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Report on July 2003 survey

Before the Moscow 2003 WCCC AJR e-mailed 40 composers and other parties with
the eight questions listed below. We summarise the 12 responses received— with
grateful thanks. There were lengthy, and very welcome, comments from several
respondents who took the trouble to draw attention to the complexity and implications
of the issues, while exercising their choice not to address the specific questions. We
cannot print all the comments.

All questions (numbered Ql to Q8) relate to this position:

d5f5 3111.00 h8g7h6g8 4/2.
stipulation: Black to move, White wins. Please ignore the 'Black to move1 part of the
stipulation — the position is intended purely as an example.

Q1. The position is published under a composer's name.
Is this:

a) OK?
b) not OK?

Answers: a) aaa b) bbb

Q2. As Q1, but entered for a tourney, (a) (b)
Answers: a) aaa b) bbbb

Q3. As Q2, and mentioned (either honoured or not honoured) in the award, (a) (b)
Answers: a) aaa ["must have an introduction"] b) bbbb

Q4. As Ql, accompanied by some acknowledgement to the computer source, (a) (b)
Answers: a) aaaab) bbbb

Q5. Please state the words that should be used for acknowledgement to the computer
source.



[Note: The position is actually taken from a complete list of computer-generated
reciprocal zugzwangs (source: Ken Thompson) distributed with EG138 in October
2000.]
Suggestions by respondents:
"taken from Thompson databases"
"computer generated reci-zugs — C+"
"based on database from move X on"

Q6. As Q2 and Q4.

Q7. As Q3 and Q4. Please assume that you are the judge and add your own judge's
comment.
Respondents' suggestions:
"Use 'special' category in awards"
"See Q5--'taken from...'"
"position X is known from databases but there is (or isn't) a significant human
contribution"

Q8. You may use my answers in any way you like:
-Yes, with attribution: y
-Yes, but without attribution: y
-No. 1
-1 decline to take part in this survey, for the following reason(s):

"each case needs to be taken separately, even if this involves naming names"

Selected comments:
"Some judges do not take EG and do not have Internet"
"a scientist should mention any computer software used. EG could offer a set of rules
for 'fair-play'."
"the subject is too big [for such a survey]"
"the judge should ignore the process by which a study is composed"
"your questions are very important but I want to think that the composers are correct"

47th FIDE PCCC and WCCC ~ Halikidiki (Greece) 4-1 lix2004

Informal Minutes of Studies Subcommittee
1. John Roycroft retired as spokesman after serving since 1990. The new spokesman is
Yohanan Afek (Israel/Netherlands). In EG 155 we hope to publish an interview with
the new spokesman.
2. The traditional 'Study of the Year1 selection based on (but not confined to) the
trennial FIDE Album entries will continue, but now with more dissemination emphasis
placed on the Internet.
3. The following controversial motion was passed by the full PCCC Commission for
joint consideration by the Studies and Judging subcommittees.



— That a studies tourney judge is entitled to take any action, including disqualification,
if he knows or suspects that a position important for a solution was, or could have
been, taken or 'mined' from an 'oracle' database (or equivalent), unless such use had
been declared by the composer before the closing date. -

Both subcommittees were fully represented (six and three members, respectively) at
the meeting, and six other congress participants were also present. Four were primarily
problemists. John Roycroft, proponent of the motion, had tried to find a neutral
chairman, but, having failed, found himself in an almost impossible position as
chairman himself. Almost everyone took part in the lively discussion, which ranged
widely. There was general appreciation of the problem (several examples from recent
awards were demonstrated), but there was finally little support for the motion as
worded. Therefore it was not presented to the full PCGC.

origionalS (6)
Gady Costeff

No 14128 Richard Becker

2004-2005 Tourney
Judge: Jan Rusinek

Email:
costeff@yahoo.com Post:
178AndoverSt, San
Francisco, CA 94110,
U.S.A
Surprise, as our title
demonstrates, can be
delightful or awful. When
Lewis Stiller published his
results in 1991, the class
RB-SS became the poster
child for computer
generated
incomprehensible play.
Whether your response to
such material is a groan or
a moan, Richard Becker's
EG debut provides reason
for both. Readers will note
the gradual encirclement
of the black forces and the
lurking mutual zugzwang.

d5a6 0332.00 3/3 Draw
No 14128 Richard Becker
(U.S.A) l.Se6! Ra5+
2.Kc6 Bb4/i 3.Sc7+ Ka7
4.Sb5+ Kb8 5.Se4!/ii
Ra6+ 6.Kd7 mzz 6...Bf8
7.Ke8 Bb4 8.Kd7 Rb6
9.Sed6 mzz Bc5 10.Sc4/iii
Ra6 ll.Scd6 Rb6 12.Sc4
R:b5 13.Kc6draw
i) As any child can see
2...Be7? 3.Sc7+ Ka7
4.Sb5+Kb8 5.Sf5 (5.Se4?
Ra6+ 6.Kd7 Bb4 mzz
7.Sed6 Rb6 mzzj 5...Ra6+
6.Kd5 Bb4 7.Sfd6 Rb6

8.Ke5! Bc5 9.Kd5! Bb4
10.Ke5! draws
ii) 5.Sf5? Ra6+ 6.Kd7
(6.Kd5 Kb7) 6...BfB
7.Sfd4 Bc5 and the rest
(210 moves) is a matter of
technique.
iii) 10.Se4? Bf8 ll.Sed6
Ra6
Ilham uses a similarly
barren board but here
everything is
comprehensible. The four-
phase mutual zugzwang is
preceded by the standard
tempo dance.

No 14129 Ilham Aliev

d8a7 0401.01 3/3 Draw



No 14129 Ilham Aliev
(Azerbaijan) LRc2 Rdl+
2.Kc8! (tempo) Rxal
3.Kc7 (mzz) Ka6 4.Kc6
(mzz) Ka5 5.Kc5 (mzz)
Ka4 6.Kc4 (mzz) Ka3
7.Rc3+ Ka4 8.Rc2 Ka3
9.Rc3+ Kb2 10.Rb3+
draws.

Wood aplenty and no
zugzwangs in Dr. Van
Tets' study, just mates as
far as the white bishop can
see.

No 14130 A. Van Tets

e7b7 0143.24 5/7 Win

No 14130 A. Van Tets
(South Africa) I.a6+!
Sxa6/i 2.Bxa6+ Kxa8/ii
3.Kd7 h2 4.c6 Be5/iii
5.Kc8 with mate
i) l...Kxa8 2.Bc6# (first
mate) or l...Kc8 2.Bd7#
(second mate)
ii) Other king moves are
no better: 2...Kxa6 3.Rxb8
h2 4.Rbl g3 5.c6 g2 6.c7
or 2...Kc6 3.Rxb8 Kxc5
4.Bc8 h2 5.Rbl g3 6.Bb7

or 2...Kc7 3.Rxb8 Kxb8
4.Kd7h2 5.c6hlQ6.c7+
iii) 4...hlQ 5.Bb7# (third
mate)

More romance in Eduard's
study with a pin-stalemate,
a theme much worked on
by our esteemed judge.

No 14131 E. Kudelich

Rxb8 stalemate
i) 2.b8S+? Kd6 3.Rdl+
Kc5 wins
ii) 3.Rh8 is refuted by Rg2
4.b8S+ Kc7 5.Sa6+ Kb6
6.Sb4 Sd4 7.Ka4 Bb3+
8.Ka3 Bc4 9.Rb8+ (9.Rc8
Rg3+ 10.Kb2 Rb3+)
9...Kc7 10.Rh8 Rg3+
ll.Kb2 (ll.Ka4 Bb5+
12.Ka5 Ra3#) ll...Rb3+;
while 3.b8S+ fails to Kc7
4.Sa6+ Kb7 5.Rh8 Se7
6.Sb4 Rc3+ 7.Ka4 Be6
8.Rd8 Kc7 9.Rd3 Bd7+

No 14131 Eduard
Kudelich (Russia)
l.Sd6+/i Kc6 2.h8Q Ra8+
3.Sc8 Rxc8+ 4.Kxc8 Ba6+
5.Kd8 Rb8+ 6.Ke7 Rxh8
7.Rxc4+ Bxc4 stalemate
i) l.h8Q? Ra8+ 2.Ke7
Rxe8+ 3.Qxe8 Bxe8
4.Kxe8 Bxf6

Franjo's miniature uses
classic material ... and
outcome.

No 14132 Franjo Vrabec
(Sweden) I.b7
2.Rhl!/i Sf5
Kc7 4.Rd7+ Kxd7 5.b8Q
Ra2+ 6.Kb4 Rb2+ 7.Kc5

a3d7 0433.10 4/3

The cuyent popularity of
the Berlin defense has now
filtered into studies, as can
be seen by the pawn
configuration in
Vladimir's study. White's
passed pawn will decide,
but how?



No 14133 V Tarasiuk No 14134 A. Skripnik

C4b8 0440.44 7/7 Win
No 14133 Vladimir
Tarasiuk (Ukraine) l.Be7/i
b5+!/ii 2.Kc3!/iii Rxe7
3.Rxd8+ Ka7 4.Ra8+ Kb7
5.Rb8+/iv Ka7 6.d8S!/v
Kxb8 7.Sxc6+ Kb7 8.Sxe7
wins
i) l.Bh6 b5+ 2.Kc3 Rxd7
3.Bg5 Kc8
ii) l...Rxe7 2.Rxd8+ Ka7
3.axb6+cxb6 4.Ra8+
iii) See v) for why only
2.Kd3 will do!
iv) Black's stalemate
defense precludes 5.d8Q
on account of Re3+ 6.Kc2
Re2+ 7.Kdl Rel+ 8.Kd2
Re2+ 9.Kd3 Re3+ 10.Kd4
Re4+
v) Now it is clear that
2.Kd3? would allow
6..Rd7+while 2.Kb3? fails
to 6..Re3+

Anatoly's study combines
stalemate, underpromotion
and perpetual check in an
elegant setting.

Studies (EG123). Now
Noam contributes a
radically new introduction
including two quiet knight
promotions.

No 14135 Noam Elkies

flg3 0171.01 4/4 Draw

No 14134 Anatoly
Skripnik (Russia) l.Bdl!/i
Bc4+ 2.Kel Ba5+/ii
3.Sb4! Bxb4+/iii 4.Rd2
clQ/iv stalemate
i) l .RdlBc4+2.KelBa5+
ii) 2...clQ 3.Rg4+ Kh2
4.Rh4+ Kgl 5.Rg4+ Kh2
6.Rh4+ Kg3 7.Rg4+ Kh3
8.Sf4+ Kh2 9.Rh4+ Kg3
10.Rg4+
iii) 3...C1Q 4.Rg4+ Kh3
5.Rg3+ Kh4 6.Rg4+ Kh3
7.Rg3+ Kh2 8.Rg2+ Khl
9.Rgl+
iv) 4...C1B 5.Bc2 Bbxd2+
and draws for the same
reason that Q-QQ draws in
checkers. 4...clS 5.Bc2
Be2 6.Bdl Bc4 7.Bc2
Finally, in 1973 Kasparyan
introduced an interesting
new fortress
(8/8/8/7B/6Sb/5klS/p7/6K
1 2/3 prize Shakhmaty
Riga). In 1997 Dobrescu
proposed a slightly
improved introduction as
part of an article about
Pareto Optimality in

h8d4 3040.20 4/3 Draw
No 14135 Noam Elkies
(U.s.A) Lf7Bc2/i2.g8S!!/ii
Qf5/iii 3.Bg7+/iv Kc4
4.f8S!!/v Kc5 5.Sh6!
draws per Kasparyan, for
example Qe4 6.Kg8 Bb3+
7.Kh8 Kd6 8.Sh7 Ke7
9.Sf8Bc4 10.Sh7
i) l...Qh3 2.Bc5+ Ke5
(2...Kd5 3.g8Q Bxg8+
4.Kxg8 is a database draw,)
3.Bd4+! (3.g8Q Bxg8+
4.Kxg8 Qe6 winsj
3...Kxd4 4.g8Q Bxg8+
5.Kxg8 draw
ii) 2.g8Q? loses after
Qh3+ 3.Kg7 Qg3+ 4.Kh6
Qh4+ 5.Kg7 Qg5+ 6.Kh8
Qh5+ 7.Kg7 Qe5+ 8.Kh6
Qf6+ 9.Kh5 Bdl+
iii) 2...Qxf8 stalemate!
iv)3.Sf6Bb3
v) Bad is 4.Sf6 Qh3+
5.Kg8Kb5 6.f8QBb3+
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editor: Jarl Ulrichsen
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Our contributors this time were David Antonini (France), John Beasley (England),
Marco Campioli (Italy), Gady Costeff (USA), Noam Elkies (USA), Guy Haworth
(England), Axel Ornstein (Sweden), Michael Roxlau (Germany), John Roycroft
(England), Harold van der Heijden (The Netherlands), Jim Vickery (England).

151.13924, G. W. Horning. Roxlau does not regard these duals as serious because the
idea of the solution is not really affected. To me it is at least a drawback when the
order of moves becomes irrelevant.

152.13929, H. Buis. Costeff writes: «wPf4 (not bPf4) is necessary otherwise a future
Rd8+ leads to stalemate. However, it is possible to save 2 pawns by eliminating bPa5
and wPf4. Hans is always invited to provide an introduction.))

152.13951, J. Polasek, J. Tazberik and M. Hlinka. Roxlau agrees with Garcia that
this endgame study is suspect. After 6.Ra7 Re7 7.Ra8+ Kd7, Roxlau adds that White
already has the choice between 8.h6 and 8.Rh8.

152.13997, N. Sikdar. The study is OK, but Beasley thinks the commentary has gone
a little adrift, (iii) surely belongs with Black's move l...Ba4. Beasley also thinks that
there should be a mention of the natural move 3.Kxd3. I agree with him. White must
bring his knight out as quickly as possible to prevent Black from reaching a8 and
3.Kxd3 loses a vital tempo.

152.14009, R. Gray. This oeuvre should not be called «a modification of an endgame
study by L. Topcejev)). Beasley comments:«I think it very unlikely that copies of «64»
would be floating around Glasgow in the war years. «Anticipated by», yes, but
«modification)) implies conscious modification.))

Vickery draws attention to the following six diagram errors in EG 153, all of which
occurred after electronic transmission from John Roycroft to EG's technical editor.
The GBR codes are correct. EG apologises to frustrated sufferers.
153.14071, N. Rezvov and S. N. Tkachenko. bPb5 should be bPb4.
153.14078, D. Pikhurov. bPh7 should be bPf7.
153.14094, M. Gogberashvili. wBe8 should be wBd8.
153.14102, L. Katsnelson and V. Katsnelson. wSb6 should be bSb6.
153.14111, L. Parenti. bPh4 should be bPh3.


