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B1. A. Wotawa,
Deutsche Schachzeii 1944

A NEW KIND OF
STUDY COMPETITION
by F.S. Bondarenko

Chess composition knows two types of
competition: composing and solving.
But perhaps there could be other mani-
festations. We discuss one such possi-
bility.

It is well known that there are from ti-
me to time compositions by leading
composers, alive and deceased, that
have gone the rounds far and wide for
many a year - and then suddenly a de-
fect is discovered. To forestall the dis-
appearance of a flawed chess jewel one
composer or another will come up with
a corrected version, and from then on
that revision is published as a correcti-
on. (See the article by Alexander Hil-
debrand in EG72.)

Such phenomena partake of the fortui-
tous, and are indeed not exactly com-
mon. So, why should we not bring to-
gether outstanding studies of recent
years in which flaws have been detec-
ted and organise competitions for their
correction? We therefore propose an

experimental tourney of just this kind,
with a specific example.

The chess column of Altaiskaya Prav-
da of Barnaul, capital of the Altai pro-
vince (’krai’), runs an annual solving
contest. Despite selecting complex
compositions there are generally some
60-70 correct entries; however, in the
1987 competition only 4 correct soluti-
ons were received to B1 by the late
Austrian composer Wotawa. The stu-
dy is quite a puzzle. How is W to win
if there is no stopping bPa4 becoming
a queen? The very idea smacks of
science fiction.

Well, this is how it is done: 1. Kh6!! a3
2. e6! de. If Kxe6; Kg6! a2; f4, alQ;f5
mate. 3. Be5! Threatening to take
bPd4. Kxe5 4. Kg5 a2 5. f4 mate.
Now, V. Scherbakov, one of the 4 suc-
cessful Barnaul solvers, came up with
the following cook: 1. Be7! a3 2. Bf6
a2 3. e6! alQ 4. ed Qg1+ 5. Kf8 Kxf6
6. d8Q +, and will not W win?

Who can save the study by refuting the
cook or, if this cannot be done, by ma-
king some minor modification to the
diagram position?

Let us conduct a first experiment in the
organisation of this new type of tour-
ney. (We dub it an Operation Rescue!
See below. AJR) The victor’s rich re-
ward will be that his name will from
the on always be associated with that
of Alois Wotawa above this study, as
creator of the sound version.

As judge of this tourney we propose
the editorial body of EG, where the re-
sult and the study’s final form would
be published.

Dniepropetrovsk, 1988
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TOURNEY ANNOUNCEMENTS

Operation Rescue!
Special Tourney of EG

Required: either a correct version of
B1, or complete analysis with refutati-
on of the cook. The judge’s mission is
accepted jointly by David Friedgood
and John Roycroft. Maximum 1 entry
per composer/analyst(s). Send, with
full analyses, to AJR by 30.ix.89, mar-
ked Operation Rescue! (Cook refutati-
on will be rewarded with a book prize
- what else?!)

(W.G.J. Meses in his studies section of
PROBLEEMBLAD is introducing just
such a restoration tourney at this very
time, following his experience that
about 15% of the unoriginal studies
published there have been demolished
by the solvers.)

STUDY COMPOSING MATCH
USSR vs. Rest of the World

Study composers throughout the world
have been invited to take part in a
match between the USSR and the rest
of the world.

Composing is taking place during
1989. Judging will be complete by 1.vi-
ii.90. Complete results will be pu-
blished in booklet form (for instance, a
special issue of EG). All entrants will
be sent a copy.

Themes

Two themes have been selected. Each
composer may contribute one study to
each theme. The studies must be sub-
mitted via the team captains (see be-
low) before 1.ix.89, with corrections
allowed up to that date. Collective
(joint) compositions are allowed, but
each author may participate only once
in each theme.

First example of Theme A:
A.A. Troitzky, 1895

4+2

Theme A. In a study with White to
win Black’s counterplay is based on
perpetual check or perpetual attack on
a white piece.

Solution to first Theme A study. 1. f5
Kg5/i2. f6 Kg6 3. Kg8 Se3 4. f7 Sgd 5.
f8S + wins, not 5. f8Q? Sh6+ 6. Kh8
Sf7+, drawn, the thematic defence.

i) Se3 2. f6 Sg4 3. f7 Se5 4. f8S wins.

Solution to second Theme A study. 1.
Sd7 Bc7/i 2. Sf8 Be5 3. Kg4 Bb2. How
is the draw by perpetual attack to be
avoided? 4. BcS Bd4 5. g7 Kxg7 6.
Se6+ and 7. Sxd4 wins.

i) Ba7 2. Se5 Kg7 3. Bb2 wins.

Second example of Theme A:
A.S. Gurvich, 19

Win

Theme B. In a study to win or draw
White’s thematic try is refuted by a
black tempo (’change of onus-to-
move’) move. In the actual solution
White achieves his aim (win or draw)
by playing a tempo (’change of onus-
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to-move’) move of his own. (We inter-
pret ’tempo move’ as excluding both
’multi-move manoeuvre’ and ’gain of
time’ move).
Example of Theme B
A. Hildebrand

(after K. Runquist)
Springaren 1988

4+4

Solution to Theme B study. 1. Rxb3?
Be6+ 2. Kc3 Bxb3 3. Be8+ b5+ 4.
Bxb5+ Ka$5 5. Kxb3 Kxb5 draws. 1.
Be8+ b5+ 2. Bxb5+ Ka5 3. Rxb3
Be6+ 4. Kd4/i Bxb3 5. Kxc5 B- 6. b4
mate.

i) The intention incorporates 4. Kc3?
Bxb3 5. Kxb3 Kxb5 draw, but post-an-
nouncement it has been pointed out
that after 4. Kc5 Bxb3 5. Bd3, and Be6
6. b4+, or Ka4 6. Bc4 W wins, so the
study is incorrect. The theme, how-
ever, stands.

Judging

By 1.x.89 the team captain will send
entries without composers’ names to
each of the four judges who will then
independently select the 30 best studies
submitted for each of the two themes.
These studies are awarded points, 30
for the best, 29 for the second, etc.
The team scoring more points wins the
match. Judges: Yu. Averbakh and
G.M. Kasparyan (USSR); J.D.M.
Nunn and A.J. Roycroft (Rest of the
World).

Submission by Composers

Each participating composer submits
his unpublished composition(s) to his
.team captain in diagram form with na-

me and address and detailed solution,
inclusing indication of the thematic
moves. Paper size: A4 (maximum),
with writing on one side of paper only.
The main variation is to be given be-
low the diagram, and sub-variations
according to the EG system. (EG nor-
mally uses parentheses only for a single
move and reply. AJR). English notati-
on (KQRBNP) preferred. Closing date
for submissions by each team: 1.ix.89.

Address for studies for the Rest of the
World team:

Lars Falk (team captain), Tegnérgatan
34 B, B-752 27 UPPSALA, Sweden.
(Soviet entries to: Anatoly G. Kuznet-
sov, c¢/o Central Chess Club, Gogo-
levsky boulevard 14, Moscow. By:
1.vii.89.)

The announcement is signed by the Or-
ganizing Committee: Viktor CHE-
PIZHNY, USSR, and Kjell WID-
LERT, Sweden.

The match is launched with the bles-
sing of the PCCC.

XXXI PCCC

PCCC is the Permanent Commission
of FIDE for Chess Composition. This
wonderful meeting took place, erupted
even, in Budapest, the capital of Hun-
gary, in the last seven days of August,
1988. The studies fraternity was repre-
sented by the familiar names of Banas-
zek, Benko, Chimedtseren (delegate
from Mongolia, newly admitted, with
the Hotel Stadion whisking up a Mon-
golian flag from nowhere), Comay,
Falk, Hildebrand, Lindner, Nadareish-
vili (USSR delegate and PCCC studies
expert), Neidze, van Reek, Roycroft,
Rusinek (Polish delegate), and Valois.
Koranyi and Pospisil put in fleeting
appearances, while other names made
significant, even startling, contributi-
ons, as the reader will see when he
reads the Quick Composing Tourney
award.
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Veni, FIDE, vici!

History was made when a permanent
sub-committee for studies was set up.
The item was not even on the agenda.
It was proposed in the most general
terms by the soviet delegate, who
speaks only Georgian and Russian,
and after sensible discussion was pas-
sed (in a subsequent session) by 12 vo-
tes to 2 (West Germany was one). 4 de-
legates (including GB) abstained. The
principal reason for abstaining was
that the remit requested was arguably
too wide for a sub-committee, while a
reason for voting against was that the
very formation of the sub-committee
might have a divisive effect - the Gens
una Sumus argument. However, since
the sub-committee will report progress
and present a more specific action plan
during the next PCCC at Bourne-
mouth (19-26.viii.89, T.R. Dawson
Centenary year), our own opinion is
that giving studies their head to pursue
links with players and to identify the
special needs of studies will on the con-
trary have a unifying effect: potential
causes of friction will be eliminated.

WCSC

West Germany took the honours in
both team and individual (Pfann-
kuche) solving championships. Finland
pipped Great Britain (on time only) for
the team silver medal.

Titles

The necessary points qualification (via
FIDE Albums) for IGM and IM titles
respectively were met by i) Grin, Pogo-
yants; ii) L. Katsnelson, Koranyi, Kra-
lin, Ruszczynski. Yohanan AFEK was
awarded the title of FIDE judge for
studies. No distinction is made be-
tween studies and problems in the
award of titles for solving, but we ware
delighted that David Friedgood achie-
ved his first GM Solving norm.

4. WCCT
The fourth World Chess Composing

Tourney, a team event, was considered
- before the (imminent) publication of
the results of the third. Official langua-
ges (English, German, French only -
not Russian or Spanish, etc.) have
been proposed by the volunteer organi-
sers (Denis Blondel and Bernd Elling-
hoven), with insistence on A5 paper si-
ze and no xerox copying. While there
is sympathy for the difficulties of the
experienced organisers, it should be
pointed out that if these recommenda-
tions are rigidly imposed on studies,
then studies will suffer. Why? Because
soviet (and other) studies may well be
disqualified (or not entered), and be-
cause space for adequate analysis will
in some cases be insufficient. In any
case the terms ’’AS5”’ and ’A4” are
still practically unknown in the USSR.
Everyone knows this - except proble-
mists! No, a preferable recommendati-
on would be: to allow A4 size (perhaps
for studies only - after all, an A4 sheet
can by definition be folded to was for-
med in 1988 with the AS), and (typed)
Russian should be allowed. Of course
diagrams must be totally clear, with
the position verifiable by long-hand
description and counts: submissions
that do not pass this control must be
rejected.

This is the now traditional World
Chess Composition Tourney (for nati-
onal teams) for original compositions
with set themes. The report on
3.WCCT was reviewed in EGY94.
4.WCCT has 7 sections, one (section
D) for studies, where the judge is Vaz-
ha Neidze (Tbilisi, USSR).

The organisers are Polski Zwiazek Sza-
chowy, the Polish Chess Federation.
The overall Tournament Director (for
receipt of team submissions, forwar-
ding to judges, etc.) is Eigeniusz Iwa-
now of Czestochowa, Poland.

Set theme: during play the same piece
or pawn, Bl or W, is first pinned (*P)
and then unpinned (*U).
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Example of 4. WCCT studies theme:

G.M. Kasparyan, 2nd Prize,

Chigorin MT, 1949
7

Draw

Solution to 4. WCCT set theme exam-
ple: 1. Bh5+ Kel 2. Bh4 + Kd2 3. Bg5
*P Bxc5 4. Kf2 Kd3 *U 5. Bg6+
Red4 + *P 6. Kf3 Bc6 7. ad/i Kd4 *U 8.
Pf6+ Re5+ *P 9. Kf4 Bd6 10. aS/ii
Kd5 *U 11. Bf7+ Re6/iii 12. Kf5 Bd7
13. a6/iv, drawn, since a tempo move
is met by a tempo move, and bBh2 (in-
tending bKd6) is countered by wBe7.

i) 7. Bcl? Kc2 8. BgS Bxa3, and Bl
wins.

ii) 10. Bc2? a5 11. Bdl BdS 12. Bg7
Bcd4 13. Bf3 Bb3 14. Bc6 BdS 15. Be8
Bed 16. Bf7 Bc2 17. Be8 Kd5 18. Bf7 +
Re6+ and Bl has manoeuvred himself
out of the bind.

iii) In terms of the 4. WCCT set theme
this does not count because bRe6 is
not unpinned in the subsequent play.

iv) 13. Bc3? Bc5 14. Be5S a6 15. Bg8
Bb4 16. Bc7 Kc6.

Key Dates

1.iv.89: Teams (countries) declare par-
ticipation with nomination of a team
leader.

1.iii.90: Teams entries submission clo-
sing date. The judge’s task (in each
section) is to select the best 20 and gra-
de them. The top place earns 20
points, the final place 1 point, points
to be divided equally among composi-
tions graded as equal.

Team Leader for Britain:
Norman A. Macleod
’Mount Pleasant’

Lea Bailey

Ross-on-Wye HR9 5TY

The GBR class
pawn)

The drawing potential of the weaker si-
de with a bishop’s pawn on each rank
in turn is explored in a dense 5-page
article by A.G. Kopnin published in
Shakhmatny Bulletin, viii.88. There
are 33 diagrams (including an error
readily corrected in No. 50). The ar-
ticle is on the lines of the article in
EG88 treating the centre pawn and
coauthored by Kopnin with David
Hooper. The accompanying remarkab-
le Hungarian study, not included in the
article, is highly relevant, despite the
unlikely starting-point.

0310.01 (bishop’s

D. Elekes, 1936
7

3+4

1. Kdl1 c4 2. Kcl €2 3. Kc2 elR 4. Kxc3
Red4 5. Kb4 Rg4 6. Kc5 Re6 7. Kb4 Ke7
8. Kc5 Ke6 9. g8Q+ Rxg8. Now we
have reached the 0310.01 ending. 10.
Bc3 Rc8+ 11. Kd4 Rc6 12. Bb4 Kd7
13. Ba5 Kc8 14. Bel Kc7 15. Kc3,
drawn - just.

GUESSING

What are the longest forced wins for
W in the following pawnless 5-man en-
dings?

Draw

1. GBR code 1600.00, or wQ vs. bRR.
2. GBR code 3200.00, or wRR vs. bQ.
3. GBR code 0014.00, or wBS vs. bS.

In all cases the figure required is, as
usual, the number of W moves to win-
ning win of a piece or earlier mate.
Estimates form CESC members at the
6189 meeting and willing to participate,
follow.
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1. 2. 3.
John Beasley 25 25 40
David Friedgood 9 11 21
John Holland 18 15 12
David Hooper* 12 14 24
Jan Rosankiewicz 3520 15
John Roycroft 19 21 32
David Sedgwick 12 9 18

Brian Stephenson opted out.
* in absentia.

Nobody yet knows what the correct
answers are. We hope that someone,

somewhere, will do the necessary
mainframe computer work before
long.

THE 50-MOVE RULE - AGAIN!
idée fixe - ’FIDE six’

1. Laws of Chess

We learn from the BCF Newsletter
No. 4 (ii.89) that FIDE in Thessaloniki
(1988) amended the 50-move rule yet
again. This time the amendment is at
least workable. It came into force on
1.iii.89. We do not have the official
wording, but the effect is that for the
following six GBR classes, and only
for these classes, the familiar 50 is ex-
tended to 75 moves: 0410, 0002.01,
4000.10 (P on 7th), 1060, 1006, 0023.
Note that by (our) definition a GBR
class includes its complement: for
example 0410 includes (when dubbed a
clas$) 0430, and similarly 0023 (when
dubbed a class) includes 0061. We note
that the class 0130.11 (blocked RP’s) is
not included.

2. The amended rule, being tidier than
its predecessor, will be readily applica-
ble in practice, but our fundamental
objection retains its force: the counting
of successive moves of a particular
kind, especially non-pawn moves, po-
tentially leads to cases of ambiguity, at
best doubt and confusion, as to the
theoretically best move.

3. For the time being players may brea-
the again with the new rule (only six
classes to bear in mind), but neither
endgame theory nor the study frater-

nity will be happy. Two practical
drawbacks remain. Firstly, the new ru-
le will continue to cause FIDE trouble
(ie, should they add to the foregoing
six or not?) whenever a computer reve-
lation identifies another excessively
long endgame. And secondly, the dis-
advantage to the defender of having to
play precisely for 75, instead of 50,
moves in an ending such as class 0410
while the attacker risks nothing is now
made 50% worse. Players whose ra-
tings suffer will soon be complaining.
4. Further amendment probably de-
pends on players becoming confused
once more. We hereby accept the im-
plied challenge to confuse them! Two
examples from recent practice will sup-
ply fodder.

A question for analyst and
theoretist: can White win?

(see text) 442

5.1. Our first was suggested by a posi-
tion quoted by Mirko Degenkolbe of
Meerane, East Germany.

It occurred in a game played in the lo-
cal club. What does theory say about
this endgame? Can White win, given
that he has a RP and that bK is so well
placed? What instructive generalisati-
ons can be made, for instance about
hP on each of ranks 2-7? Can bR cut
wK off permanently from whP? Does
B1 regularly draw when bK is in front
of wP, as in the diagram? What fami-
lies of positions can arise? What are
the positional landmarks? What opti-
ons are open to W? What ideas for
studies does this material conceal? Can
any studies at all be composed until we
know more about this ending? Could
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this ending qualify to be added to the
new 'FIDE 6’?

5.2. The second example is taken from
SCHWEITZERISCHE SCHACH-
ZEITUNG. The player of W has been
more than once Swiss Ladies Cham-
pion and this position comes from a
recent championship game, drawn
eventually by application of the 50-
move rule.

Claude Baumann vs.
Angela Cathrein, 1988
Position after W’s 73rd move,

Black to Play 3/3.

6. We invite readers to send in other 6-
man endings from practical play. We
shall be pleased to consider the most
interesting for publication in EG. No
blunder-play, please
- we leave blunders to other magazi-
nes!

An apology for the lateness of EG94

This is a apology offered jointly to the
whole endgame community by EG’s
printer in Holland and editor in Lon-
don. The delay was inexcusable.
EGY4, scheduled for x.88, should have
been a topical issue. Moreover, errors,
mostly trivial, slipped in. All material
was supplied promptly and there was
neither illness nor prolonged absence...

DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS

No. 7027 G. Novikov
Revista Romana de Sah, 1981
(correction)
3rd Place, IV Individual Belorussian
Championship, 1981-84

7%

Win T+7

No.7027: G.Novikov  (Minsk).
1.Bg2 (de? Bxed;) ed (Kb5;de)
2.Bxb7 de/i 3.b4+ Kad/ii 4.Bc6+
b5 5.Bed elS 6.Bxh7 e2 7.Ka2/iii
Sd3 8.Bxd3 elS 9.Bbljiv S-
10.Bc2 mate.

i) d2 3.Kc2 KbS5 4.Bc8 Kc5 5.Bxe6
Kd4 6.BfS Kxe5 7.Bxh7 Kd4
8.Bd3 Kd5 9.b4 Kd4 10.Bb5 KdS
11.Ba4 Kd4 12.Bb3 Ked4 13.Kc3
wins.

ii) Kb5 4.Kb3 e1Q 5.a4 mate.

iii) 7.B-? Sd3 8.Bxd3 elS 9.Bbl
Sd3 10.Bxd3 stalemate.

iv) 9.Be2? Sc2 10.Bd1 is stalemate.

No.7028: 1.Bondar (Gantsevichi).
EG87.6304. and EGB80.5621 were
placed 4 and S respectively. 1.h7
Rb3+ 2Ka5 Bxh7 3Kad a2
4Kxb3 alQ 5.Bd7+ Ke4 6.Bc6+
Kd3 7.Bb5+ Ke4 8.Bc6+, position-
al draw.
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No. 7028
Zarya, 1983
6th Place, IV Individual Belorussian
Championship, 1981-84
2

RO,

I. Bondar

Draw

No. 7029 V. Frigin

and E. Dvizov

Chess & Draughts in BSSR, 1984
8th Place, 1V Individual

Championship of BSSR, 1981-84

5+9

Draw

No.7029: V.Frigin (Mogilev) and
E.Dvizov (Minsk). EG79.5540 was
placed 7. 1.f7 blQ 2.Kc5 Qxb3
3.Qh7+ Kxh7 4.f85+ Kh8 5.Sg6+
Kh7 6.5f8+ Kh8 7.Sg6+ Qxg6
stalemate.

No.7030: I.Bondar. 1£5 Sxf5
2.5xf6/i Sd4+ 3.Kc4 Rxf6 4.Sc5
(Kxd4? Rf4+;) Rd6 5.Sb7 Rb6
6.Sc5 Rd6 7.Sb7 Rd7 8.Sc5 Rd8
9.5b7 Rb8 10.ScS, positional draw,
while if Rf4 5.Sd3 Rxg4 6.SeS Re4
7Kd5 Rh4 8.Sg6+ K- 9.Sxh4
drawn.

i) 2.gf? Rxg8 3.Sc5 Rg5 4.Se6+
Ke7.

No. 7030 L. Bondar
Zvyazda, 1983
9th Place, IV Individual

Championship, of BSSR, 1981-84

No. 7031 G. Novikov

and ALP. Kuznetsov
Bulletin of Central Chess Club
of USSR, 1983
10th Place, IV Individual
Championsh

No0.7031: G.Novikov and the late
Al.P.Kuznetsov (Moscow).
1.Ba5+/i Ke8 (Kc8;Rbl) 2.Rbl
Kf8 3.Bb4+ Kg7 4.Bc3+ Khé6
5.g5+ (Bd2+? g5;) KxgS5 6.Bd2+
Kf6 7.Bc3+ Ke7 8.Bb4+fii Kd8

9.Ba5+ (Rd1+? Kc7;) Ke7
10.Bb4+ Kf6 11.Bc3+ Kg5
12.Bd2+ Kh4 13.Bel+ Kg4
14.Be2+ Kf5/iii 15.Bd3+ Ke6
16.Bc4+ Kd7 17.BbS+ (Rd1+?

Kc6;) Kc8 18.Ba6+ (Rcl+? Kb7;)
Kd7 19.Bb5+, positional draw.
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