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EG.takes the accompanying diagrani
from an article by Ricardo Calvo in
Europa-Rochade, iii.85. (See also
Europe-Echecs, vii-viii.85). The text
(in old Castilian) accompanying the
original states that White draws by
playing his R between d3 and f3, ans-
wering checks from bQ by moving
round wPe2. The anonymous Spanish
player comments that there would be
the greatest difficulty in drawing if wP
stood on the edge, for wK would not
be able to *’move round’’ wP.

Diagram 19 in an anonymous
manuscript dated AD 1500
in the Escurial Library
in Madrid

"’Drawn’’

This discovery is of importance for the
(as yet unwritten) history of the deve-
lopment of endgame knowledge,
though it raises the insoluble problem
of deciding when something is
’known’.

The number to identify the MS is given
as MS.0.11.3.

REVIEWS

”The Triumph of the Soviet Chess
Study”’, by F.S. Bondarenko, 1984 (in
Russian). The period covered by this
176-page volume of the author’s com-
plete history of the endgame study is
the 20 years from 1925 to 1944. Presu-
mably there is one more volume to co-
me. Information, enjoyment, even ex-
citement for the hardened, seen-it-all
habitue, are here. Examples: L.B. Sal-
kind’s first names were Lazar Boriso-
vich - that’s good information, toge-
ther with his 1886 year of birth and
unknown date of death; enjoyment is
provided by old studies new to the rea-
der, such as the Vasilchikov; and exci-
tement at the possibility of researches
into the contents of the ancient manus-
cripts held the Matenadaran museum
(Erevan, Armenian SSR) may yet re-
veal examples of early compositions --
very early ones, arising, one hopes, out
of the records of trade with Persia and
India passing through the Caucasian
city. Some hundred pages of Bonda-
renko’s book are devoted to countries
outside today’s USSR frontiers (Beh-
ting, Sehwers, Matison, Apscheniek,
are gathered under the soviet roof) and
here too-we find much to whet the ap-
petite, quite enough to make up for the
occasional slip, such as Rinck’s first
name being given as ’Andre’, not
’Henri’ (in Cyrillic, admittedly). As
there is nothing against which to com-
pare this book, there is little point in
trying to ’put it into perspective’. We
have no quarrel with the claim that the
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period covered showed the beginning
of ‘the spectacular rise of the combina-
tive study, soviet style, under unpromi-
sing circumstances including a world
war. ‘The achievements. deserve to be
chronicled, and Bondarenko has wor-
thily chronicled them. I hope that the
120,000 copies printed will soon be
sold out -- but not before I have acqui-
red a few more! The only reservations
relate, as usual, to the quality of paper
and fuzziness of many diagrams.

>’The Work of Saratov Chessplayers’’,
by A.N. Shestoperov and V.V. Kolpa-
kov, 1983 (in Russian). Saratov is situ-
ated on the lower Volga, and this book
is the first to. deal with the region’s
chess personalities. Of the 112 pages 11
are devoted to composition, including
8 studies by Viktor Aleksandrovich
Evreinov and 4 others by G. Polin, R.
Spiridonov and L. Topcheev. A.W.
Galitzky, the closest European con-
temporary of Sam Loyd to be conside-
red a problemist rival, seems to have
come from these parts.

Scotland’s Chess Centenary Book, by
C.W. Pritchett and M.D. Thornton,
with assistance from many others. Un-
der the unlikely heading ’Lines of
Communication’ the Saavedra story is
briefly told -- it actually was ’compo-
sed’ in Glasgow in 1895 -- and a 1943
study by the late W.A. Fairhurst is re-
produced. The Scottish Chess Associa-
tion was founded in 1884, and is still
going strong.

»’The Principle of Restraint”’, by A.A.
Matsukevich, 1982 (in Russian). Nu-
merous studies are contained in this
72-page book. The pieces are taken in
turn, and ’restraint’ is interpreted very
broadly.

*’Lessons in Chess Strategy’’, by A.N.
Koblents, 1983 (in Russian). Chapters

are concluded by exercises, so they are
lessons indeed. Lots of studies, but
more games. 112 pages.

?Chess in the Lives of Men of
Science’’, by S.Ya. Grodzensky, 1983
(in Russian). Studies are sprinkled in
the diagrams, but the book is mainly
text, games, potted biographies, and
fuzzy photographs of unsmiling bear-
ded Russian and soviet worthies of the
last century and a half. 176 pages.

’Chess Quartets”’, by V.M. Archakov
and E.Ya. Gik, 1983, (in Russian).
Only 4 men on the board, in the
footsteps of the West German Hilmar
Ebert. Studies are prominent, but all
genres are represented. GBR class 0.11
is here with no fewer than 22 studies,
3.10 with 4, 300.10 with 7, and 3000.10
with a 1982 Pogosyants study (wKa8
wPc5 bKg2 bQh2, Draw by 1. c6
Qh8+ 2. Kb7 Qb2+ 3. Kc8 Kf3 4. ¢7
Ke4 5. Kd7 QbS5+ 6. Kd8 (Kc8? Kd5;)
6. ..., Qb6 7. Kd7 Qa7 8. Kc6 (Kd8?
KdS; ¢8Q, Kd6;) and draws. 1.01 gets
8, 100.01 has 13, and other positions
are of a practical nature or historical
interest, or are nearly studies. A de-
lightful booklet of 444 diagrams on
182 small pages.

>’Studii de Sah’’, by Emilian Dobrescu
and Virgil Nestorescu, Editura Sport-
Turism, Bucharest, 1984, 200 pages, in
Romanian. 140 studies by Dobrescu
are followed by 91 by Nestorescu and a
final 12 composed jointly. 10 further
studies are in an introduction written
by Ciocaltea and Joitsa. A thematic in-
dex is provided in Romanian, English
and Russian. Annotations are extensi-
ve, to the relative exclusion of narrati-
ve or explanatory text, so the book
should have a wide international ac-
ceptance. The plethora of prize-
winners testifies to the quality. If only
the white and black kings, queens and
rooks were more clearly
distinguished...
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”’Chess Endings-Rooks’’, Fizkultura
and Sport, Moscow, 1984, 352 pages,
in Russian. This is a revision in the se-
ries edited by Averbakh. There are 804
diagrams. Corrections to other (revi-
sed) volumes are appended. Kopayev is
the principal authority, with Aver-
bakh, Grigoriev, Keres, Maizelis,
Smyslov and Chéron trailing behind.
The volume completes the ’revision’
series.

”’Secrets of a Study Composer’’, by
G.M. Kasparyan, ’Aiastan’ Publishing
House, Erevan, 1984. Hard cover, 280
pages, about 1200 diagrams, in Russi-
an. Edition: 20,000.

The respect that I feel for Kasparyan
stands comparison with the reverence
that many soviet citizens feel for The
Beatles. When the FIDE IGM entertai-
ned me to lunch in the quiet Erevan
restaurant the haltingly conducted con-
versation (neither of us knew the
other’s language very well) led me at
one point to ask if he could write so-
mething specially for the young com-
poser. He said he would think about it.
Maybe this highly original book is
what both of us obscurely envisaged. It
is a collection of Kasparyan’s studies.
The originality is in the presentation.
For much of his composing life, with
the exception of the early years,
Kasparyan has kept a notebook, al-
most a diary, of his composing efforts
and achievements. The consequence of
this prescience is that the abbreviated
stories of over 300 of his best studies
are available now to the whole world, in
the pages of this book. Each story is il-
lustrated by several diagrams and ac-
companying extracts, mostly dated,
from his composing log-book...

The onus is now on us, his audience,
to find ways to use the material to spur
our own creativity, maybe even to ma-
ke good the shortfall of Kasparyan stu-
dies due to the labour of preparing the
book itself. That would be the ideal
way to repay our artistic debt.

It seems to me that the life-story of a
Kasparyan study, as told here, could be
the basis of a talk to any chess club.

”’Inexhaustible Chess’’, by Karpov and
Gik, 322 pages, Moscow University
Press, 1983 (in Russian. *Neischerpae-
my Shakhmaty’). This enthusiastic pae-
an for chess includes many studies, but
no originals.

”’Kompozicny Sach na Slovensku’’, by
B. Formanek, Sport Shovenske Telovy-
chovne Vydavatel’stvo, Bratislava,
1984, 232 pages. The English title of
this Slovak book is ’Compositional
chess in Slovakia’. The 301 diagrams
include 27 studies. Much biographical,
bibliographic and index material is
supplied in this handsome hard-cover
volume.

’Shakmatnaya Mozaika’’, by V.M.
Archakov, Kiev 'Zdorovya’, 1984, 136
pages, 390 diagrams, in Russian. A
Russian salad of compositions, stud-
ded with studies.

»Les Finales’’, by Alain Villeneuve,
Editions Garnier, Paris, Vol. 1 (1982)
and Vol. 2 (1984). 432 and 420 pages,
658 diagrams. In French. Each chapter
concludes with exercises, so the work is
intended for serious attention. The so-
lutions to the exercises are taken in
great analytical detail. The linking nar-
rative, on the other hand, tends to be
of lighter texture. The intended rea-
dership is the serious player, not the
studies enthusiast.

t Saturnin LIMBACH (26.xii.07-
11.xii.84). The well-known problemist
and chess journalist edited magazines
or newspaper columns in Poland from
1927 until his death. This period even
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included the war years 1942-44. It was
after World War II that he settled per-
manently in Czestochowa and ran the
local paper’s chess column, in which
3200 compositions appeared as origi-
nals by the world’s composers, partici-
pating in 25 tourneys. He was a proli-
fic problem composer himself, especi-
ally in helpmates. His column will be
continued by Mariusz, the youngest of
his four children.

1 Robert Skuya (5.ii.10-18.ix.84)

R. Skuya
Padomju Jaunatne, 1950

2+3
1. Kf5 Kg7 (d5; Kxf6) 2. €7 (Ke4?
Kf8;) 2. ..., Kf7 3. eBQ+ Kxe8 4.
Ke6, with 4. ..., Kd8 5. Kxd6, or 4.
..., Kf8 5. Kxf6.

Draw

The death of this impressive, but occa-
sional Latvian study composer is re-
ported, in a style of personal remini-
scence rare in contemporary soviet pu-
blications, by I. Zhdanov (Shakhmaty/
Sahs, xii.84). Skuya worked on the
land for practically all his life, in the
region of Aluksne, at a distance from
Riga. For years he was Latvia’s leading
study composer, but his output is not
known. Even his notebooks have not
so far been traced. The example we
quote (from the obituary article) leaves
one thirsting for more. The simplicity
and clarity are breathtaking.

11 of Skuya’s studies may be found in
the 1961 book by A. Dombrovskis, Sa-
ha Kompozicija Padomju Latvija.

DIAGRAMS
AND SOLUTIONS

No. 5659 L. Topko (vi82)

1/2 Prize, Shakhmaty v SSSR 1982
Award: ix.83

No. 5659: L. Topko (Krivoi Rog).
Judge was the veteran V.A. Bron, who
was in general content with the high
standard of the 38 contending studies.
Contributing to this standard, natural-
ly, is the selection process prior to pu-
blication exercised, presumably, by
An.G. Kuznetsov, the composing edi-
tor of Shakhmaty v SSSR for the last
few years.

Not 1. Rxbl? Sc3+. 1. Kc6. Now
Rd7+ is threatened, and if 1. ...,
Rh6+ 2. Kc7 S- 3. Rd7+ with perpe-
tual check or an exchange of R’s. 1.
veey Sbd + 2. Kc5 Sa6+ 3. Kb6 Rh6+.
Quitting 7th rank, with tempo. 4. Ka5
Sa3. What about 4. ..., Sc3 with the
idea 5. Rd7+? Ke6 6. Re7+ Kd6 7.
Rd7+ Kc6 and wR has run out of its
'wild’ steam. But 5. Rd6 draws. 5.
Rcl. A precise quiet move, depriving
bSS of squares on the c-file. §. ..., Ke7
6. Ka4 Rh3 7. Ka5 Sb8. Or 7. ..., Rhé
8. Kad, with continuing attack/defen-
ce. 8. Kb4 Kdé6 9. Rc3 Sc6+. Now if
10. Kb3? Sd4+ 11. Kb2 Rh2+ 12.
Kxa3 Sb5+. But... 10. Ka4 Rxc3, a
pure stalemate. The judge quotes a so-
viet solver: ’Dynamic and entertaining
play, full of subtlety. It is striking that
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after lengthy peregrinations yet ano-
ther stalemate is woven. A splendid
study!”’. The judge refrains from ad-
ding to this, merely pointing out that
the study is a correction of a faulted
1970 study that appeared in ’’Zarya
Vostoka’’.

No. 5660 Em. Dobrescu (viii.82)
1/2 Prize, Shakhmaty v SSSR 1982

_

No. 5660: Em. Dobrescu (Romania).
1. ¢7 forces Bl to try for checkmate 1.
wey Sc5+ 2. Kd2 Rb2+ 3. Kcl (Kd1?
Be3;) 3. ..., Re2+ 4. Kb1 Sed. For ...,
Se2 +; Kal, Ra2 mate. W’s play with
wR and wB fights to control the ¢3 and
d2 squares. 5. Rh7+ Kg6 6. Rg7+.
Premature is 6. Rd7? Bd4 7. Rd6+
Kh5. 6. ..., Kh5 7. Rh7+ Kg6 8.
Rg7+ Kh6 9. Rd7. The lines of force
of wR and wB meet on d4. Novotny.
9. ..., Bd4. Now we see the foresight in
forcing bK onto hé6. 10. Bf4+ Kh5. Bl
may try 10. ..., Kg6 11. Rd6 + Kf7 12.
Rd7+ Ke6 13. Rd6+ Sxdé6 14. Bxd6
Kd7 15. cd. 11. Rh7+ Kg6 12. Rh6 +.
Another premature move would be 12.
Rh3? Be3 13. Rg3 + Kf7. 12. ..., Kf7
13. Rh7 + Kg6 14. Rh6 + Kg7 15. Rh3.
Again W has reorganised, and again
there is a Novotny interference. 15. ...,
Be3 16. BeS + Kf7. No better: 16. ...,
Kg6 17. Rg3 + Kh5 18. Rh3+ Kg5 19.
Rg3+ Kh6 20. Rh3+ Kg6 21. Rg3 +
BgS 22. Rd3. 17. Rh7+ Kg6 18. Rg7 +
Kh5 19. Rh7+ Kg6 20. Rg7+ Khé,
and, after 21. Rd7 Bd4, again 22. Bf4
and so on. The judge admires the per-

petual motion Novotny’s, merely ob-
serving that the repetition mechanism
using wR and wB has been used before
by both Korolkov and Nadareishvili.

No. 5661 A. Popov (iv.82)
3rd Prize, Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1982

%

No. 5661: A. Popov (Leningrad). 1.
Se6 Qd6. Bl maintains his option of gi-
ving a discovered check later. W of
course has a winning material advanta-
ge -- though, as the tourney judge
points out, 'no one has proved it’, and
he admits (we all admit) that it will be
extremely difficult to demonstrate. All
endings with 6 pieces are for compu-
ters in the next centure -- we shall have
enough troubles wit just 5! (AJR pon-
tification) 2. Rgd. What about the
symmetrical 2. Ra4? It’s bad: 2. ...,
Ke3+ 3.Sd4 c¢54. Rg3+ Kf25. Rf3+
Kgl 6. Ke2 cd 7. Ral + Kg2, and whe-
re is a mate? 2. ..., Kc3. The objection
to 2. ..., Ke3+ is 3. Sd4 ¢5 4. Ra3 +
Kf2 5. Rf3 mate. 3. Sd4 c5. Or 3. ...,
Kb2 4. Ra6. 4. Ra3+ Kb2. Or 4. ...,
Kb4 5. Rd3. 5. Rb3+ Kal. Bl will
equalise forces, it seems. 6. Rgl
Qxd4+ 7. Kc2+. W’s turn for a dis-
covered check. The practice of drop-
ping ’ + to denote check is, in my opi-
nion, a retrograde step. I hope that
Shakhmaty v SSSR will restore the
dramatic *+’ to its rightful place! 7.
..., Ka2. Naturally it is instant mate af-
ter 7. ..., Qxgl. 8. Ral+ Qxal 9. Rb7.
But not 9. Rb6? Qfl, nor 9. Rb8?
Qhl. Now there is no decent defence
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against 11. Ra7 mate. ’It is not a
question of equalising forces, but of
coordinating the weaker side and dis-
rupting the stronger!”” But add GBR
class 3201 to the list for future investi-
gation...

No. 5662: S. Rumyantsev (Omsk).
Straightway a combinational merry-
go-round is unleashed, with precision
required by both sides. 1. Kf8? Rxg4 2.
Rxh3 Bg2. 1. g5+ Kg7 2. Bf§$ + Kh8
3. Bxbd4. Not 3. Rxb4? Bc6+ 4. Kf7
Bd5+ 5. Ke8 Bc6, with perpetual
check. 3. ..., Rxb4. Rather nice is 3.
..., Bc6+ 4. Kf8 Rb8+ 5. Ke7 Rb7+
6. Ke6 Rxb4 7. Rxb4 h2 8. Kf6 BdS 9.
Bf7, for mate. 4. Rxb4 h2. If 4. ...,
Bc6+ 5. Kf8 h2 6. Rb8 Bd5 7. Bf7
h1Q 8. Ke7+ Kg7 9. Rg8 mate. 5. Kf8
Bd5(b7). Bl has managed to cope with
the mate threats on the back rank, but
now his worries turn through 90°. 6.
Bf3 Bxf3 7. Rh4 h1Q 8. g6. The alter-
natives are: 8. ..., Qxh4 9. g7 mate, or
8. ..., Qg2 9. Rxh7 mate. > An extreme-
ly sharp mélée, with prominent finale’’.

No. 5663: L. Veretennikov (Sverd-
lovsk). 1. Rg8+ Kf5 2. Rg3 Ked 3.
Re3+ Kd4 4. Kb3. The position has
turned dangerous for Bl. If 4. ..,
Bc4 + 5. Kc2, and the battery will fire
fatally. 4. ..., Ba5 5. Re7+ KdS. At

once now 6. Rd7+? Ke4 7. Rd4+
Kf3. 6. Ra7 Bcd+ 7. Kad(a3). OK, a
dual, but not 7. Kc2? Bb4 8. Rd7+
Kc6 9. Rd4 Kcs. 7. ..., Be3 8. Re7,
with the dire threat of 9. RcS.

L. Veretennikov (i.82)
v SSSR, 1982
T

No. 5663
5th Prize, Shakhmaty

No. 5664 L. Topko (iv.82)
1 Hon. Men., Shakhmaty v SSSR,

No. 5664: L. Topko. A. sharp positi-
on. 1. e7 Qxe7. If 1. ..., Qg8 2. Rh2
and 3. c¢7. 2. Rh8 + Bc8 3. Rxc8 + Ka7
4. Rb7+ Qxb7. Hullo! What do we do
now? 5. Ra8+ Qxa8 6. b6+ Kb8 7.
KbS. Is this zugzwang? Seems that it
is. 7. ..., Qb7 8. a7+ (ab?) 8. ..., Qxa7
9. ba Kxa7 10. Ka5(c5) wins. ’A ro-
mantic study-find with a shower of sa-
crifices and counter-sacrifices of all
present W and Bl pieces, with at the
end a capture-refusal that is simple yet
superb’’.

478



No. 5665 A. Kuryatnikov (ii.82)
2 Hon. Men., Shakhmaty v SSSR,
9 2

@///

7

No. 5665: A. Kuryatnikov (Riga).
How safe do the bRR look? 1. Sc6 +
Kad. Or 1. ..., Kb3 2. Sd4+ Kc4 3.
Rc2+ Rc3 4. Rxc3+ Kxc35.Se2+. 2.
Ra2+ Kb3 3. Ra3+ Kcd4. To be sure,
bRh3 is lost, but Bl has thought up
counterplay. 4. Rxh3 Rel+ 5. Kf3.
Not 5. Kf5? Kd5 6. Bg3 Rfl +. 5. ...,
Re6. If 5. ..., Kd5 6. Bg3 Rfl+ 7.
Ke2. 6. Rhd + Kd5 7. Sd8 Rxd6 8. Ke3
f5 9. Rd4+ Ke5(c5) 10. Sf7(b7) +.

No. 5666 V. Kondratyev
and A.G. Kopnin (v.82)
3 Hon. Men., Shakhmaty v SSSR,

1982

No. 5666: V. Kondratiev and A.G.
Kopnin. 1. Bc2+ 1. Bc4? Se3 2. Ba2
Sdl1 3. Ke5 Sxc3 4. Bf4 Se2 5. Ked Scl
6. Kd4 Kb4 and 7. ..., Sb3 with a Bl
win. 1. ..., Kb5 2. Bb3 Sg3 3. Kd5.
Not 3. Ke5? Se2 4. Kd5 Scl 5. Bc4 Kad
and 6. ..., Sb3. 3. ..., Se2 4. Bcd+
Kad 5. Kc5 Scl 6. Kb6. So that’s where

salvation lies. If 6. ..., Sb3? 7. BbS
mate. 6. ..., Se2 7. Kc5 Scl 8. Kb6,
drawn by repetition.

No. 5667 A. Belyavsky (viii.82)

4 Hon. Men., Shakhmaty v SSSR,
1982

No. 5667: A. Belyavsky (Leningrad).
1. Re8? g3 2. Rxe4 g2 3. Rf4+ Ke2 4.
Rgd Kf2 5. Kg5 glQ 6. Rxgl-Kxgl 7.
Kf4 Kf2. A tempo must be won some-
how. 1. Kg$ e3 2. Kxg4 Kg2. If 2. ...,
e2 3. Kf3. 3. Rh2+ Kxh2 4. Kf3 Kgl
5. Ke2. The kernel of W’s play. 5. ...,
Kg2 6. b4. This is the tempo-winning
manoeuvre. 6. ..., Kg7 7. Kxe3 Kf1 8.
Kd4 Ke2 9. Kc5 Kd3 10. Kxc6 and
wins. ’’Interesting struggle of wR
against passed P’s, with sacrifice of the
wR. The surprising and brake-like
capture-refusal brings about the decisi-
ve win of a tempo’’.

No. 5668 L. Katsnelson (ii.82)

Commended, Shakhmaty v SSSR,
82

Draw 343
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No. 5668: Leonard Katsnelson (Lenin-
grad). 1. Kc7 d5. 1. ..., Bgd 2. Kd6
with advance of cP. 2. Kd6 Bf7. Or 2.
..., Bf3 3. Kc$ and c2-c4. 3. Ke7/i Bg8
4. h5. 4. c3? Kgé6. 4. ..., Kh7 5. Kf6.
Not 5. Kf8? d4 and 6. ..., Bb3. 5. ...,
Khé6 6. c¢3 Kh7 7. Kg5(e5) Kg7 8. Kf5
Bf7 9. KeS. 9. Kg5? Be6 10. h6 Kf7. 9.
..., Kg8 10. h6. 10. Kd6? Kh7 11. Ke$
Kh6 12. Kf6 Bg8. 10. ..., Kh7 11. Kf6
Bg8 12. Kg5 Be6 13. Kf6 Bg8 14. Kg5,
drawn.

i) 3. h5 is also possible, 3. ..., Kf6 4. h6
Kg6 5. Ke7 Bg8 6. Kf8 Kh7 7. c3.

No. 5669 B. Rivkin (v.82)
Commended, Shakhmaty v SSSR,

1982
n

.

,%

No. 5669: B. Rivkin (Moscow). 1. f4
e2. 1. ..., Bxf4 2. Rxg2+ Kxg2 3. Kxf4
€2 4. Sh4 + Kf2 5. Sf3, tough to find,
the tempting 4. Se3 +? failing here to
4. ..., Kgl 5. Sc2 Kf2, or 5. Sb4 elS. 2.
Kf3 Kf1 3. Rxg2 e1S+ 4. Kg3 Sxg2 5.
fg hg. The W position looks hopeless.
6. Kh2 hd. 6. ..., Kf2 7. Sg3 h4 8. Se4.

. ..., Sf4 7. Sg3+ Kel 8. Se4 Seb6 9.
Kg3 and 10. Sxg5. 7. Sg3 hg+ 8. Khl
and stalemate.

No. 5670: 1. Krikheli and A. Yusupov.
1. Kd2 e1Q+ 2. Kxel h2 3. Bd5. The
start of a sharp combination. 3. ...,
Sxd5 4. Rxcd+ Kg3. Else 5. Rxf5+
and 6. Rh4. 5. Rg6+ Kh3 6. Kf2 h1Q
7. Rg3+. For if 7. ..., Sxg3 8. Rh4+
Kxh4 stalemate. 7. ..., Kh2 8. Rg6.
Avoiding 8. gRg4? Sf4 9. cRxf4 and

only now 9. ..., Kh3. 8. ..., Kh3 9.
Rg3 +, with either repetition or stale-
mate.

I. Krikheli

and A. Yusupov (vii.82)

Commended, Shakhmaty v SSSR,
1982

No. 5670

me 4+6

No. 5671 Yu. Makletsov (ix.82)
Commended, Shakhmaty v SSSR,
1982

///
/ m e /

No. 5671: Yu. Makletsov (Yakutia). 1
Qf8 + Qxf8 2. Bd6. But not 2. €7? Qe8
3. Rcl Qa4+ 4. Ba5+ Kd7. 2. ...,
Qxd6. If 2. ..., Sxd6 3. Rcl+ and 4.
e7. 3. Rel+ Kd8 4. e7+ Kd7 5.
Re7 +. The third sacrifice. 5. ..., Qxc7
6. e8Q+ Kxe8 stalemate, or 5 cees
Kxc7 e8S+ and 7. Sxd6.

No. 5672: V. Kozyrev (Morozovsk).
There was a special section in this
award, and the special section itself
split into two -- one for *malyutka’ (5-
man) efforts, and one for reworkings
of known ideas. 1. g4. The other P
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