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SCHOOLS AND STYLES IN THE MODERN STUDY
by E. Umnov (Moscow), translated by Paul Valois

A thorough analysis of studies
with the same material can lead
one to some interesting and in-
structive conclusions about the
modern study.

Such an approach is in principle
not new. For a long time the ma-
terial balance of forces defined the
whole content of studies and was
even referred to as the theme.
Traditionally the great majority
of collections of studies and even
now the basic method of classifi-
cation reflect the material used.
In what follows an attempt is
made to prove the inadequacy of
such an approach and to show
that studies with the same combi-
nation of material may unfold the
whole panorama of study themes,
variety of styles and schools.

As an example I have chosen
R+S v R, with or without P’s
(groups 0301.. and 0302.. in the
Guy-Blandford system). This is a
random choice. I think that any
combination of material would
give the same result.

In assigning a study to its mate-
rial group, one must always go by
the diagram position. The well-
known study by D. Petrov (EG30,
p. 399, position A), belongs to
group 0801.00 but the basic idea
appears in a position from group
0301.00 reached after the exchange
of a pair of R’s in the introduc-
tory play.

The reverse of this happens too,
when the diagram’s position be-
longs to the group under conside-
ration, but the main play takes
place after several introductory
moves which alter the material
situation.

Finally I should say that studies
where Bl is the stronger side
(group 0302..) as well as those
with material advantage to W
(group 0301 ..) are to be exami-
ned.

Ul. L. Centurini
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Rf2 4. Se4 Rg2+ 5. Kf6 Kh8
6. Ra3 Rgl 7. Ra2 Rg4 8. Sg5
Rf4t 9. Kg6 Kg8 10. Se6 Rgdt
11. Kf6 Kh8 12. Kf7 Rh4 13.
Kg6 Rg4t 14. Sg5 wins,
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When there are no P’'s, R+S v R
is generally a draw. A win for the
stronger side is only possible in
certain exceptional situations such
as Ul. This is not a study but a
didactic example, as the manoeu-
vre which leads to victory lacks
precision and subtleties.

In U2 we see in effect the same
analytical method of winning, but
the unique line of play, the mo-
ments of domination and the
echoed mating finishes make it a
study.

U3 comes from the study already

mentioned by D. Petrov, after
five introductory moves. The
winning analytical manoeuvre,
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U2, N. Kopayev
Shakhmaty v SSSR 1945
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Win 3+2
1. Kf6 Rgl 2. Ra2 Rg4 3. Sgb
Rf4t 4. Kg6 Kg8 5. Se6 Rg4ft 6.
Kf6 Kh8 7. Ra8t Rg8 8. Sf8
R any 9. Sg6t mates. i) 4. ..
Rf8 5. Sf7+ Kg8 6. Sh6t Kh8
7. Rh2 R any 8. Sf7f mates.
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similar to that in the previous
study, is repeated in two absolu-
tely symmetrical variations, for-
ming an exact echo. I cannot un-
derstand why J. R. Harman makes
no reference to this in his note on
the study (EG30, p. 401).

U3. D. Petrov
1st Prize,
Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1970
Position after 5. .. Kxh8
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Kd4 Radt 9. Ke3 Ra3t 10. Ked
Ra4t 11. Kf5 Ra5t 12. Kgé
Ra2 13. Rg5 Ra5 14. Sd5 Kg8
15. Re5 Kf8 16. Rf5t wins.
i) 6. .. Rdl 7. Rb7 Relt 8.

Kd4 Rdlt 9. Kc5 Relt 10, Kd5
Rdlf 11. Ke6 ete.
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In U4. W three times avoids Bl’s
stalemate traps and forces bK to
trek from e8 to a3 - this is al-
ready a classic example of the mo-
dern artistic study.

Adding just a single P the stronger
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U4. L. Topcheyev
64, 1927
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1. Rh8T Kd7 2. Rh7t Kdé 3.
Sf7+ Kc7 4. Se51/i Kbé
Sc4t Ka6 6. Rh6t Kbb5/ii 7.
Rb6t+ Kad4 8. Kc3 Rb7 9. Sh2t
wins. i) 4. Sdé6t? Kd8 5.
Rxa7 stalemate. ii) 6. .. Kb7
7. Sdét Kb8 8. Rh8+ KecT7 9.
Sb51 wins.

side (groups 0301.10 and 0302.01)
radically alters the evaluation of
the position, as a rule making it a
win. To produce a study from
such a situation, the weaker side
is given counterchances, which
either make W’s win substantial-
ly more difficult (in positions of
the type 0301.10), or, when W is
the weaker side (group 0302.01)
allow him to achieve the draw
or even win.
Us. V. Chekhover
Bulletin of Stockholm

tournament, 1948
Posmon after 2. Rxf4
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in 442
2. .. Rb2 3. Rf5t+ Kc4 4. Re5+
Kd3 5. Rb5 Kc4 6. Rb8/i Rh2
7. Rb7 Rh3 8. Kg2/ii Rd3 9.
Rb8 Re3 10. Sal Rc3 11. Rd8
Kd3 12. Kf3 Ra3 13. Sc2 Kxc2t
14. Ke4 wins. i) Also pos-
sible are 6. Rb6 and RDbT.

ii) 8. Ke2? Rg3 9. Kd2 Rf3
10. Rb8 Rh3 11. Kel Ke3 12,
Kbl Rh6 draws.




In U5, deriving from an initial
0303.20 position after the opening
moves 1. Kel-f1 Se2xPf4 2.
Rh4xf4, there is a lengthy ma-
noeuvring struggle for wPd4, lea-
ding eventually to a theoretically
won position. The composer him-
self, in his collected studies, calls
this an analytical study.

us. A. Gurvich
9th Place, 3rd USSR
Champlonshlp 1952
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Win 44-2
1. Sf8+ Kf7 2. Se6 Rd2/i 3.
Rd8 Re2f 4. Kd7 Rd2t 5. Kcé6
Re2t 6. Kd5 Rd2t 7. Ke4 Rb2
8. Ke3 Ra2 9. Kb3 Re2 10.
Rf8+ Ke7 11. Sf4 Rxf2 12, Sg6t
wins. i) 2. .. Ra4 3. Kd7
Ra7t 4. Sc7 Ra2 5. ReTt Kf6/
f8 6. Sd5/e6t wins.

In contrast to this, the fight over
wPf2 in U6 is rich in combinations
and ends with the luring of bR to
e2, then sacrificing wP and win-
ning bR by a discovered attack.

ui. G. Kasparyan

Trud, 1960
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Win 442
1. Shb3 Ke5 2. d6 Kd5 3. Kd3
Rd7 4. Sd4 Ke5 5. Re6f Kdb5
6. Ra6 Rxd6/i 7. Ra5 mate.

i) 6. .. Kcb5 7. Ke4 Rxd6 8.
Sb3(e6)t wins,
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In U7, Bl succeeds in winning wP
(d5) again, but in doing so bR
blocks a square for bK and W
mates. The play is simple in com-
parison with U6 and the whole

points lies in the picturesque
mate.
Us. V. Bron

1st Prize, Szachy, 1963
Position after 3. d8R
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Win 442
3. .. Rh24/i 4. Sh6t+ KeT7 5.
Ra8 Kd6 6. Ra5 Rh5 7. Ra6t}
Kxd5/ii 8. Ra5t wins.

i) 3. RgT7t 4. Kh6é wins (4
Kh8? Rh7’r draws). ii) 7.
Kce5 8. d6 Rd5 9. Sf7 wins.

In the last two studies wP played
a passive role and at the end dis-
appeared from the board. In U5,
however, wP stayed on, to play an
important role in the final theore-
tically won position.
U8 arises in V. Bron’s miniature
(wKh'7, Sh6, Ps d5, d6, g2:, bKI{6,
Re2. Win) after the moves 1. Sg8+t
Kf7 2. d7 Rxg2 3. d8R (3. d8Q?
leads to stalemate after 3. .. Rh2f}
u9. A. Troitsky
Shakhmaty, 1923
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Draw 2+4
1. Kd1 d3 2. Rd7 Ke4 3. ReTt
Kb3 4. Rxc2 det 5. Kel S
any stalemate. .
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4. Sh6t Rxh6t). Here, after Bl
wins wPd5, Wh picks up bR by a
skewer. The study is interesting
as a whole in that it synthesizes
two separate parts, both of inte-
rest - the minor promotion and
the win of bR.

ulo. 1. Krikheli

The Problemist, 1969
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2+4
1. Ra5t/i Kb7 2. Re5 Re4 3.
Kb3 Rd4 4. Ke3 Ra4 5. Kb3
Rd4 6. Kc3 Sc6 7. Re6 Rd3t}
8. Kc4 Re3 9. Kd5 Sb4t 10.
Kd4/c4 Sc2 11. Kd5 draws.
i) 1. Re5? Re4 2. Kb3 Rd4 3.
Ke3 Sc6 4. Re8f Ka7l 5. Reé6
Kb7 6. Re7Tt Kb6 7. Re6 Kb5
8. Rxc6 Rd3t wins.

Now a pair of examples with the
reverse material, where Bl is the
stronger side. In U9, W achieves
a curious stalemate and Ul0 ends
in a positional draw with a per-
petual attack on a piece tied to the
defence of bP.
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A. Gurvich
Shakhmatnaya Moskva, 1962
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Win 343
1. Rb7t+ Kd8/i 2. Sa7 Ke8 3.
Kg8 Rd8 4. Sc6 and 5. Re7
mate, i) 1. .. Kf8 2. Sdé
and 3. Rf7 mate.

When one adds a P to the weaker
side, to the R (ie, group 0301.01),
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the result is not affected, but the
play becomes deeper. What dif-
ference can such a P make? Let
us look at some examples.

The role of the bPf6 in Ull is
obvious; it is put on to achieve the
main aim, that of mating the bK,
who without it would escape via
f6. Paradoxically the material
strengthening of Bl's position is
fatal. The bP here plays a nega-
tive role in relation to its own
side - it obstructs its own men.

Ul2. . Mandler
Wiener Abendblatt 1927
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1. Kd7 RaT/i 2. Kdé Rh7/ii
3. Sc6t Kb7 4. Rb8+ Kab6 5.
Ke5 Rb7 6. Ra8t and 7. RxaT7
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mate, i) 1. .. f4 2. Kd6é Kc8
3. Se6t Kb7 4. Sc5tf KaT 5.
Rf7+ Kb6 (5. .. Kb8 6. Rb7t

Ke8 7. Re7f wins) 6. Rb7t Kab
7. Kd5 Rh8 8. Kc4 Rb8 9. Sb3+
and 10. Rxb8 wins. ii) 2. ..
Ra6t 3. Sc6t and 4. Rb8 mate.

In the same way bPf5 in Ul2
spoils things in both variations by
preventing a check by bR. But in
addition bP has a technical role;
its move allows the inclusion of
two thematic variations in one
study.

The examples already shown give
some idea of the variety of study
ideas which can be presented with
the same material and also of the
varied significance and role of P’s,
although so far we have only seen
them in ones.

In the studies that follow, where
each side has a P (groups 0301.11
and 0302.11) it is again the P be-
longing to the stronger side that
is the centre of attention, the
struggle for which forms the con-
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tent of the study. The weaker There are two variations in Ul4.
side’s P fulfils purely auxiliary In the main line, bR rook captures
functions and only rarely has any wPb4, but square-blocks and so
real significance. W mates with wR on a3 and a5.

In the second variation, by sacri-

U13. A. and K. Sarychev P T
6th Prize, Shakhmatny ficing wS W, gets wPb4 moving
Listok, 1929 and gives another two wR mates.

The content of the study is en-
riched by two tries in which Bl
manages to reach a positional
draw.
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i)esl.cKTasa?nRxfe 4}.{Rh7WIIgg4 5. / » / w //E-///
: Urlc;ca; ?fST 6. K:;4 T{cs c?rav&{s‘ o - //% // / g% /
n , Bl succeeds in winning the 2 |
wPa6, but after the capture there V% . / / pe
arises a position of domination Re5 Kb7 2. Shd Ra3 3. Sts
where bR is lost by fork, skewer Kaez Sd6 Rxas/i 5. R‘?e mate
or by discovered attack. The bPa7 g é' % 3?_’317 5.S IidB/n.nRes 6.
is put on so that bR cannot move i TR, 'Reng o s
to squares beyond W’s control. Re8/d7+ draws
uld. and 5 Sinetsoy In U15, the capture of the wPa5
3rd Prize, an FIDE Ty 1959 also leads to mate, but here wK

takes no part, and there is square-
blocking by bR and bP. If bR
refuses to capture wP, aiming to
draw by stalemate with a despe-
rado bR, W can win bR by a fork.

uUlse. V. and M. Platov
Bohemia, 1909
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Ka6 7. Kc5 Rxb7 8. Ral mate. I% / /
ii) 2. Kc3? Rh3t 3. Kc4 Rhd ) 3
4. Rel Rf4 5. Re2 Rh4 6. Kc5 |

Rh5t 7. Ke4 Rh4 8. Rel Rf4 9.
Ke3 Rf33 10. Ke4 Rf4 draws. Wm 443
. e7 Re4 2. Sc4t Kb4 3. Se5

iii) 2. Sec3t? Ka3 3. Sd5 Ka2
4, Sc3t Ka3 draw. Rxe5 4. Rh4t Kce5 5. Rh5 wins.
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U16 is concerned with the struggle
for squares and lines. A wS sa-
crifice frees the fourth rank and
lures bR into a pin so as to
distract it from controlling the
promotion square. Here too bP
plays a negative role, preventing
bR from checking.
u17. L. Kubbel

5th Prize, Ceskoslovensky
Sach, 1934
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Draw 4

3+
1. Rb7 h6/i 2. Rb6 h5 3. Rb5
h4 4. Rb4/ii h3 5. Rbl Sc2 6.
Rb3t Ke2 7. Rxf3 Kxf3 8.
Kh1/fl draws. i) 1. .. Rh3
2. Rbl draws. ii) 4. Kg2?
Rf4 5. Kh3 Sc2 6. Rh5 Se3 1.
Rxh4 Rf3 mate.

So far we have only seen the
pawn of the weaker side in a ne-
gative role. But by changing co-
lours we can see the stronger
side’s P in a similar light. After
the exchange of R’s in Ul7, there

U18. Fritz

_Revue FIDE, 1965
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Draw 344
1. Kg2 Sf7 2. Rh7 Re7 3. Kg3
Kb2 4. Kg4/i Se5+ 5. Kh5
Rxh7 stalemate. i) 4. Kf4?
Ke3 5. Kf5(g4 Sd6(t) 6. Kgé
Re6t 7. Kh5 Sf5 8. Rf7 Sg3t
9. Kg4 Rgb6y and 10. .. hb5
wins,
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is a rare final draw position where
the extra bS is powerless to do
anything, as bP prevents the ap-
proach of his own K.

In U18, the struggle for bPh6
leads to the loss of wR, but wK
finds a stalemate haven. The self-
blocking wPh4 performs a rescue
act for the weaker side.

Another stalemate position, this
time without P’s but with the help
of bK appears in XKasparyan’s
study (EG29, p. 367, position 2).
This study is interesting in that
wP plays a purely technical role,
having been left out in the first
version of the study (position 1)
and only being included later to
eliminate a dual.

In these brief comments I have
particularly noted the role of P’s,
as I consider that the way in
which they are used is a signifi-
cant differential between schools
of study composition. I think that
this aspect has as yet received in-
sufficient attention.

Leaving aside purely technical P’s,
added specially to eliminate some
defect, P’s may either take an ac-
tive part in the play, or, without
moving, affect play by, say, being
the object of attack, or, finally, act
as a barrier to the freedom of ma-
noeuvre of their own or their op-
ponent’s pieces, We have already
seen P’s in such a negative role,
when they blocked squares or
lines. P’s are very often used in

19, A. Troitzky
Shakhmaty, 1924
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Win
1. Sa4i/i Kb3/d3 2. Se5t Ke3
3. Re2 Rxe2 4. gf Rf2 5. Se4t
wins., i) 1. gf? Rf2 2. Sady}
Kd3 3. Sc5t Kce3 draws.

446
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this role in showing more com- U2l repeats three times the same
plex ideas. manoeuvre to win bR: a check on
U19 is interesting for its neat logic. the back rank and following wS
1. gf cannot be played immedia- fork; each time bR moves a
tely as wR occupies e4. W must square to the right, to be won on
first free this square by sacrificing 8, £8 and g8.

wR and only then can capture

bP{7. u22. V. Korolkov
and M. Liburkin

uz2e. L. Kubbel 1st Place, 2nd USSR

4th Prize, Bakmsky Rabochy, Championship 1948
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Draw ) 3+7 1. Rhé Kg7 2. Sg5. 1st Posi-
1. Kd8 h1Q/i 2. Ra6t Kb7 3. tion: (2. R Sf7t or
Sc5t Kb8 4. Sd7t draws. 2. .. fg 3. Rxd6) 2. .. Rxd5
i) 1. .. c6 2. Rg4 h1Q 3. Rady 3. Rh7t Kg6 4. Se4 £5 5. Rh5.
Kb7 4. Rb4t Kab 5. Sb8+ Ka5/ o2nd Position: (5. .. Kxh5 6.
a7 6. Sxc6¢+ draws. Or 1., .. St6t or 5. .. fe 6. Rxd5) 5. ..
Rh7 2. Kc8 c6 3. Rgd Rxd7 Rd4 6. Sg3 f4 7. Rh4 Kg5 8.
4. Ra4t Ral 5 Rb4 Ra5 6. £3. 3rd Position: (8. .. Kxhd
Ke7 h1Q 7. Rb8t draws. 9. Sf5¢ or 8. .. fg 9. Rxd4).

U20, s threatening Ps leave no [he threefold repetition of the
doubt about the result. W can ViNPINE position, each Ume a
only save himself by perpetual raﬁk }iower, {cs.tgshowr; 1n1U22. Ehﬁ
check, which wS gives twice and echoed repetition ol play whic

wR once. U23. B. Didrikhson
2nd H.M.,
Uzsh kh tny Li th Kl"ég‘l’el Shakhmaty v SSSR, 1935
akhmatny Listo ____7_____//____|
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719
Wm 445 Rg4 Rf8 2. Sf4 Rh8 3. Sh5
. Rh7 ef 2. Re7t Kd8 3. Ra7 Rf8 4, Sf6 Rh8 5. Sh7 d5 6.
Ke8/i 4. Sh6 Kd8/ii 5. Sf1t Rxg2 d4 7. Rg7 Re8 8. Rxd7
Ke8 6. Sh8 f4 7. Ra8t KeT7 8. Rg8 9. Sg5 Rh8/i 10. Sh3 Rf8
Sg6t wins. i) 3. .. Re8 4. 11, Sf4 Rh8 12. Sh5 Rf8/g8 13.
Ra8t Kd7 5. Sf6+ wins. Sg3 wins. i) 9. .. Rf8 10.
ii) 4. .. f4 5. Sf5 Rg8 6. Ra8% Sf3 Rh8 11, Sh4 Rg8 12. Sgé6
Kf7 7. Sh6t wins. wins.

159






