6 4. Qc2+
Kg5 5. Qd2+ Kg6 6. Qd3+ Kg5 7.
Qe3 + Kg6 8. Qe7 wins.

JRH: Cf. Bron (1945/6) No. 1703 in
Chéron III.

No. 3475 T. Tsurtsumia

Commended,
Putj k Kommunismu, 1977
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No. 3475: T. Tsurtsumia. (From'
Georgian SSR). 1. Kc3 Ka3 2. Bbl
Ral 3. Kc2 Ra2 4. Kc3 Ral §. Kc2.
JRH: Cf. the termination of Pogos-
jants (1975) EG49.3096.

E. L. Pogosjants
Special Commended,
Putj k Kommunismu, 1977
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No. 3476: E.L. Pogosjants. 1. Kel
Kh3 2. Kfl. This is the drawing
position of Ercole del Rio (1750). 2.
..., f2. This is now a study by Benko.
3. Bc7 Rb2 4. Bd6 Rc2 5. Be5 Rd2 6.
Bf4 Re2 7. Bb8 Re8 8. Bg3 Kg4 9.
Kxf2 drawn.

JRH: finds the Benko: EG18.929
(1967).
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J. D. M. Nunn
Original

No. 3477
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No. 3477: John Nunn, British Inter-
national o-t-b Grandmaster (1978),
living in Oxford.

1. Be3+ f4/i 2. Sxf4 g1Q 3. Bxgl b2
4. Bc5 Kg7 5. Bd4+ Khé6 6. Se6 b1Q
7. Bg7+ KxhS 8. Sf4+ Kxh4 9. Bf6
mate.

i) 1. ..., Kg7 2. Kxg2 hg 3. h6 + Kh7
4. Bcl f4 5. Kf3 Kxh6 6. Kg4 wins.
JRH: No serious anticipation!

\

Win

No. 3478 J. S. Speelman

Original
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No. 3478: Jon S. Speelman, also an
International Master, and, of course,
British!

1. h§ Sb3 + /i 2. Kb6 Sd4 3. h6 Se6 4.
h7 Sf8 5. h8B Se6/ii 6. Kc6/iii
Sd4 + /iv 7. Kc5 Se6 + 8. Kb6 wins.

i) 1. ..., Sd3 2. h6 Se5 3. hg Sc6+ 4.
Ka6 (Also KbS, but not Kb6! Se7
draw) 4. ..., Se7 5. Kb6 Sg8 6. Ke6

Sf6 7. Kc5 Kxb7 8. Kd4 Kc6 9. KeS
Sg810.Ke6Sh611. Kc7.

ii) 5. ..., Sxg6 6. Bxg7 and 7. BeS
mate. 5. ..., Sd7+ 6. Ka6 Sc5+ 7.
KbS Sxb7 8. Kc6 wins, for instance,

8. ..., Kc8 9. Bxg7 Sa5+ 10. KbS Sb7
11. Bf8, or 10. ..., Sb3 11, Bc3. In
this line, if 7. ..., Sd7 8. Bxg7 wins.

iii) 6. Ka6? Sc7+ 7. Ka5 Kxb7 8.
Bxg7 Kc6 9. B- Se6, or here, 7. ...,
Sd5 + 8. Kc5 Se7 9. Bxg7 Kxb7, or 9.
Kb6 SdS +.

iv) 6. ..., Sd8+ 7. Kd7 6. ..., Ka7 7.
Bxg7.
JRH: Interesting to compare with

Klinkov (1966), EG10.414, but I
don’t think this is a serious anticipa-
tion - merely of background interest.

No. 3479 J. 8. Speelman

Original
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No. 3479: J.S. Speelman. 1. b7/i

ScS+ 2. Kb5 Sxb7 3. c8S Bxc8 4.
Kb6 draw.

i) 1. Kb5? Bd7 + 2. Kc4/ii 3. Be8/iii
3. Kd5 Sd2/iv 4. Kc6 Sc4 5. b7 Sas +
wins.

ii) 2. Ka6 Bc8+ 3. Ka7 Sd6 4. Kb8
Kf4 5. b7 Bxb7 6. c8Q Bxc8 7. Kc7
Kes.

iii) 2. ..., Sd6+? 3. Kd5 Sb7 4. c8Q
Bxc8 5. Kc6 Sa5 + 6. Kbs.

iv) But not 3. ..., Bb7+? 4. Ke6 and
draws!

JRH: Troitzky (1896), No. 288 in
1234’ has substantially the same
idea.
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No. 3480 Y. Bazlov (ii.76)
=1/2 Prize,
Shakhmaty v SSR, 1976
Award: x.77
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No. 3480: Y. Bazlov. S. Belokon of
Kharkov was the judge, with 40 stu-
dies by 41 composers entered. 10
were found incorrect. The judge ob-
serves that the percentage of unsound
studies remains obstinately high, at
25, and he comments that contribu-
tory factors are the choice of very
difficult themes, and the high stand-
ards of solvers! Studies, he continues
with a paradox, should be both
complex and simple (’slozhnye i
prostye’): complex as to content,
theme and dynamic struggle; simple
as to naturalness of position, and
analytic clarity of the supporting
variations. These considerations un-
derlie his award.

wShl is in peril (bKh4-h3-g2) and
connot be rescued by 1. Bd2? Kh3 2.
Bel Kg2 3. Sg3 Sf4 4. Ke3 Sd3 5. Ke2
Sf4 +. After the sharp moves 1. 3
Kh3 2. Sf2 + Kg2 3. Sed, we see that
wSed4 and wPf3 protect one another:
3. ..., Bxed 4. fe, or 3. ..., Kxf3 4.
Sd2 +. But: 3. ..., Sg7 4. Bel Kxf3 5.
Sd2 + Ke2 6. Sxb1 Kd1. The point of
3. ..., Sg7 becomes clear! 7. Ba3 Kc2.
We see emerging a known drawn po-
sition, after 8. Sc3 Kb3 9. Bcl Kc2
10. Ba3 Kb3. But this study is a win!
8. Sc3/i Kb3 9. Bel. Certainly not 9.
Sb5? Se6+ and 10. ..., Sc7. 9. ...,
Kc2 10. Sa2. And not 10. Se2? SfS+
and 11. ..., Sg3. 10. ..., Kb3 11.

Kd3/ii Kxa2 12. Kc2 Se6 13. Sc6 and
mate in 2 is avoided only by sacri-
ficing bS.

i) 8. Kc4? Kxbl 9. Kb3 Sf5 10. Sc6
Se3 11. Se5 (Sb4; Sc2; Sxc2 stalema-
te!) 11. ..., Sc2 12. Bb2 Sal+ 13.
Kc3 Sb3 14. Sd3 Ka2 15. Sb4+ Kbl
draw (Ba3, Scl;)

ii) The comparison with the try 8.
Kc4? is beautiful.

No. 3481 N. Kralin and

An., G. Kuznetsov (i.76)
=1/2 Prize,

Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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No. 3481: N. Kralin and An.G.
Kuznetsov. *’A study of quite diffe-
rent character, as to construction,
idea, and play.” 1. ..., 0-0-0+ /i 2.
Kg7 Rxh8 3. Kxh8 a4/ii 4. g5/iii Kb7 5.
Kg8/ivh5/v6.ghKa67. h7Ka5 8. h8Q
a6 9. Qc3 mate.
i) 1. ..., Kd7+ 2. Kxh7 Rxh8+ 3.
Kxh8 a4 4. g5 Kc8 5. g6 Kb7 6. g7
Ka6 7. g8Q and B1 lacks a tempo for
his self-stalemate attempt. The cast-
ling first move jumps bK to c8.
ii) Necessary at once, else W plays
a3-a4.
iii) To stop ...,
cross W’s plans.
iv) 5. Kg7? h5 6. gh (else both P’s
promote) Ka6 7. h7 KaS 8. h8Q a6
stalemate!
v) The line explaining wPa2 is: 5. ...,
Kc8 6. Kg7 Kb7 (Kd7; Kxh7) 7. Kf7
Kc8 8. Ke8 Kb8 9. Kd8 Kb7 10. Kd7
Kb8 (there is no stalemate now) 11.
Kxc6 Kc8 12. Kb5 Kd7 13. Kxa4 Kc6

h6; which would
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14. Kb4 aS+ 15. Kxa$5 Kxc5 16. a4
Kxc4 17. Ka6 Kb4 18. aS c5 19. Kb6
c4 20. a6 c3 21. a7 c2 22. a8Q cl1Q
23.QaS+ and24. Qc5+.

»”The Valladao problem task: cast-
ling, en passant and promotion! But
it is not felt to be a problem -
position, play and counterplay are
natural...”

No. 3482 A. Belenky

(ix.76 and iii.77)
3rd Prize,
Shakhmaty v SSSR 1976
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No. 3482: A. Belenky. ’A study in
the clear, classic style, is seldom seen
today’’.
1. Sc4 + Kel 2. Bd3 (SxeS? Bh5+) 2.
..., Be2 3. Bxe2/i ed/ii 4. Bg4 h2 5.
Be5 h1Q 6. Bg3 + Kf1 7. Se3+ Kgl
8. Kg7. Zugzwang, and bQ is lost!
i) 3. Sxe5? Bxd3 4. Sxd3 + Kf1 5. Be5
Kgl 6. Sel Kf2 7. Sc2 Kgl 8. Sd4
Kg2, with a draw.
ii) 3. ..., Kxe2 4. Bxe5 Kf2 5. BbS8
Kgl 6. Se5 Kg2 7. Sg4 wins. Now,
however, after 3. ..., e4 (an astounding
move to play, pushing a less advan-
ced pawn when W has no fewer than
3 active pieces), Bl is going to
promote his hP.
”’Out of a transparent and uncon-
strained position there develops a
paradoxical struggle topped off with a
fresh Zugzwang thunderclap. The
finale will remain in the memory for
a long time, the more so because the
attractive study comes from our most
senior Soviet study composer.’’

No. 3483 V. Vlasenko (vi.76)
4th Prize.
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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No. 3483: V. Vlasenko. W must
provide for the counter-thrust ...
e4-e3. 1. Sf7+ KhS5. Bl heads for
self-stalemate. 2. Se5 Kh4 3. Kb8/i e3
4. Sd3 e2/ii 5. Sel. B1’s plan would
bear fruit on 5. b6? e1Q 6. Sxel hS.
S. ..., h6 6. b6. The significance of
this tempo move will soon become
clear. 6. ..., h5 7. Sd3 e1Q 8. Se5.
Now we see why wkK cannot stand on
b7, nor an the a-file or c-file. Checks!
”’Possibly the most original study in
the tourney, but the play lacks life’’.

i) 3. Sc4? e3 4. Sxe3 h5 5. Sxg4
(against stalemate) S. ..., hg 6. b6 g3.
3. b6? e3 4. Sd3 e2 5. Sel hS 6. Sd3
elQ 7. SeS Qed4+, showing the
necessity for the move chosen.

ii) 4. ..., ef 5. Sxf2 hS 6. Sd3 f2 7.
Sxf2 Bf3 8. b6, followed by wKb8 to
e$ to take bPf5.

No. 3484

L. Katsnelson
(x1.76)
5th Prize,

Shakhmaty v SSSR 1976
/ 2
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No. 3484: L. Katsnelson. 1. c7 Bg4
(a2; Rd6+) 2. Rb4+ Kd3 3. Rxg4 a2
4. Ra4 Bb6+ 5. Kxb6 g2/i 6. Rd4 +
Kxd4 and now 7. c8Q, so that which-
ever bP promotes is at once lost by a
diagonal skewer check.

i) With bK on, for instance, eS5 there
could now follow the simple 6. ¢8Q
glQ 7. Qc5+. Now ... alQ will
require urgent attention.

JRH: Cf. Sindelar (1972), No. 29 in
Czech ’Album’.

No. 3485 A. Belenky (vi.76)
1. HM,,
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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Draw 3+5
No. 3485: A. Belenky 1. Rb2 Bel 2.
Sf1/i Bf3+ 3. Kgl Sg4 4. Sh2 Sxh2
5. Rb8 + with two lines:

..., Kh7 6. Rxbl Bg3 7. Rb7+ Khé6
8. Rh7 + Kxh7 stalemate. 5. ..., Kg7
6. Rxbl Bg3 7. Rb7+ Kf6 8. Rh7/ii
Sg4 9. Rh3 Bf2+ 10. Kfl Be4 11.
Rf3 + Bxf3 stalemate.
i) 2. Rb8+? Kf7 3. Rb7+ Kf8 4.
Rb8 + Ke7 5. Sf1 Bf3 + 6. Kgl Sg4 7.
Sh2 Bf2+ 8. Kfl Sd2 mate.
ii) 8. Rf7+? Ke5 and neither 9.
Rf5+ Ked4 nor 9. Re7+ Kd5 10.
Rd7 + Kc6 suffices.
JRH: Stalemate is also in Pogosjants
(1976) in Schach-Echo. wKa4, wRd7
wSa2; bKg2 bBal, ¢2, bPb3, ds5 1.
Ka3. b2; 2. Sc3 d4; 3. Rxd4 bi1S +; 4.
Ka2, Bxc3 S. Rgd+ Kf2 6. Rg2+ or
5. ..., Kf3 6. Rgl Sd2 7. Rcl Bb3 +
8. Ka3 cB any 9. Rc3+ Bxc3 stale-
mate.

No. 3486 V Kosovets (iv.76)
H.M.
Shakhmaty v S8SR, 1976
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Win
No. 3486: V. Kosovets. 1. Ke5/i
Bh2 + /ii 2. Kf6 Bgl 3. Ba7 Bxa7 4.
KeS Bf2 5. h7 Bg3+ 6. Kf6 Bxhd +
7. Kxf7 Be8+ 8. Ke6 Bd7+ 9.
Ke5/iii Bg3 + 10. Kf6é Bhd4 + 11. Kg6
Be8+ 12. Kxf5 Bd7+ 13. Ke5(!)
Bg3+ 14, Ked/iv Bc6+ 15. Kd4
Bf2 + 16. Kc3 Bel + 17. Kb2 wins.
i) 1. Ba7? Bh2+ 2. Ke3 Be5 3. Bd4
f4+ 4.Kd3 Bc2+.
ii) ..., f6+ 2. Kf4 Be3 + 3. Kxe3 f4+
4, Kd2.
iii) The third time wK has occupied this
square.
iv) A nice point. W must avoid 14.
Kd4?c5+.
JRH: Cf. Kalandadze (1970). EG24.
1302.

No. 3487

5+6

L. Veretennikov
3. HM. (iii.76)
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
A N
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No. 3487: 1. BhS

L. Veretennikov.
Rh3/i 2. Bf7 Rf3 3. Bc4 Ra3 4. Bd4
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Rxa8 5. Kb7 Ra3/ii 6. BbS eS.
Avoiding both the threatened mate
by Bb6 and the other one after ...,
e6; Bf6. 7. Bb6 + Ke7. Not mate, but
8. Bc5+ winsbR.

i) 1. ..., Ra3 2. Be5 Rxa8 3. Bc7+
Kc8 4. Bg4 + and mates.

ii) 5. ..., Ra5 6. Bb6+. 5. ...
Bb6+ Kd7 7. BbS +.

No. 3488 E, Pogosjants (ix.76)
4

, Re8 6.

Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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Win

3+3

No. 3488: E. Pogosjants. 1. d6 Kd4/i
2. d7/ii Ke3 3. d8R/iii f2+ /iv 4. Kg2
Bf7/v 5. Sf4/vi Bc4 6. Sd5 + Ked 7.
Sc3+ and wins fP.

) 1. ..., Kd3 2. Kf2 Be6 3. Sf4 +.

i) 2. Sf4x? Ke3 3. Sg2+ Ke2 4.
Sf4+ Ke3.

iii) 3. d8Q? f2+ 4. Kg2 Bd5+ 5.
Qxd5 f1Q + 6. Kxf1 stalemate.

ivy 3. ..., Bf7 4. Se5 f2+ 5. Kf1 Be6
6. Rh8 Ked 7. Sc6+ Ke3 8. Re8.

v) 4. ..., Bc4 5. Re8+ Kd2 6. Kxf2
Bf7 7. Rd8+.

vi) 5. Rd6? Be4 and there is no safe
check on the e-file.
JRH: Cf. Sonntag (1965), EG9.361.

No. 3489: V. Golubenko. 1. Ke3 Sg3
2. Kf4 Sh5+ 3. Kg5 Sg7/i 4. Bd3 +
Kg8 5. Bcd + Kh7/ii 6. Bf7 b5 7. Sg6
b4 8. Sf8 + Kh8 9. Sd7 a5/iii 10. Sf6
a4 11. Kf4 b3 12. Ke5 b2 13. Ba2
(also 13. Bg6).

i) 3. ..., Sg3 4. Kg4 Sed4 5. Bd3 wins.
ii) 5. ..., Kf8 6. Kh6 Se8 7. Sg6, a
classic mate.

91

No. 3489 V, Golubenko (ii.76)
5. HM.,,
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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Win 344

iii) Not given in the source is 9. ...,
b3 10. Bxb3 Se8 11. Kg6 Sd6 12. Be6
a5 13. Khé.

JRH: At least 10 earlier studies use
this form of immobilising bK and bS.
Perhaps the most pertinent is Mis-
siaen (1961/2). No. 237 in ’2545°.
Earliest seems to be Fahrni (1922),
No. 224 also in ’2545°.

No. 3490

M. Gogberashvili
(x.76 and x.77)
Commended,
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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Draw
No. 3490: M. Gogberashvnh. 1.
Bh6 + Kxed 2. Sd2 + with two varia-
tions: 2. ..., Kd5 3. Rb3 bcQ 4.
Rb5+ Kc6 5. Rc5+ Kd7 (Kb7;
RbS5+, Ka6; Ra5+) 6. Rd5 + Ke6 7.
Rxe5+ Kf7 8. Rf5+ Kg6 9. Rf6+
Kxf6 10. Sed4 + and 11. Bxcl.
2. ..., Kf5 3. Rg5+ Kf6 4. Rxh5 Kg6
5. dSb3 KxhS5 6. Bg7 b1Q 7. Bxe5 and
bQ will never have a safe move.
Originally, there was no wPed. This
allowed 1. Sd2 + as a cook.



No. 3491 Y. Dorogov (viii.76)
Commended,
Shakhmaty v SSSR 1976
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No. 3491: Y. Dorogov. 1. f7 aSxc3 +
2. Kf3 (Kf2? Se4+; and ..., baQ
covering g7) 2. ..., Sd4 + 3. Kg2 Sxe6
4. de baQ 5. €7/i Qfl + ii 6. Kxfl
alQ+ 7. Kg2 Qa8+ 8. Kh2 Qb8+ 9.
Kh3 Qc8+ 10. Kh4 and ...wins!

i) 5. f8Q+? Kh7 6. Qf7+ Khé 7. e7
Qb2+ 8. Kh3 alQ draw.

ij)5. ..., Qb2+ 6. Kh3 alQ 7. e8Q +
Kh7 8. Qg8+ and 9. f8Q +.

No. 3492 G. A. Umnov (vii.76)
Commended,
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976

4///%

No. 3492: G.A. Umnov. 1. Sd1 (for
Sc3+) 1. ..., Rxd2+ 2. Kxd2 Rxcl
(Kxed; Sc3 + leads to a Troitzky win)
3. Ra4 RcS5 4. Sc3+ KeS 5. Rh4 and
bR cannot survive! It’s Zugzwang.

No. 3493 A. Bor and
A, Herbstman (xi.76)
Commended,

Shakhmaty v SSSR 1976
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No. 3493: A. Bor and A. Herbstman
1. Sd7 Rxd7 2. Bxf6 Kgé6 3. ed Rxf7
4, 7 Kxf6 5. e8Q Rf8+ 6. Kh7
Rh8 + 7. Qxh8 Bxh8 8. Kh6 Bg7+ 9.
KhS5 Bf8 stalemate!

JRH: Termination known from, e.g.
Yakimchik (1956), No. 2081 in ’2500°

No. 3494 T. Gorgiev (viii.76)
Commended,
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976

) WL
EAE H B
o m W

O
E B m
N
W e W
B E E W
% ,

2+3

.

Draw

No. 3494: T. Gorgiev. 1. Kf7/i Bd8
2. Ke6/ii Kd4 3. Kd7 Ba5 4. Sbé6
Bxb6 5. Kc8 and 6. Kxb7.

i) Winning a tempo. S-moves lose.

ii) Keeping within the quadrangle of
the bP. 2. Ke8? Ba$ 3. Kd7 b$ wins.
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V. Yakimchik
(xii.76)
Special Prize
(for baby study)
Shakhmaty v SSSR 19'76
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No. 3495: V. Yakimchik. The judge
found a number of entries of prac-
tical value and decided to award a
separate group of 6. (The whole topic
of ’special’ prizes and sections is one
that we intend to revert to at a future
date. AJR).

1. Kf3/i Sc6/ii 2. h5 Kc4 3. Kf4 Se7
4. h6 Kd5 5. h7 Ke6 6. h8S f6 7.
Kg4 Sc6 (f5+; KgS5) 8. Kf3 (g3)
Se5(+) 9. Kf4. Bl is now in Zug-
zwang. 9. ..., Kd7 10. Kf5 Ke7 11.
Ked4 Kf8 12. Kf5 Kg7 13. Ke6. Again
this is Zugzwang. 13. ..., Sc6 14. Sf7
and a draw.

i) 1. Kd3? Se6 2. Ke4 Sf8 3. Kf5 Sh7
4.Kg4Kcd45.Kh5 f5.

ii) 1. ..., Se6 2. Kg4 Sf8 3. Kg5 Sh7+
4. Khé.

No. 3496

M. Zinar (xii.76)
Special Prize
(pawn studies)
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976

%/W

No. 3496: M. Zinar. The related
squares are c2/gS; c3/f5; c4/gS;
d3/f4; d5/f5. 1. Kb2 Kg5 2. Kc2 KfS
3. Kc3 Kg5 4. Kc4 Kf4 5. Kd3 hs.
Loss of a spare tempo-move. 6. Kc4
Kg5 7. Kd5. There is no point in
returning to cl, as bK stays on f6
and g6. 7. ..., Kf5 8. Kc6 Ke6 9. Kb7
(Kxc7? Ke7) 9. ..., Kd7 10. Ka8
(b8)/i Kd8/ii 11. Kb8(a8) Kd7 12.
Kb7 Kd8 13. Kc6 Ke7 14. KdS (Kxc7?
h4;) 14, ..., Kf6 15. Ke4 and 16.
Kxe3.

i) 10. Kxa7? Kc8. Zugzwang. 11. Ka8
¢6 12. bc b5 13. c7 h4 14. Ka7 Kxc7.
ii) 10. ..., Kc8 11. Kxa7 h4. The last
tempo move. 12. Ka8 c6 13. bc b5 14.
c¢7+ Kxc7 15. Kxa7. Now §. ..., h§ is
explained.

No. 3497 A. Melnikov (vii.76)
Sp. Commend,
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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No. 3497: A. Melnikov. 1. SdS§ +
(h5? cb;) 1. ..., Ke8 2. h§ Sg3 3. h6
Sf5 4. h7 Sh6+ 5. Kg7 Sf7 6. Sc7+
Ke7 7. Sxa6 c4 8. Sc7 Sh8 (c3; Sd5+)
9. Sb5 Sf7/i 10. Sd6 c3 11. Sxf7 c2
12. h8Q c1Q 13. Qd8+ (f8+ also)
Ke6 14. Qd6+ Kf5 15. Qg6+ wins
bQ next move.

1)9. ..., Ke6 10. Sa3 c3 11. Sb5 c2 12.
Sd4+ S-forks of various kinds
abound: see 6. Sc7, 8. ..., c3; note (i),
and 10. Sdé6.

JRH: Cf. Kadrev (1967), EG22.1183.
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No. 3498 V. Kondratyev

(xii.76)

Sp. Commend,
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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Win
No. 3498: V. Kondratyev. 1. g6 fg 2.
f7 Kxh7 3. Kc4/i Bb2 4. Be7 Bg7 5.
BgS Bf8 6. Kd5 Kh8 7. Ke5 (Ke6?
Kg7; Zugzwang) 7.
Kh8 9. Kxg6 Be7 10. Bf6 + Bxf6 11.
f8Q mate.
i) This and the previous move may be
inverted.
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No. 3499 E. Asaba and

N. Kralin (i.76)
Sp. Commend,
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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Draw

3+3
No. 3499: E. Asaba and N. Kralin.

1. Rf4+ Kh5/i 2. RfS+ Kg6 3.
Rf8 Kg7 4. Rf3 g1lQ 5. Rg3+ Qxg3
6. hg Kf6 7. Kd7 hS 8. Ke8 Kg5 9.
Kf7 draw.

i) 1. ..., Kh3 2. Rf3+ Kxh2 3. Rf6 h5
4. Rh6 Kg3 5. Rg6+ (Rxh5? Kf4
wins) 5. ..., Kh3 6. Kd5 h4 7. Ke4
Kh2 8. Kf3 glQ (h3; Kf2) 9. Rxgl
Kxgl 10. Kg4.

JRH: Final phase of main line is in
O. Frink (1927) in Chess Amateur:

wKa7, wPe2, bKc7, bPf4. 1. Ka8
draws.
No. 3500 A. Maksimovskikh

(vii.76)
Sp. Commend,
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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..., Kh7 8. Kf6

No. 3500: A. Maksimovskikh. This
study appeared in an article ’’The
Pursuit of Ideas’” written by the
composer. In connection with it the
7th Thematic Tourney of the maga-
zine was announced, the theme being
the offering (sacrifice) of the same
piece type by both W and BI.

1. g7 Rd2+ 2. Kc3 Rc2+ 3. Kb3
Rb2+ 4. Ka4 Rxb4 + 5. Ka3 (Kxb4?
Rxgd4 +;) 5. ..., Ra4+ 6. Kb3 Rb4+
7. Kc3 Rc4+ 8. Kd3 Rd4+ 9. Ke3
Re4 + 10. Kxe4 Rxgd4 + 11. Rf4 wins!
Constructional point: without bPb6
B1 could play 5. ..., Rb8 6. Rf8
Rg3 + with perpetual check.

JRH: Cf. the same composer’s (1975)
EG48.2979.
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No. 3501: V. Bunka. 1. Sxc6+
(Rc4? ¢5;) Ka8 2. Sxe5 (Rb5? blQ;)
. ..., blQ 3. Rc8+ Ka7 4. Sc6+
Kxa6 5. Ra8+ Kb7 6. Rb8+ Kab 7.
Rxb1 wins.

JRH: Finds no anticipation.

No. 3502 V. Dolgov and
1. Filipchenko
1st Prize,
7th Thematic Tourney of
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
Award: i.78
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No. 3502: V. Dolgov and I. Filip-
chenko. 1. Rh6+ Kg5 2. Rg6+ Kh4
3. Rg4+. Thematic offer. 3. ..., Kh3
4. Be6 Ral+. Thematic counter-
offer. 5. Kb2 Rb1+ 6. Kc3/i Rb6/ii
7. Bd7 Rb3 + 8. Kc4 (Kxd2? Rd3 +)
8....,d1Q9. Rd4+ Qg4 10. Bxg4 +,
but not 10. Rxg4? Rb4 +.

i) 6. Ka3? Ral + 7. Kb4 Rad +.

ii) 6. ..., d1S+ 7. Kc2 Rb2 + 8. Kxdl
Rbl+ 9. Kd2 Rd1+ 10. Kc3 Rd3 +
11. Kc4 Rc3 + 12. Kb4,

The 2nd Prize (Gurgenidze) is that
same composer’s 1973  piece.
EG41.2377, but with bRf8 instead of
h8.

No, 3503 Al P.
and B. Sidorov
3rd Prize,
7th Thematic Tourney of
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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Win 546

Kuznetsov

No. 3503: ALP. Kuznetsov and B.
Sidorov. 1. Sa3 + Kal 2. Rgl + Rcl.
B1 begins the offers. 3. Rxcl + Kb2
4. Ral. W returns the compliment. 4.
.., Sxf4+. A S this time. 5. Sxf4
Kxal 6. Kc2 Sf3 7. Kc1 Sd4 8. Sc2 +.
And a W one. 8. ..., Sxc2 9. Se6.
Yes, it was a sacrifice. 9. ..., Sb4 10.
Sc5 and mate.

No. 3504 B. Brekhov
M

7th Them:;\tic' Tl;urney of
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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Win 546

No. 3504: B. Breknov. 1. a6 Qxhl
2. 2g8Q Qh8 3. Qxh8 alQ 4. Qxal
c1Q 5. d7 Qc6 6. Qhl Gxht 7. d8Q
mate.
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No. 3505 V. N. Dolgov

2. HM.,
7th Thematic Tourney of
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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Win 4+3

n

No.

3505: V.N. Dolgov. 1. Sc6 Se7

2. Sxe7+ Kf7 3. Sg6 Rf5 4. Sf8
Rh5+ 5. Sh7 Re§ 6. Sf6 Kxf6 7.

a8qQ.

No. 3506 G. A. Umnov

1 Comm.,
7th Thematic Tourney of
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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Draw 4+5

No. 3506: G.A. Umnov. 1. ¢c7 Ra8 +
2. ¢8Q Rxc8+ 3. Rxc8 Rb8 4. Rxb8
c2 5. Rb6+ KhS 6. Rb5+ Kh4 7.
Rb4 + Kh3 8. Rb3+ Sg3 9. Rxg3+
Kh2 10. Rgl Kxgl 11. Sc3 draw.

No. 3507: E.L. Pogosjants. 1. Rxd3
Rxg2 2. Ra8+ Ra6 3. Rd5+ Kbé6 4.
Rd6 + wins.
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No. 3507 E. L. Pogosjants
2 Comm,,
Tth Thematic Tourney of

Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1976
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1st Prize,
Centenary Ty of
German Chess Federation,

1977
Award: v.78 (brochure)
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No. 3508: C.A. Peronace. Judge:
H.H. Staudte, who called on help
from JRH (and AJR) to sort out the
63 entries. 1. f3/i d6/ii 2. Kc6/iii d5
3. Kd7 (Kd5? Qc7;) 3. ..., d4/iv 4.
Ke6/v Qc7/vi 5. Kf6 Qf4+ 6. Kg7
QeS + (h3/d3; Rh6+) 7. Kg8 Qg5/vii
8. Rxg5+ Kxg5 9. Kg7(h7)/viii
Kf4/ix 10. Bg6 Kg3/x 11. Bed/xi
Kxg2 12. f4 + wins, for example, 12.
..., Kg3 13. f5 Kf4 14. f6 Kxe4 15. {7
d3 16. f8Q d2 17. Qf1.

i) 1. f4? Qxf4 2. Rf6 + Kg5 3. Rxf4
Kxf4.

1. Ked4? Qh1 (dS? KfS, or h3? Rg3 +)
2. Kf5 Qb1+ 3. Kf6 Qb2+ 4. Ke7
Qb4 + 5. Ke8 Qb8 +.



ii) 1. ..., Qhl 2. g4+ hg 3. Rg8+
and 4. Rh8 +. .
. ..., Qgl 2. g4+ hg 3. Rxg3+. 1.
..,Qb82.Rg8+.1....,Qc72. Rc6+.
1. ..., Qf4 2. Rf6 + Kg5 3. Rxf4 Kxf4
4. Be8 (Kd6 also)/xii h3 5. gh Kxf3 6.
Bxd7 Kf4 7. Ke6 Kg5 8. Kf7 Kh6 9.
Kg8 wins.
iii) 2. f4? Qhl/xiii 3. Kxd6 Qbl/xiv
4. Ke7 Qb7+ 5. Kf8 Qb8+ 6. Kg7
Qb2+ 7. Kg8 Qb8+ 8. Kh7 Qbl, or
if here 3. Ke6 Qbl 4. Ke7 Qb7 +. 2.
Ke6? Qe5+ (d5+? Kf5) 3. Kd7
QfS + 4. Ke7 Qxg6.
iv) 3. ..., h34. Rg3+ Kh4 5. Rgd +.
., Qf4 4. Rf6 + Kg5 5. Rxf4 Kxf4
6. BxdS wins.
v) 4. Ke7? d3 5. Kf6 (Kf8 d2;) 5. ...,
Qf4+ 6. Kg7 Qe5+ (d2? Rh6+ and
Rh5 mate) 7. Kg8 Qg5 draw, but not
7. ..., Qb8+ 8. Kh7 Qf8 9. Rg7 +.
vi) 4. .., d3 5. Kf5 Qc7 6. Rf6 +.
vii) 7. ..., Qb8 + 8. Kh7 Qb1 9. Kg7.
viii) 9. BdS? d3 10. Kg7 Kf4 11. Kgé
d2 12. Bb3 Kg3 13. Kg5 Kg2 14. f4 h3
15. f5 h2.
9. Bc4? Kf4 10. Kg7 h3 11. gh Kxf3.
9. Bb3? Kf4 10. Bd1 Kg3.
ix) 9. ..., d3 10. Bc4 d2 11. Be2 Kf4
12. Kg6 Kg3 13. Kg§ Kf2 14, Bdl
Kg2 15. Kh4,
x) 10. ..., h3 11. gh Kxf3 12. h4 Kg4
13. h5d3 14. h6 d2 15. Bc2.
xi) 11. Kh6? Kg2 12. f4 h3 13. Bed +
Kg3 14. f5 Kf4 15. f6 Ked 16. f7 h2.
xii) 4. Bg6? h3 5. gh Kxf3 6. Ke5 Kg3
7. Bf5 d5.
xiii) 2. ..., Qxf4 3. Rf6 + Kg$5 4. Rxf4
Kxf4 5. Be6 +.
Xiv) see iii).
**The hidden key puts Bl in Zug-
zwang. W uses this by means of a
fine wK manoeuvre to transfer into a
‘pre-programme’ B-ending. This is
possible because dP has been allowed
to advance (to d4) blocking the long
diagonal. It is astonishing that W
then wins the ending despite the
advanced dP and his own badly
placed wK. There is an impressive
concept behind the whole study, in

which ’art and nature’ happily com-
bine.”’

V. Nestorescu
2nd Prize,
Centenary Ty of
German Chess Federatlon,
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No. 3509: V. Nestorescu. 1. h8Q/i
Rxh8 2. Se6 Sxe6 3. Bd7 Rhé6 4.
Kd5/ii Kf5 5. Sc2/iii Sf3 6. Bc8/iv
Rg6/v 7. Bd7 Rh6 8. Bc8 Rh2 9.
Bxe6+ Kf6 10. Sb4/vi Rb2/vii 11.
Sd3/viii Rd2 (Rb3; Kc4) 12. Ke4 Kxe6
13. (Sg5+; Ke3) 13. Sf4+ and 14.
Kxf3 draw.

i) 1. Sf3? Sxf3 2. Be2 Re6+ 3. Kd3
Re8 4. h8Q Rxh8 5. Ke3 Rf8 6. Kf2
Se6 7. Sc2 Kh3 8. Bxf3 Sg5 9. Sd4
Sxf3 10. Sxf3 Kg4 wins.

ii) 4. Ke5? Sf3+ 5. KdS Sg5 and 6.
..., Kh4.

iii) 5. Sb5? Kf6 6. Bxe6 Rh5 +.

5. Sc4? Sg2 6. Sd6+ Kf4 7. Bxe6
Se3 + and 7. ..., Rxe6.

iv) 6. Kd6? Ke4 7. Bxe6 Sg5.

v) 6. ..., Sg57.Sd4+ and 8. Sxe6.
vi) 10. Se3? Rd2 + 11. Ke4 Sg5+ ...
vii) 10. ..., Rd2+ 11. Ke4 Sg5+ 12.
Ke3 Rb2 13. Sd3.

viii) 11. Sc6? Rd2+ 12. Ked4 Sg5+
13. Ke3 Rd6.

’Not a new theme, but the setting is
notable: W is faced with tough choi-
ces at the start and later, particularly
at move S. Bl’s counterplay compels
moves that almost invariably deserve
the exclamation mark’’.
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No. 3510 V. Pachman

Centenary Ty of
German Chess Federation,
1977

W BoBLE
A
4N mAN B

5w EeE
o E R W
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% /A/ o
| i

Draw 448
No. 3510: V. Pachman. 1. Bh7 + /i
Kg5 2. Rgl + Khé 3. Kgd/ii Kxh7/iii
4. KhS (Kxf3? Sg5+) 4. ..., Sg7 + /iv
5. Rxg7+ Kh8 6. Kg6 Bd3+ 7. Kf7
Bc4 + /v 8. Kg6 Bd3 + /vi 9. Kf7.
i) 1. Sxd6+? Kf6 2. Sed+ (else
Sg5+;)2....,Ke7 3. R-Sg5+ 4. Kg4
Sxe4.
ii) 3. Sf6? Sg5 and B1 wins.
iii) 3. ..., e1Q 4. Rxel Kxh7 5. Kxf3.
iv) 4. ..., Kh8 5. Sf6 Sg7+ 6. Kg6é
Bd3 + 7. Kf7 Bc4 + 8. Kgé.
v) 7. ..., elQ 8. Rg8+ Kh7 9. Sf6+
Kh6 10. Rh8 + Kg5 11. Rh5 mate.
vi) 8. ..., e1Q 9. Rh7+ Kg8 10. Sf6 +
Kf8 11. Rh8 + Ke7 12. Re8 mate.
”’The echoed finale (with and without
bS) is unique and accounts for the
high placing - which would have been
even higher were it not for the dry

introduction”’.
No. 3511

B. Kozdon
4th Prize,
Centenary Ty of
German Chess Federation,
1977

x/ % ////
// 7
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%

\?

Draw 649

No. 3511: B. Kozdon. 1. Ral/i
Sxal/ii 2. Kf7 Bc3 3. Bd2 BeS/iii 4.
Bf4/iv Bb2 5. Bcl Be3 6. Bd2 Bd4 7.
Be3 Be5S 8. Bf4 Rxg3 (Bb2; Bel) 9.
Bxg3/v Bg7/vi 10. h6 Bxh6 11. Bxd6
Bg7 12. Bf8 Bb2/vii 13. Ba3 Bc3 14.
Bb4 Bd4 15. Bc5 BeS 16. Bdé Bf6 17.
Be7 Bg7 18. Bf8 Bb2 19. Ba3 draw by
repetition.
i) 1. Kf7? Bc3 2. Ral Bxal.
if) 1. ..., d5+7 2. Kf7 Bc3 3. Ra8
mate.
iii) 3. ..., Bxd2? 4. g7+ mates, or 3.
., Bg7? 4. h6 Bb2 5. g7+ mates, or
., Bf6? 4. Bg5 Bb2 5. h6 h1Q 6.
g7+ mates.
iv) Threat 5. BxeS+ de 6. g7 +.
v) 9. Bxe5? de 10. g7 + Rxg7.
vi) 9. ..., Bb2 10. h6 h1Q 11. g7+
Bxg7 12. hg + mates.
vii) 12. ..., Bxf8? 13. Kxf8 h1Q 14.
g7+ Kh7 15. g8Q+ Khé6 16. Qg7+
Kh5 17. Qh7+ Kg$5 18. Qxhl, or 13.
.., d2, the same line to 17. Qf7 + and
18. Qxf1.
»’B-duels are frequent, but there are
special merits here. After Bl has
succeeded in shuffling off W’s oppo-
sition on the c1-h6 diogonal, W wins
it back again with a very attractive
intermezzo, this time on the a3-f8
diagonal. This was prize-worthy, so
(with the Tourney Directors’ agree-
ment) the Hon. Mentions are reduced
to 2.

No. 3512
and O.
1. HM,
Centenary Ty of
German Chess Federation,

ZA///%

e 0
i

B
B
%/%%%%/%
// %\% %

J. Mugnos
J. Carlsson

|

Win 3+3
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No. 3512: J. Mugnos and O.J.
Carlsson. 1. Ke2/i with two lines: 1.
..., Bc5 2. RfS Bdé6/ii 3. RaS Bb8 4.
Rad/iii Bh2/iv 5. Ke3/v BeS 6. Ke4
Bf6/vi 7. KfS Be7/vii 8. Ke6 Bg5 9.
Kd7 c3/viii 10. Sc7 c2 11. Rb4 + Ka7
12. Kc8 and 13. Rb7 mate.

The other line: 1. ..., Bd4/ix 2. Rf8/x
BcS 3. Re8/xi Ba7 4. Kd1/xii Bd4 S.
Kc2 Bal 6. Kbl/xiii Bc3 7. Ka2
Bb4/xiv 8. Kb2 Bd2 9. Ka3 Bc3/xv
10. Ka4 Bd2 11. Kb5 ¢3 12. Sbé c2
13. Re7+ Kb8 14, Ka6 and 15. Rb7
mate.

Echo-mates, with wK taking opposite
routes.

i) 1. Re6? Ba7 (Bc5? Re8, and Ke2 as
in second line) 2. Re8 c3/xvi 3. Ke2
c2 4. Kd2 Bb8 5. Sb6 Bf4 1. Re6? is
also met by 1. ..., Bf4 2. Sb6/xvii c3
3. Sa4 c2 4. Sc5+ 5. Sd3 cl1Q. 1

Rf3? BcS (also Bh6) 2. RfS Bd6/xviii
3. Rf6 Bc5 4. Rf5 Bd6 5. Ra5 (RdS,
Bd8 (f4) draw) 5. ..., Bb8 6. Ral/xix
¢3 7. Ke2 c2 8. Kd2 Ba7 9. Sc7 Bd4
10. Ra4 Be3 +. 1. Rf8? c3 2. Ke2 c2.

ii) 2. ..., Ba7 (d4, gl) 3. Rf8 wins as
in second line.

iii) 4. Kd2 (d1)? Ba7 5. Sc7 Bb6. 4.
Ra3? Ba7 5. Sc7 BcS 5. Ra$s Bbé.

4. Ra2 (al) is an unnecessary prolon-
gation of the solution.

iv) 4. ..., Be5 5. Ke3 Bh2 6. Kd4
wins. 4. ..., Bf4 5. Rxc4 4. ..., Ba7 §.

Sc7.

vg The printed solution states that the
composers call this move an error -
themselves in error! The composers
gave 5. Kd2 Be5 6. Ke3 Bg7. How-
ever, 5. Ke3 at once is possible, since
the alleged refutation 5. ..., BeS 6.
Ked4 Bb8! (’Zugzwang’’) 7. Ra2 Bg3
8. Kd4! wins, not the composer-
claimed 8. Kf3 Bdé6 9. Ke3 Bes.

vi) 6. ..., Bh8 7. Rxc4. 6. ..., Bg7 7.
Sc7. 6. ..., Bb8 7. Ra2 Bdé6 (g3) 8.
Kd4.

vii) 7. ..., Bh8 (h4, d8) 8. Rxc4 wins.
viii) 9. ..., Bf4 10. Rxc4 wins.

ix) 1. ..., Ba7 2. Rf8 Bc5/xx 3. Re8

leads to main line, as do 1. ...,
and 1. ..., Bgl.

BgS

x) 2. Rd6? Ba7 3. Rd8 Bb8 4. Sb6
Bc7 2. Rf4 Ba7 is a ’waste of time’.
xi) 3. Rg8 prolongs the win: 3. ...,
Ba7 4. Kd1 Bd4 5. Kc2 Be5 6. Kbl
Bd4 7. Ka2 Bc5 8. Kb2 Bb4 9. Re8
Bd2.

xii) 4. Kd2? Bb8 5. Sb6 Bf4 +.

xiii) 6. Re3? Bd4 7. Ra3 Ba7 8. Sc7
Bc5 9. Ras Bbé6 6. Re6 prolongs.

xiv) 7. ..., Bd4 8. Ka3 BcS+ 9. Ka4
Bd6 10. Re6 Bc5 11. Kb5 Ba7 (f2) 12.
Sb6 c2 13. Re7+ Kb8 14. Kaé.
xv) 9. ..., Bf4 10. Kb4 Bb8 11.
Bd6 + 12. Kb5 c3 13. Re2.

xvi) 2. ..., Bb8? 3. Sb6 c3 4. Sa4d ¢c2 5.
Sc5+ K- 6. Sd3.

xvii) 2. Rf6 Bg5 3. RfS Bh6 4. Ra$s
(Sb6) c3.

xviii) 2. ..., Bd4 (a7) 3. Rf8 Bc5 4.
Re8 B- 5. Ke2.

Xix) 6. Rad c3 7. Ke2 c2 8. Kd2 Ba7
9. Sc7 Be3 +. 6. Ra3 Ba7 7. Sc7 B¢S
8. RaS Bb6. 6. Ra2 c3 7. Ke2 c2 8.
Kd2 Ba7 9. Sc7 Be3 +.

xx) 2. ..., Bb8 3. Sb6 Bd6 4. Rf6 Bes
5. Re (g) 6 wins.

»’According to BI’s defensive idea
(on move 1) W rescues wS either by
wK march over the K-side or over the
Q-side. This impressive echo-mate
entry would have been placed higher
but for the simplification possibility
in the authors’ solution (1. ..., BcS
line) and the relative lack ' of Bl
counterplay in the 1. ..., Bd4 line’’.

Sbé

No. 3513 E. Pogosjants
M

Centehar.y ;i‘y of
German Chess Federation,

//%’/ ///'8/4
»n
»
B //1/
»

1 a
///,////
y

345

Draw
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No. 3513: E. Pogosjants. 1. f8S+
KhS/i 2. Qf7+/ii Kh4 3. Sg6+ /iii
Kh3 4. Qh7+ Bh4 5. Qxh4+ Qxh4
6. Sf4+ Kg3 7. Se2+ fe stalemate,
or7....,Kh3 8. Sf4+.
i) 1. ..., Kh6 2. Qh7 mate. 1. ..., Kf5
2. Qd5+ Be5 3. Qd3+ and either 3.
, Kf6 4. Sh7+ or 3. ..., Kf4 4,
Se6 +.
ii) 2. Qh7+? Qh6 3. Qf5+ Kh4 4.
Sg6+ Kh3 wins.
iii) 3. Qh7+? QhS 4. Sg6 + KgS5.
»After quite a simple lead-in we
reach a very pretty positional draw
that is new”’.

J. Hoch
1 Comm.,
Centenary Ty of
German Chess Federation,

7////’//
///g/[

i
%'////%
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3+3

No. 3514

No. 3514: J. Hoch. 1. f8Q f2/i 2
Qc5/ii Kg2 (h1) 3. QdS + /iii Kxh2/iv
4, Qf3 Kgl 5. Qg3+ Kf1l 6. Kc5 Ke2
(h2; Qxh2) 7. Qg4+ Kel 8. Qed+
Kd2 9. Qf3 Kel 10. Qe3+ Kfl 11.
QeS/v Kg2/vi 12. Qed4+ Kgl 13!
Qg4+ Kfl/vii 14. Kd4 (Qxh3+?
Kgl;) 14. ..., h2 15. Ke3 hl1Q 16.
Qe2+ (Qd1+? Kg2; Qf3+ Kh2;) 16.
..., Kg2 17. Qxf2+ Kh3 18. Qf5+
Kh2 19. Qf4+ Kh3 20. Qh6+ Kg2
21. Qg5+ Kf1 22. Qf4+ Kg2 23.
Qg4 + Kh2 24, Kf2 wins.

1. .., Kg22. Qf4f23. Qg3+.

ii) 2. Qg8+ ? Kxh2 3. Qc4 Kg2 4.
Qg4+ Kf1 (for h2) 5. Qg3 Ke2.

iii) 3. Qg5+ ? Kxh2 4. Qf4+ Kg2 5.
Qg4 + Kfl1.

iv) 3.
6. Qe 3
v) 11. Kd4? h2 12. Qed Kgl. 11. Qe4?
h2 12. Qhl + Ke2 13. Qh2 Kf3.
vi) 11. ..., h2 12, Qxh2 Kel 13. Kd4
f1Q 14. Ke3.

., Kgl 12. Qg3 + Kf1 13. Kd4.
vii) 13. ..., Kh2 14, Qf3 Kg! 15.
Qg3 +.
»T1000 has (No. 187) an old Kling
and Horwitz that is nevertheless not
an anticipation as W (without wPh2)
has wPc4 and wK is already on c5.
Even if the entry is on the border
between study and theory, the wQ
moves to assist wK to ¢5 and d4 force
the entry up the list.”’

., Kgl 4. Qd4 Kg2 5. Qd2 Kgl

No. 3515

Centenary Ty of
German Chess Federation,

1977

N
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No. 3515: J. Mugnos. 1. Rf6/i c6/ii
2. Rhéviii Kf7 3. Rxh7+ Kgé6 4. Rh3
Kf7 (Kf5; g6, or Kxg5; Rxg3+) 5.
g6+ Kg7 6. Kfl Kf8 7. g7+ Kg8 8.
Kg2 Kf7 9. g8Q + Kxg8 10. Rxg3 +.
i) 1. Rh4? Kf7 2. Rxh7+ (Rh6, Kg7;
dS Kg8) 2. ..., Kg6 3. Rh3 c6 (Zug-
zwang) 4. Rh8 Kxg5 5. Rf8 Kgé6 6.
Rf3 Kh5, or 4. Kt1 Kxg5 5. Rxg3 +
Kh4.

1. d5? Kd6 2. Rf7 Kxd5 3. Rxh7
(Rd7 + Ke4; Rd1 Kf4) Ke6, or 2. RfS
Kc5 3. Rf7 Kxd5 4. Rxh7 Ke6 5. g6
Kf6 6. g7 Kf7 7. Rh3 Kg8 8. Rh8 +
(Kf1, c5) 8. ..., Kxg7 9. Rh3 Kf6 10.
Rh6 Ke5 11. Rh8 ¢5 12. Re8+ Kf4
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13. Rf8+ Ke3 14. Re8+ Kd2 15.
Rd8+ Kcl 16. Rf8 c4 17. Rf3 Kd2
18. Rf8 c3 19. Rd8 + Kcl 20. Rf8 c2
21. Rf7 Kd2 22. Rd7 + Ke3.
i) 1. ..., Ke8 2. d5/iv Ke7 3. Rh6 Kf7
4. Rxh7+ Kg6 5. Rh3.

. ..., h6 2. Rxh6 Kf7 (c6; Rf6) 3.
Rh3 Kg6 4. ds.
1. ..., h5 2. Rf4 c6 (h4 Rxh4; Kf7
Rh3) 3. g6 h4 4. Rxh4 Kf6 5. Rh3
Kg7 6. Kf1.
iii) 2. Rf4? Ke6 3. Rf6 + KdS 4. Rh6
(Rf4 Ke6) 4. ..., Ked 5. Rxh7 Kf5 6.
Rh3 Kg6 2. Kh1? h5 3. Rf4 hd 4. g6
h3.
iv) 2. Rh6 + Kf7 3. Rxh7 Kg6 4. Rh3
c6 (Zugzwang) 5. Kf1 Kxg5 6. Rxg3 +
Kh4, or 5. Rh8 Kxg5 6. Rf8.
v)3....,c64. g6+ Kg7 5. Kfl Kf8 6.
g7 Kg8 7. Kg2 Kf7 8. g8Q +.

A very homogeneous study gover-
ned by Zugzwang. In the early phase
W has many a moment where he may
himself slip into Zugzwang.”’

No. 3516 E. Janosi
3 Comm.,
Centenary Ty of
German Chess Federation,
1977
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No. 3516: E. Janosi. 1. Rf3+ Kb4
2. Rf4+ /i Ka5 3. KeS Bc8/ii 4. Bcé
Bh3 (Sc3 Rcd4x) 5. Kf6 Bc8/iii 6.
Rh4 Ba6 7. Rc4 Bc8 BxbS Kxbs 9.
Rxc8.

i) 2. Rxh3? Sc7+ 3. Ke5 Sxe8 4. Rh7

b5 5. Re7Kc3 6. Rxe8 b4 7. Kd5 b3 8.
Re3+ Kc2 9. Kc4 b2 10. Re2+ Kcl
11. Kc3 biS+. If in this 7. Rc8+
Kd3 8. Rb8 Kc3.

ii) 3. ..., Bg2 4. Rf2 Sc7 (Bb7; Ra2+)
5. Rxg2 Sxe8 6. Rc2 Kb4 (Sg7; Rc8, b5;
Rg8) 7. Rc8 b5 8. Re8 Kc3 9. KdS b4
10. Re3 + Kc2 11. Kc4.

iii) 5. ..., S- 6. Ra4 mate. 5. ...,
6. Rf3 wins.

”’This entry would have been placed
higher but for the already prepared
incarceration of bK in the diagram.
But the manoeuvre whereby bB is
compelled to keep bK company on a6
ensures (together with the by-play)
the study’s place among the best in
the tourney.”’

Sc3

No. 3517 Em. Dobrescu (vi.76)
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Draw 6+6

No. 3517: Em. Dobrescu. Judge:
V. Neidze of Tbilisi, who records that
a third of the 30 competing entries
were defective.

1. Bd6 Qf6 2. Rc6+ Kb7 3. Rb6+
Ka8 4. Ra6+ Kb7 5. Rb6+ Ka7 6.
Bc5 Qc3 7. Re6+ Kb7 8. Re7+ Ka8
9. Rc8+ Kb7 10. Rc7+ Kb8 11. Bd6
Qf6 12. Rc6 +, positional draw.

JRH points out that this is a version
of the same composer’s No. 2573 in
EG44.
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No. 3518 V. Nestorescu (x.76)
2nd Prize,
Revista Romana de Sah, 1976
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Win 646

No. 3518: V. Nestorescu. 1. Sg3
Bxg3 2. Bxa3 + Kc2 3. Bbl + Kc3 4.
Bb2+ Kc4 5. Ba2+ Kc5 6. Ba3+
Kc6 7. BdS+ Kd7 8. Be6+ Kc6 9.
Bxh3.

|
7

V. P, Kolesnikov
(xi. 76)

3rd Prize,
Revista Romana de Sah, 1976
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No. 3519

No. 3519: V.P. Kolesnikov. 1. Bd8
clS+ 2. Kc2 Sxc7 3. Bxc7+ Ka4 4.
Kxcl Rc8 5. Rc2 Kb3 6. Kd1 Bbé6 7.
Rc6 Bxc7 8. d4 Kb4 9. Rc5.

No. 3520: M.N. Klinkov and
AlP. Kuznetsov. 1. Bc6+ Ka3 2.
Sxa2 ba 3. Rh3 alQ+ 4. Kc4+ Ka2
5. Rh2+ Bb2 6. Rhl Bcl 7. Rh2+
Ka3 8. Rh3+.

JRH: Cf. A. Ivanov (1973), EG45.
2714,

No. 3520 M. N. Klinkov and
Al. P. Kuznetsov (iv.76)

1. HM,,
Revista Romana de Sah, 1976

.
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Draw 4+4

No. 3521 Gh. Telbis (ix.76)
2. HM,

Revista Romana de Sah, 1976
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Draw

4+5

No. 3521: Gh. Telbis 1. Sxc3 Bd4 +
2. Kh7 Bxc3 3. b6cb 4. a6e3 5. a7 e2
6. a8Q elQ 7. QeS8+ Kha 8. Qd8+
Kgd 9. Qg8+ Kh3 10. Qe6+ Qxe6
stalemate.

No. 3522 D. Gurgenidze (x.76)
3. HM,,
Rev1sta Romana de Sah, 1976
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. : No. 3525 R. Tavariani (xi.76)
No. 3522: D. Gurgenidze. 1. g7 o Comm:nded

Bxe2+ 2. Kh4 h2 3. g8Q h1Q+ 4. Revista Romana de Sah, 1976

Kg5 Qg2+ 5. Khé ngS stalemate, or W
3. ..., hIR+ 4. Kg3 Rgl+ 5. Kf2 ,,/ Y.
e, oo 2 ] T A

il

Rxg8 stalemate.
/// _
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No. 3523 1. Makletsov (vi.76)
Commended,
Revista Romana de Sah 1976
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Draw 445

No. 3525: R. Tavariani. 1. SeS QeS8
j% % / 2. f7 Qxe6 3. f8Q+ Qg8+ 4. Sg6+

hg 5. Qh6+ Qh7 6. Qf8+ Qg8 7.
Draw 4+6 Qh6+ draw.

No. 3523: I. Makletsov. 1. Qb2+
Kxe4 2. a8Q+ Qd5+ 3. QxdS+
Kxd5 4. Qxa2 d1Q + 5. Kc3+ Kdé6 6.
Qd5+ Kxd5, or 4. ..., dIB+ 5. Ka3
Rxa2 + 6. Kxa2 draw.

No. 3526 I. Murarasu and

No. 3524 E. Janosi (ix.76) V. Bazon (xii.76)
Commended, Commended,
Rev1sta Romana de Sah, 1976 Revista Romana de Sah, 1976

@% B n
B E
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BE EE B HoEAE

Win 4+7 Draw 448
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No. 3526: I. Murarasu and V. Bazon
No. 3524: E. Janosi. 1. Rg3+ Kf42. 1.Sgl h22. Kc6hgQ 3. Rc8+ Ka7 4.
Rg7 Bgb6 3. Rxe7 Bd4 4. Sb3 Bf6 5. Rc7+ Kb8 5. Rg7 Qxd4 6. Rb7+
Rxd7 Be8 6. Rd6 Be5 7. RdS Bxa4 8. Ka8 7. Rb8+ Ka7 8. Rb7+ Ka8 9.
Sc5 BbS 9. Se6+ Kf5 10. Sd4+. Rb8 + Kxb8 stalemate.
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BLACK TO MOVE AND LOSE
By W.H.M. Lemmey and

T.G. Whitworth.

(A talk to the CESC on 7.vii.78).

If we play through the solution to L1
we reach, after 1. Be4 BhS 2. Sd3+
Kd1 3. Bc6 (d5), the position shown
in L2.

L1 C. H. Hatheway
viii.1912
Amerxcan Chess Bulletin
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Black to move, White wins

On looking at this finale, we won-
dered whether its idea could be pre-
served if we replaced bB with, first a
bS, and then a bR. The idea is, of
course, that the Bl piece is preven-
ting an immediate mate, but that any
move will allow either to deliver mate
or to win the piece. In each case, with
bS and with bR, we found an arran-
gement displaying this idea. These
positions are shown in L3 and L4.

A%V
.

Black to move, White wins
14

,,/%%///
7 a1
BB

l

oW
moE E E

/// V %7 /\V
L

3+2
Black to move, White wins

From these positions we developed
the studies shown in L5 and L6.

L5: 1. Kc7/i Ka7/ii 2. Sb8/iii h2/iv
3. Bb7 h1Q 4. Bxhl Sd3/v 5. Sc6+/
vi Ka6 6. Bg2 Kb5S 7. Bfl Kc4 8.
Se5 + Wins.

i) 1. Bb7+? Ka7 2. Kc7 Sc4 3. Sb8
Sa5 4. Bd5 h2 5. Bg2 h1Q 6. Bxhl
Sb3 7. Bb7/vii Sd4 8. Sd7 Sb5+ 9.

L5 W. H. M, Lemmey
and T. G. Whitworth
B.C.M. i.1978

*H § B B
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Kc6 Sd4 + .
1. Sb6+? Kb8 2. Bb7 h2 3. Sd7+
Ka7 4. Kc7 h1Q 5. Bxh1 Ka6.
1. Kb6? Sad4+ 2. Kc7 h2 3. Bb7+
Ka7 4. Sb8 h1Q 5. Bxh1 ScS5.
ii) 1. ..., h2 2. Bb7 + Ka7 3. Sb6 and
4. Sc8 mate.

., Sa4 2. Bb7+ Ka7 3. Sb8 and 4.
Sc6 mate.
iii) 2. Bf1? h2 3. Bg2 Kaé.
2. Sc5? Sa4 (d3).
iv) 2. ...,
5. Ba6 and 6. Bb7 mate.
v) 4. ..., Sc4 5. Bb7 Sa5 (or 5. ..., Se5
6. Bd5) 6. Bd5 Sb7 7. Sc6+ Ka8 8.
Sa5 (d8) wins.
vi) 5. Bb7? Sb4 6. Sd7 Da6+ 7. Kc8
Sb4 8. Bg2 Kaé.
5. Bg2? Sb4 6. Bb7 (f1) S5 +.
vii) Or 1. Bd5 Sc5 8. Sc6+ Ka8 9.
Bc4 Sb7 10. Ba6 Sdé6.

L6 No. 3527 T. G. Whitworth
Original
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L6: 1. Sd3 + Ke2/i 2. fxe6 Rd4vii 3.-

Scl+ Kdl 4. Bxc6 Rd6/iii 5. Bd7
Rxe6/iv 6. Sd3 Rg6/v 7. Bad+ Ke2
8. Sf4 + Wins.

i) 1. ..., Kd1 2. fxe6 Rf8 3. Bxc6 Rc8
4. Ses.

i) 2. ..., Rf3 3. Bxf3+ Kxf3 4. Se5 +
2. ..., Rf6 3. Bxc6 Rxe6 4. Sf4 + .

2. ..., Rad4 3. Bxc6 Ra3+ 4. Kb4
Rxd3 5. BbS.

iii) 4. ..., Rd8 5. Sd3 Rc8 6. Se5.
iv) 5. ..., Kxcl 6. e7.
v)6....,Re4 7. Sf2 +.

6. ..., Re3 7. Bg4 + Re2 8. Sf4.
6. ..., Re2 7. Bad+ (7, Bg4? Stale-
mate) 7. ..., Rc2+ 8. Bxc2+.

Sc4 3. Bxc4 h2 4. S¢6+ Ka8

No. 3528 N, Cortlever (iv.76)
i1st Prize, KNSB, 1976
Award: iv.78
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No. 3528: N. Cortlever. Judge: Per
Olin (Finland). The studies and the
award were all published in Schakend
Nederland, but the prizes come from
the KNSB (Royal Dutch Chess Fede-
ration). 1. eS+/i Kd7/ii 2. de+ /iii
Kxe6/iv 3. Kg7/v Rxh7+ /vi 4. Kf8/
vii Rxf7+/viii 5. Kxg8 Rf6 6. Kg7
Rf6+ 7.Kg8.

i). 1. Rg7? Rxh7+ 2. Rxh7 Bxh7 3.
e5+ Kc7 (Kd7?de+) 4. de Bg8. 1.
Kg7? Rxh7 + 2. Kxg8 Rxf7 3. de Rg7 +
(Kxe6? €5, or Rf6; e5+ Kcb6; Kc7) 4.
Kxg7 fe.

1. de? Kxe6 2. Kg7 (Rg7 Bxh7;) 2. ...,
Bxh7 (Rxh7? Kxg8 Rxf7; e5) 3. Kxh8
Kxf7 4. e5 Bg8 (g6) 5. e6 Kxe6 but
not in this, 2. ..., Bxf7? 3. Kxh8 Kf6
4. e5+ Kgb6 5. e6 Bxe6 stalemate.

ii) 1. .... Kc7 2. Rxd7+ and 3. dé
iii) 2. Rg7? ed 3. Rxg8 Rxh7 + 4. Kxh7
dc wins.

2. Kg7? Rxh7+ 3. Kxg8 (Kf8
Rxf7+; Kxg8 ed cd Ke8;) 3. ..., Rxf7
4. de Kxe6.

iv) 2. ..., Ke8 (c6)? 3. Kg7 Rxh7+ 4.
Kxg8 and W wins.

v) 3. Rg7? Bxh7 4. Rxh7 Rg8/ix 5.
Rg7 Ra8 6. Rg6+ Kd7 7. Rg3 Rh8 +
8. Kg5 (Kg7 Rh4;) 8. ..., Ke6 9. Rxb3
Rh2 10. Rd3 Rxb2 11. Rd5 Rg2+ 12,
Kh5 Rgd 13. Rxc5 Rxf4.

vi) 3. ..., Bxf7 4. Kxh8 Bg6 5. Kg7
Bxh7 6. Kxh7 Kf7 7. Kh6 e6 8. KhS
and W wins. 3. ..., Bxh7 4. Kxh8
Kxf7 5. Kxh7 €6 6. Kh6.
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vii) 4. Kxg8? Rxf7 and W is in Zug-
zwang.

viii) 4. ..., Rh8 (h2)? 5. Rxe7 mate. 4.
..., Kd7 5. Rxh7, though not 5.
Kxg8? Rh2 wins. After 5. Rxh7 might
follow 5. ..., Bxc4 6. Rxe7+ Kc6/x
7. Rf7 BdS5 (Be6; Ke7) 8. Rf6+ but
not 8. Rxf5? ¢4 9. Rg5 ¢3 10. f5 cb
11. Rgl Bed 12. e6/xi Bxf5 13. €7
Bd7 14. Rbl Kc5 15. Rxb2 Kc4 wins.
4. ..., Bxf7 is stalemate.

ix) 4. ..., Rd8 not so good: 5. Kg7
Rd4 6. Kf8 Rxcd4 7. Rxe7+ KdS5 8.
Rd7 + Kc6 9. Rd6 + Kc7 10. Rd3 Re4
11. Rxb3.

X) 6. ..., Kc8 7. Rf7 Be6 8. Rf6 Kd7
9. Rf7+ Kd8 10. Rf6.

xi) 12. f6 b1Q 13. Rxbl Bxbl 14. Kg7
Be4 15. f7 b2 16. f8Q blQ and Bl
must win.

No. 3529 J. Rusinek (ix.76)
2nd Prize, KNSB 976

Draw

No. 3529: J. Rusinek. 1. d8Q + Kxd8
2. Kb7 (Rb3? Kc8; a7 Bd4;) 2. ...,
Sxa6/i 3. Kb6 Rxa4 4. Kb5 Rxa2 5.
Rg2 Ke7/ii 6. Re2 + /iii Kd7 7. Rc2
Kd8 8. Rg2 (against ..., Sc§;)-8. ...,
Kc7 9. Rh2/iv Kd8 10. Rg2 draw, for
if 10. ..., Ke7 11. Re2 +.

i) 2. ..., Rxa6 3. Rb3. 2. ..., Bd4 3.
Rg8+ Kd7 4. Rg4 Sc2 5. Rxd4 Sxd4

6. a7, or here, 4. ..., Bc5 5. Rxb4
Bxb4 6. a7.
ii) 5. ..., Sb4 (c5) 6. Rg8+. 5. ...,

Kc8 6. Kc4 Rad + 7. KbS (Kb3? Rb4
+). iii) 6. Kc4? Sc5 7. Rh2 Sa4 8. Kb3
Ra3 + wins. 6. d6+? Ke6 7. Rh2 Sc5
8. Rh6+ Kd5 9. RhS + BeS.

iv) 9. Re2+ Kd7 10. Rh2 Sc5 11.
Rh7+ Kdé 12. Rh6+ Kxd5 13.
Rh5 + Bes.

No. 3530 J. H. Marwitz

(iii.77)
3rd Prize, KNSB, 1976
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No. 3530: J.H. Marwitz. 1. Bd4+ e5
2. Rd6+ Ke7/i 3. Bc5 Bd7 4. Kg4/u
Rf6+ 5.Re6+ Kxe6 6. Bcd mate, or 5.
..., Kd8 6. Bb6 mate.

i) 2. ..., Kg7 3. Bd3 Rf6 4. Bxes.

ii) Threatening 5. Rxd7+ and 6.
Kxf5s.

No. 3531 V, Kozirev (1x.76)
4th Prize, KNSB. 1976
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No. 3531: V. Kozirev. 1. a7 h1Q 2.
a8Q+ Kgl and now we give mainly
W moves only: 3-9.Qa7-b7-b6-c6-c5-
d5-d1 10. Se3 11-15.Qxh5-d1-Sg4-
Qd5-d4 16. Sd2 cd/i 17-23.Qd5-c5-c6
(The commentary says the film is
now played backwards!) b6-b7-a7-a8
24. Qxal 25-34.Qa8-a7 ..., ed-bl 35.
Se3 36. Qxh7 37. Qbl 38. Sg4 39-48.
Qed-d4 ..., a8-al 48. ..., d1Q 49.
Qxdl1 50. QdS5 51-56.QcS ..., a8 57.
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Qal 58. Se3 59. QeS Kh3 (Kgi;
Qg3 +) 60. Qh8 wins bQ.

i) 18. ..., c2 19. Sf5+ Kg4 20. Sf2+
Kh5 21. Qg4+ Kg6 22. Sxe7+ Kf7
23. Qcd + and 24. Sxhl. Other moves
in this line: 19. ..., Kh3 20. Qe3+
Kg4 21. Sf2+ and 19. ..., Kh5 20.
eSg3 + Kg6 21. Sxe7 + Kh6 22. Sg8 +
Kg6 23. Qd6+ Kg7 24. Qc7 +.

No. 3332 J. Pospisil (1v.76)
5th Prize, KNSB. 1976
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No. 3532: J. Pospisil. 1. Re7/i Kg8
(g7)/ii 2. Bxa6 Kf8 3. Bb7 Ra7 4. Rc7
Kg7/iii 5. Rc8 Bd7 6. Rb8 f6+ 7.
Kxh5/iv Ra4/v 8. Ra8/vi Rb4 9. Bd5
Rd4 10. Ba2 Rd3 11. Kh4/vii f4 12.
Rg8+ Kh7 13. Bbl Kxg8 14. Bxd3.

i) 1. Bxa6? f6+ 2. Kxf6 Rxa6+ 3.
Kxf5 Bg6+ 4. Kg5 Ra7. 1. Kf6? Rc8
2. Bxa6 Rc6+ 3. Ke7 Rxa6 4. Kxe8
Re6+.

ii) 1. ..., Sc5 2. Bxf7 Bxf7/viii 3.
Rxf7+ Kg8 4. Rxf5 Se6+ 5. Kh6 is
drawn, for instance, 5. ..., Ra7 6.
Rf6 Sg7 7. Rg6, but not 5. Kf6? Sg7,
nor 5. Kg6? Ra6 6. Rf6 Sf8 7. Kf5
RaS+ and 8. ..., Kg7.

iii) 4. ..., h4 (f4) 5. Kxf5 (f4) Kg7 6.
Ke5 BbS 7. Kd6 Ba6 8. Bxa6 Rxa6 +
9. Ke5. Here, 7. ..., Kf6 8. Kc5 Ba6?
9. Rc6+.

iv) 7. Kf4 (h4)? Rad + followed by
..., Rb4 and ..., Bc6.

v) Threats: 8. ..., Be6 for 9. .
and 8. ..., Rb4 for 9. ..., Bcé6.

vi) 8. Bd5? Rd4 9. Ba2 (g2) Bc6 (e6)
wins. 8. Rd8? Be6 9. Bd5 Rd4 10.
Bxe6 Rxd8 11. Bxf5 Rd2 wins.

., Bf7

vii) 11. h4? Bc6 12. Ra7+ Rd7 13.
Rxd7 + Bxd7 for ..., Be8. 11. Rg8+7?
Kh7 12. Kh4 Rd4+ 13. Kg3 f4+ 14.
Kh4 f3+ 15. Kg3 2 16. Kxf2 Rd2 +.
viii) 2. ..., Sed+ 3. KxhS Sf6+ 4.
Kg5 Sed + 5. KhS.

No. 3533 M. Gorbman (1il.77)
1 HM,, KNSB, 1976

e E
%ﬁ/ /%%/
//}/

wil

=
g/ »
/ /%/%
l / 7

546

No. 3533: M. Gorbman. 1. Rb3 h1Q
2. Rb6+ Kxb6 3. Sd7+ Ka6 4.
Rc6+ Qxc6 5. Sc5+ Kb6 6. Sd7 +
and W is stalemated either after 6.
..., Qxd7 or after 6. ..., Ka6 7. Sc5+
QxcS.

.

Draw

No. 3534 T. Balemans (ix.76)
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No. 3534: T. Balemans. This study is
a correction of a xii. 75 publication.
1. Kd1 (for Rxa$) 1. ..., Sb3 2. Kc2
Sd4+ 3. Kd3 Sc6 4. Ra6 Se5+/i §.
Ked Sc4 6. Kd4 Sd2 7. Ra8 Sf3 + (g5;
Kd3) 8. Ke3 Se5 9. Ke4 Sc4 10. Kd4
Sd2 11. Kd3 Sb3 12. Kc4 Sd2+ 13.
Kb5 Sb3 14. Ka4 wins.

i) 4. ..., Sb4 5. Sxb4 Bxb4 6. Ra4.
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No. 3533 E. L. Pogosjants
(.17

3 HM., KNSB, 1976
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Draw 2+4
No. 3535: E.L. Pogosjants. 1. Rd4/i
¢3/ii 2. Rc4/iii Be5 3. Rh4 + /iv draw.
i) 1. Rc6? Be2 2. Ke6 Kg2 3. RcS Be3
4. Rc7 Bdl 5. Kd5 Bb3 6. Ked Kf2.
ii) 1. ..., Be2 2. Re4 (Rxf4? c3;) 2. ...,
Bd3(f1) 3. Rxf4.
iii) 2. Rxf4? Be2 and bP promotes,
for instance 3. Rh4+ Kgl 4. Rh3
Bgd +.
iv) 3. Rc5? Bg4 + 4. Ke7 Bd4 5. Rc4
Be2 6. Rxd4 c2. After 3. Rh4 + Kg2
4. Rxh5c2 5. Rg5+ Kf2 6. Rf5+ the
draw is clear - bK cannot play to the
3rd rank.

No. 3536 R. Missiaen (iii.77)

4 H.M., KNSB, 1976
7
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Win 444
No. 3536: R. Missiaen. Correction of
a vi. 76 study. 1. Be3 (for Sxe6) 1. ...,
Sc8/i 2. Bxe6 Se7/ii 3. Bg5 Sf5/iii 4.
Bxf5/iv Bxg5 5. Sf3/v B- 6. Bh3 wins
by wK to f1.
i) 1. ..., Bb6 2. Bxe6 Bxd4 3. Bxd4
Sb5 4. Bd5+ Kh2 5. Be5+ Kh3 6.
Bc6 Sa3 + 7. Kb3 Sbl 8. Bf4 wins.
ii) 2. ..., Sb6 3. Kb3 wins, 3. ..., Kh2

4. Kb4 Sa8 5. Kc5 Sc7 6. Bf7 Sa6+
7. KbS Sc7+ 8. Kc6 Sa6 9. Bfd+
Kg2 10. Bd6.

iii) Other main line: 3. ..., Bb6 4. Se2
BcS/vi 5. Sg3+ Kg2 6. Se4 Bb4 7.
Kb3 Scé6 8. Bd5 Se7 9. Bb7 wins.

iv) 4. Bd5+? Kgl 5. Sf3+ Kf2 6.
Bxd8 Se3 +.

v) 5. Be4+? Kh2 6. Sf3+ Kg3 7.
Sxg5 Kf4.

vi) 4. ..., Sg6 5. Bf5 Sh8 6. Bf6 Sf7 7.
Be6 Bd8 8. Bxd8 Sxd8 9. BdS5+
wins.

No. 3537 G. Umnov (1ii.77)
1 Comm. KNSB, 1976
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No. 3537: G. Umnov. 1. f7/i h2 2.
Sf2 g3 3. f8Q gf 4. Qf3+ Sc6 5.
Qg2/ii b4+ 6. Kb3 and Bl is in Zug-
zwang, losing one or other of bPs
with check.

i) 1. Sf2? Sc2+ followed by ...,
and ..., Se6.

ii) 5. Kb3? Kc7 6. Kc3 Se7 7. Kd3 Sc5
8. Qg2 Kd8 9. Qd5+ Ke7 10. Qed +
Kf6 11. Qf3 Kg5 12. Qg2 + Kf6.

3+5

Sd4

No.3538 J. H. Marwitz (iii.77)
2 Comm.. KNSB, 1976
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No. 3538: J.H. Marwitz. Bl threatens
..., Rxc8; as well as ..., Rh1+. So, 1.
Bxe6 + Kfd(ed)/i 2. Rf6(+)/ii Kxe5
3. Bg4 Rhl1+ (Re3+; Rf3) 4. Kg3
Rgl + 5. Kh3 Rxgd 6. Rf5+ Kxf5
stalemate, or 6. ..., Ke6 7. Kxg4
Rg2 + 8. Kf3.

i) 1. ..., Kxe5 2, Bg4 Rhl1+ 3. Kg3
and if 3. ..., Re3+ 4. Kf2, or 3. ...,
Rgl + 4. Kf3.

ii) 2. Rh4+? Kxe5 3. Bf7 Rc3+ 4.
Kg4 Kf6 5. Bd5 Rd2 6. Rh6+ Kg7 7.
Rd6 cRd3 8. Rd7 + Kf6 9. Rf7+ Kg6
10. Be6 Re3 11. Rf4 Rxf4+ 12. Kxf4
Rd4+ wins. In this, 3. Bd7 is no
better, 3. ..., Rc3+ 4. Kg4 Rg2+ 5.
Kh5 Rc7.

No. 3539 A. T. Motor (iii.77)
3 Comm., KNSB, 1976
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No. 3539: A.T. Motor. 1. a6 Kc6 2.
d5+ Kc7 3. a7 Kb7 4. Kxd6/i b5/ii §.
Kxd7 b4 6. d6 b3 7. a8Q+ Kxa$§ 8.
Kc7 b2 9. d7 blQ 10. d8Q + Ka7 11.
Qd4 + and 12. Qa4 mate.

i) 4. Kxd7? g5 5. Kxd6 g4 6. a8Q +
Kxa8 7. Kc6? Kb8, though 7. Kc7 g3
is a draw.

ii) 4. ..., g5 5. Kxd7 g4 6. d6 g3 7.
a8Q+ Kxa8 8. Kc6 g2 9. d7 glQ 10.
d8Q+ Ka7 11. Qe7 +.

No. 3540 V. Makletsov (vn 7)
4 Comm., KNSB
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No. 3540: V. Makletsov. 1. Kc2+ /i
f6 2. Bxf6+ Kh7 3. Rh2+ Qh6 4.
Rxh6+ Kxh6 5. dc Bh7 6. c8B (c8Q?
Bxf5+;) 6. ..., Kh5 (for Kg4;) 7. Kd3
Kg4 8. Ked.

i) 1. dc? Qxf2+ 2. Kcl+ f6 3.
Bxf6 + Kh7 4. ¢8Q Qel + 1. Kbl +?
and wK arrives at e4 too late.

Win

No. 3541 V. A. Bron (vi.76)
Sp Commend, KNSB, 1976
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No. 3541: V.A. Bron. 1. Rd3+ Kb2
2. Sf4 (for Rg3) Bb7 (Kc2; Rg3) 3.
Re3 Kc2/i 4. Rel/ii Sf3 5. Re7 Ba8 6.
Re8 Bc6 (Bb7; Kb6) 7. Rc8 Se5iii 8.
Sg6 Sxg6/iv 9. Rxc6 + and 10. Rxg6.
i) 3. ..., Sf3 4. Kb6 Ba8 5. Re8 3. ...,
Ba84.Kb6Kc25. Rel Sf36. Re8.

ii) 4. Kb6? Bf3 5. Rel Se2 6. Sxe2
Kd2.

iii) 7. ..., Sd4 8. Se6 Sxe6 9. Rxc6 +
and 10. Rxe6.

iv) 8. ..., Sc4 + 9. Kb4 BdS5 10. Ses.
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No. 3542 E. L. Pogosjants
(i1i.77)

Sp. Commend, KNSB, 1976
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No. 3542: E.L. Pogosjants. 1. f7
Rb2+/i 2. Kfl/ii Rbl+ 3. Kf2/iii
Rb2 + 4. Kgl Rbl + 5. Kh2 Rb2 + 6.
Kh3 Rf2/iv 7. Sf4 Rxf4 8. e6.

i) 1. ..., Rb8 2. Sd8 Rxd8 3. e6.

ii) 2. Kd1? Rb8 3. Sc7 h3 4. Se8 h2.
2. Bel? Ke3 3. Kdl Rf2 (Rb8? Sg5
and e6) 4. Sf4 Rxf4 5. e6 Kd3 6. Kcl
(el) h3.

iii) 3. Kg2? h3+ 4. Kh2 Rb2+ 5.
Kxh3 Rb8 (Rf2? Sf4) 6. Sd8 Rxd8 7.
e6 Kf3 8. Kh2 Kf2 9. Kh3 Kf3 10.
Kh4 Kf4 draw.

iv) Other principal line: 6. ...,
7. Kg4/v Rb8 8. Sd8.

v) 7. Kxh4? Rb8 8. Sd8 Rxd8 9. e6
Kf4 draw.

l/

4+3

Rb3 +

No. 3543 T. Balemans (ii.77)
Sp. Commend, KNSB, 1976
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No. 3543: T. Balemans. 1. Sf2 Sed 2.
Rb1/i Sg3 (f3; Shl) 3. Rb4/ii h1Q+
4. Sxh1 Sxhl 5. Rxf4 (for Rf3) 5. ...,

Sg3 6. Kf2 Sh5 7. Rf5 Sg7 8. Rf8
mate.

i) 2. Sh1? Sg3 3. Rb2 Sxhl 4. Rxh2
Sg3.

ii) 3. Kd2? Kg7 and march to f5,
eliminating any W win.

No. 3544 J. Timman (ii.77)
Sp. Commend, KNSB, 1976
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No. 3544: J. Timman. 1. Sc4 bc/i 2.
Sd2/ii b1Q/iii 3. Bc3+ Qb2 4. Kd3
cd+ 5. Kd4/iv ¢S5+ 6. Kxcd c6 7.
Kd3 c4+ 8. Kd4 c5+ 9. Kxc4
Qxc3+ 10. Kxc3 cd4+ 11. Kc2 ¢3 12,
Sb3 mate. In Schakend Nederland
(ii.77) the composer advises that he
had unwittingly corrected a Liburkin
study: wKf3, wBa$, wSa3; bKal, bPs
a2, b2, ¢7 3+4/+. 1. Ke2 blQ; 2
Bc3+ Qb2; 3. Kd3 c6; 4. Kd4 c5+;
5. Kc4 Qxc3 +; 6. Kxc3. The flaw is
1....,c52.Kd2b1Q; 3. Bc3+ Qb2 +;
4. Kd3 cd4+; 5. Kcd(d4) Qxc3 +; 6.
Kxc3 stalemate.
i) 1. ..., ba 2. Sb3 + and 3. Sa3 mate.
...., Kbl 2. Sa3 + Kcl 3. Sd3 +.
ii) 2. Kd2? b1Q 3. Bc3+ Qb2+ 4.
Bxb2 + Kbl. 2. Sa3? biR.
iii) 2. ..., c4 3. Bc3 c5 4. Ke2 c6 5.
Sxc4 Kbl 6. Sa3 + Kal 7. Kd2 (dl)
and 8. Kc2 and 9. Bxb2 mate. 2. ...,
BIS 3. Sc4 wins. 2. ..., blR 3. Bc3 +
Rb2 4. Ke2 and 5. Kd1 and 6. Kcl.
iv) 5. Kxc4? ¢5 6. Kd3 c4+ 7. Kd4 c6
8. Kxc4 ¢5 9. Kd3 c4+ and it’s a
draw.

No. 3545: V. Kalandadze and
V. Neidze. Judge: J. Pospisil. 1.
BeS+/i Ka7 2. Bd4+ Ka6 3. Bxh8
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No. 3545 V. Kalandadze and
V. Neidze (vii.76)
1st Prize,
Sachove Umeme 1976
Award: v.78
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3+4
Sf7+ 4. Kg6 Sxh8+ 5. Kg7 with two

variations 5. ..., Rh3 6. Bf5S Rh2 7.
Bh7 Sf7 8. Bd3 + and 9. Kxf7. 5. ...,
Rb3 6. Bh7 Rb8 7. Bg8 Sg6 8. Bcd +
and 9. Kxg6.

i) 1. Bxh8? Sf7+ 2. Kg6 Sxh8+ 3.
Kg7 Rh3 4. Bh7 Sf7 5. BfS Rf3 wins.

No. 3546 Y. Makletsov (vii.76)
2nd Prize,
Sachove Umenie, 1976
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No. 3546: Y. Makletsov. 1. Be5 Sc4
2. Ba2 Rxg7+/i 3. Bxg7 Se3 4. Bb3
Sf5 + /ii §. Kf4/iii Sxg7 6. Bf7 Kd2 7.
c4 Kd3 8. ¢5 Kd4 9. c¢6 Kc5 10. ¢7
Se6+ 11. Bxe6 Kd6 12. c8R wins, but
not 12. c8Q? stalemate, nor 12. c8S?
Kxe6, nor 12. c8B.

i) 2. ..., SxeS 3. Bxg8 Sd7 4. Bc4 +
and S. g8Q.
ii) 4. ..., Kd2 5. Bh6 Ke2 6. Bxe3

Kxe3 7. ¢4 Kd4 8. Kf4 €6 9. Ba2 e5 +
10. Kf3 e4+ 11. Ke2 €3 12. Bb3 Ke4
13. c5 Ke5 14. Kxe3.

ili) 5. Kg4? Sxg7 6. Bf7 Kd2 7 c4
Kd3 8. c5 Ke4 9. c6 SfS 10. Bg6 Kd5
11. c7 Kdeé.

JRH: After the dust of battle has
cleared (by move 5) the position is
almost identical with Filaretov (1925)
No. 2322 in ’2500°.

No. 3547 L. Sedlak (x.76)

3rd Prize,
Sachove Umr me, 1976

B E N7
B E B
AWAN WM
BN mm

_
BB B

/ %,/&/1
%!%7% <
E B R

Draw 746

No. 3547: L. Sedlak. 1. Kg7 Ke3 2.
Kf6 Kxf3 3. Kxe5 Kg2 (h2; Kd4) 4.
Kf4 Kxh1 5. Kg3 Kgl (h2; Kf2 stale-
mate) 6. Kxh3 Kf2 7. Kg4 Ke3 8. Kf5
Kd4 9. Ke6 Kxc5 10. Kd7 Kb5/i 11.
Kxc7/ii Kc¢5/iii 12. ad4/iv Kd5 13. Kb7
(b8)Kd6/v 14. Kxa7 Kc7 15. Ka8 c5 16.
a7 c4 17. a6 c3 18. a5 c2 stalemate.
i) 10. ..., Kd5 11. Kc8/vi ¢5/vii 12.
Kb7 c4 13. Kxa7

ii) 11. Kc8? Kxa6. 11. a4+ ? Kxa6 12.
..., Kxa$§ wins.

iii) 11. ..., Kxa6 12. Kxc6 11. ..., c5
12. Kb7.

iv) 12. Kb7? Kd6 13. Kxa7 Kc7 14. Ka8
c515.a7c4 16. a6 c3 17. a4 c2 18. as
Kd719.Kb7c1Q 20. a8Q Qc7 mate.

v) 13. ..., ¢5? 14, Kxa7 c4 15. Kb8.
vi) 11. Kxc7? ¢§ 12. Kb7 Kdé6 13.
Kxa7 Kc7 14. Ka8 c4 15. a7 c3 16. a6
c2 17. a4 c1Q 18. a5 Qc6 mate.

vii) 11. ..., Kdé 12. Kb7 Kd7 13.
Kxa7 Kc8 14. Ka8 c¢5 15. a7 c4 16. a6
c3 17. a4 c2 18. a5 c1Q stalemate.

\\\\\\

This study is an improved version of
one first published in Sachove Ume-
nie in iv. 76.
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