No. 50 (last of Vol III)

February 1978 (4 months late)

FIDE COMMISSION, 1977

Malinska, on the island of Krk in
Yugoslavia, was the site of the
20th meeting of the FIDE Compo-
sitions Commission, from 6-13.ix.
77. FIDE Master titles were awar-
ded to, among others, Alexander
Hildebrand and the President, Jan
Hannelius.

A second WCCT seems to be on the
cards, with the organisation split
between West Germany and Cze-
choslovakia (4 sections each): Is-
rael will set the studies theme
and be responsible for judging it.
An exciting event was the first
World Solving Championship (for
teams of two). There were 6
rounds, with favourites, Finland,
winning only in the last round
(helpmates), when Israel lapsed.
Yugoslavia were third, West Ger-
many fourth, the USSR fifth. John
Beasley and Ron Brain represen-
ted Britain, who came eighth out
of nine.

In 1978 the meeting will be in
early September, at Canterbury.
Do plan to be there! Any Briton
willing to assist (and not just with
money), please get in touch as
soon as possible with Barry P.
Barnes, Marsh House, Marsh Road,
Halling, Rochester, Kent ME2 1DB.

FIDE ALBUM 1974-1976
Tourney details.

Send your best (ie, not all!) stu-
dies published in this 3-year pe-
riod to the Tourney Director: AJR.
The following instructions must be
followed: 5 copies (on separate
sheets) with clear position and full
solution, stipulation, date and pla-
ce of first publication, rank (if

any) in tourney award, dedica-
tion; full name and address and
nationality. Use one side of the
paper only. Closing date 30.vi.78.

PROBLEM 181-187 (viii.77).

Articles by Bondarenko, Gorgiev,
Maksimovskikh, Pogosjants and
AJR are included, The AJR article
is in English, proposing (see p. 453
of EG 48) a systematic approach
to identifying and filling all the
gaps in endgame theory. Despite a
couple of diagram misprints and
several other confusions you should
be able to follow it! From this
issue we learn of the passing cf
Andrei Maksimovich Bogomaz (13.
xii.10 to 13.ix.75) in Odessa, and of
Nikolai Fedorovich Zababurin
(1925 to 12.vi.75) in Simferopol,

A Basic Idea (Matrix) Expressed
in Different Ways (Settings).

by Jehuda Hoch (Petakh Tikva,
Israel).

H1 and H2 show the basic idea:
bQ cannot check on rank or dia-
gonal, but only on the c-file. So
we need to ”add something” that
will both prevent the check on the
c-file and threaten a matet that bQ
cannot prevent, This is an idea for
a study.

What is this “something” to be?
The natural candidate is wQ, as in
H3, where W wins by two quiet
moves (with only K’s and Q’s on
the board). After composing H3 I
found a way to replace wQ with
wR+wP, as in H4.

But H5 was a real surprise, using
wS+wP (and in bP). The resem-
blance between H3 and H5 was un-
noticed at the time of composing
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H5, because bPc3 (preventing a
bQ check on the diagonal) dis-
guises the connection, so that H5
does not show the idea clearly.
However, H6 shows the idea clear-
ly, using just wS+wP.

We have seen the idea expressed
with wQ, wR and wS (wB does not
look promising). Is it possible to
use the same setting with less ma-
terial? Surprisingly, the answer is
’yes’, for instance in H7, one of the
most beautiful settings ever seen
on the chessboard, where W, with
only 2P’s wins (not draws!)
against bQ+bB+bS on an open
board. As can be seen from HS, B1
would draw if he did not have bS

This is all that I know about the
settings using the basic situation
shown in H1 and H2. I do not be-
lieve that it is possible to show it
with less material than in H7, but
is it possible to use it with other
material that that shown in this
article? This I leave to the reader.

H1 (see text)
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H3 1. b7 Ba5t 2. Ke8 €2/i 3. Bd2/
ii Bxd2/iii 4. b8Q elQt 5. Kxf8/iv
Bxf4 6. Qxf4/v Kh7, and now any
check by wQ draws, but 7, Kf7
wins, mating.

i) 2. ... Be7 3. Kxf8 e2 (Bxf4;
Bxe3) 4. Bd2 Bxf4 (else £5) 5. Bxf4
elQ 6. b8Q wins like main line. .
ii) 3. b8Q? elQt 4. Kxf8 Qb4t 5.
Qxb4 Bxb4f draws.

iii) 3. ... Be7 4. Kxf8 wins as be-
fore.

iv) Threat: 6. Qb2+ with mate 01
g7 or h2. Also 6. Kf7. If now 5. ...
Bb4t 6. Kf7f, or 5. ... Qg3 (gl) €
Qe5t, or 5. ... Kh7 6. Qe71 Kgé 7.
Qf7t Kh6 8. QgTt.

v) With just K+ Q vs. K+Q there
are no checks by bQ, and Bl can’t
cope with the mate threats.

H4 J. Hoch
Original
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Black to Move White Wins
644

H4 1. ... Rhif 2. Kxc2 Rh2t 3
Kel Rhlt 4. Sd1 Rxdlt 5. Ke2
(Kxd1?) 5. ... Rd2t 6. Kxd2 Qxe8
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7. d7/1 Q-/ii 8. d8Q Qxd8t 9. Ke2
wins.

i) But not immediately 7. Kc2
(cl)? Qe2(el)t draws.

Now it is seen why 5. Kxd1? is
wrong: 5. ... Qxe8 6. d7 Qh5t and
”Bl at least draws”.

ii) 7. ... Qxd7t 8. Kel Wms

. Hoch

H5
AL HAMISHMAR, 1976
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H5 1. Be3 dc 2. Sxg4 elQ (g6;
S£7) 3. g6+ Kxh8 4. Shé.
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H7 L. A Mitrofanov
1st Prize, Vecherny Thilisi,
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H7 The position has been strip-
ped of its introductory two moves
(and a demolition thereby by-
passed). 1. g7 h1Q 2. g8Qt Bb8 3.
a7 Sc6t 4. de Qxh51 7. Qg5 (Ka6?
Qe2t) 7. ... Qxgbt 8. Ka6 BxaT 9.
c7 wins!

(See EG 9, No. 383 and EG 25, p.
256.)

HS8 A. O. Herbstman and

G. Nadareishvili
1st Pr., Shakhmatnaya
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Draw 4417

H8 1. Bxd4 g3t 2. Kgl h2t 3. Khil
Bxg2t 4. Kxg2 f3t 5. Khl blQt
6. Bglt Qb4 7. Qxb4t Kh3 8. Bxh2
f2 9. Qh4t Kxh4 10. Bxg3t Kxg3
stalemate.

(See EG 23, No, 1216.)

JRH comments from the viewpoint
of anticipations: ” ... interestiag
as showing how a composer’s mind
works, but I do not think the ap-
proach is of value to the craft of
finding anticipations. Would any
judge be impressed if it were sug-
gested that H8 were an anticipa-
tion of H5? Even the anticipations
I cite in EG are sometimes discoun-
ted (True! AJR), so that such sn
esoteric citation of H8 against H5
would clearly be met with derision.
All this is not to be taken os
meaning that the article is of no
value; but I think its value lies in
guiding composers to new ideas
rather than to showing relation-
ship between studies. At this stage
of study development, I do 10t
think anyone is likely to say that
H5 is significantly related to HS.
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The relationship between H5 and
Kubbel (1917, No. 1281 in ’2545")
appears to me to be much closer.
Is Pogosjants (1976: WKg6 wPe2
bKh8, bPg7 - 1. Kf7 g5 . . glQ
6. e8Q’r Kh7 7. Qedt Kh6 8. Qh4
mate) one of this group? Perhaps
not, as W is to move, perhaps Bl
should be to move.”

PECKOVER JUBILEE TOURNEY

Final Award

No. 3021 — wPa6 (not wPab).
No. 3024 bShé (not bRh6).

No. 3029 — no one has analysed
10. Kf5,

No. 3033: Bl wins. 7. ... Ke3 (in-
stead of 7. ... Kg3) 8. Bg2 bc 9.
Kxa6 ¢5 10. Kb5 Kd4. Notified by
the composer,

No. 3040: B1 wins. Main line 3. ...
Bxe6t 4. Ke5 Re8 5. Kd6 g6 6. Rf6
gh 7. gh Kg7 8. h6+ Kh7 9. gbt fg
10, Rxe6 Rxe6t 11. Kxe6 Kxh6.
The attempt to correct by adding
wPg3 fails due to a cook: 3. Ke5
fg 4. e7 Re8 5. Kd6 Bxg4 6. Rf4
and 7. g4, when f5 is not available
to Bl (see original solution). Ana-
lysis by Hans Béhm in Schakend
Nederland, x.77.

Therefore, No. 3033 and No, 3040
are eliminated. No. 3034 receives
7 H.M. and No. 3041 receives 6th
Commend. No other changes.

Special Prize for Best U.S.A.
entry: No. 3213, by P. Monsky.
The prize-and-publication fund
was subscribed by Walter Korn,
Neil McKelvie, Chris Becker . and
Edmund Peckover himself. The
whole idea originated in the U.S.A.
too.

AJR, i.78

THEMES-64, 1974-1976 is avail-
able, bound, at Fr. Francs 60.—
from: Francois Fargette, 10 Allee
de la Closerie, F. 78240 Chambour-
cy, FRANCE.

As well as problems (many kinds),
studies and reviews there are in-
teresting articles, such as those on
the USSR Code of Composition.

Tourney Announcements.

1. Camil Sénéca Memorial, an-
nounced by Thémes-64, Closing
date: 31.xii.78. Formal. Judges:
M. Milescu and H. Aloni. Send
to: C. Boy, ’Concours Special
No. 14’, La Grave-Izon, F.33459
Saint Loubes, France. Limit per
composer: 3 studies.

2. Thematic tourney: ’one or more
pieces, W or Bl, play far from
bK”. By 31.vii.78, To: MONGO-
LIA, 9 Sukhe-Bator Square,
Ulan Bator, MONGOLIA.
Judge: E. Pogosjants.

Gandolfi (see p. 495 of EG 48). Dr.
Adriano Chicco refers to an article
he contributed to Sinfonie Scac-
chistische (iv-vii.75), in which it
is made clear that Gandolfi com-
posed about 100 studies.

NEW BOOKS.

Encyclopedia of Chess, H. Golom-
bek (Ed.). Articles in this sump-
tuous production include one 1y
David Hooper on the endgame, and
one by AJR onthe endgame study.

Nieuwe Schaakkuriosa, Tim Krab-
bé, 1977 (in Dutch), Games, pro-
blems and studies figure in this
collection of 265 positions presen-
ted in the Assiac style but with
rather more analyses. Included
is Krabbé’s demolition of a famous
Zepler 1st Prize study (Kc2/a8=).
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DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS

No. 3150 S. Rumyantsev
9 Sp. Comm., Sports Gazette
(Ukraine), 1976
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Draw
No. 3150: S. Rumyantsev. 1. Sf3f
Kg2 2. Sd4 a2 3. Kf5 Kf2 4. Ke4
Kel 5, Kd3 Kd1l 6. Ke3 Kcl 7. Se2t
Kbl 8. Sd4, positional draw.
JRH: seems to be a new drawn
position,

No. 3151 V. Kozirev
10 Sp. Comm., Sports Gazette
(Ukraine), 1976
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No. 3151: V. Kozirev. 1. h7 Be2f 2.
Kd2 f1Q 3. h8Q Qd1f 4. Ke3 Qd3t
5. Kf4 Qf3t 6. Kgb Qg4t 7. Kh6
Qh5+ 8. Kg7 Qe5t1 9. Kg8 Be4t 10.
Kh7 Bd3t 11. Kg8 Qe8t 12, Kg7
Qe7t 13. Kh6 Kh3 14. Qc8t Kh4 15.
Qgd4t Kxg4 stalemate.

No. 3152: P. Perkonoja and R.
Heiskanen. The tourney celebrat-
ed Visa Kivi’s 70th birthday.
There were 143 entries by 89 com-
posers from 15 countries. 589,
were demolished; 20 had second
solutions, 18 had no solution, 36
had serious duals, 9 were anti-
cipated. Judge: V. Kivi.

1. Rhlty Kg4 2. Sf61 Kgd 3. Sxe8
Kxg2 4. Rh8 £3 5. Rg8+ Kh1 6, Rf8
Kg2 7. Sd6 Bd2 8. Rg8t Kh2 9, Se4
Be3t 10. Kc4 f2.11. £g3 Kg2 12.
Kd3 1f4 13. Se2f Kf3 14. Sd4
mate.

“A good try in 1. Rxf44?, a fairly
long solution, and a model mate
with two self-blocks.” (The mate
is not pure as e2 is covered twice.
AJR)

No. 3152 P. Perkonoja and

R. Heiskanen

1st Prize,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
Award: Suomen Shakki, iii.77
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No. 3153 E. Pogosjants

2nd Prize,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
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Win 6+5
No. 3153: E. Pogosjants. 1. Sd8+t
Kce8 2. Bf5t Kxe7 3. Se6t Kd6 4.
Sxf4 Keb 5. Be8 Kxf4 6. Bb7 h3
7. g3+ Kg4 8. Pxa8 h2 9. Bxh2 Kh3
10. Bf3 wins.

A

“5. Be8 and 10, Bf3 are effective,
and the B1 counterplay, with 6. ...
h3 and 8. ... h2 is elegant.”
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No. 3154

V. A. Bron
3rd Prize,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney 1975 6
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No. 3154: V. A. Bron, 1. Sb3{ Kb4
2. Sd4 Kc4 3. e3 Kd3 4. Sc2 Sf5 5.
Bxa6t Ke4 6. Bb7t Kd3 7. e4 Sd6
8. Bc6 Sxe4 9. Bb5 mate.

“A beautiful minor-piece combina-

tion showing a familiar model
mate that is brought about in an
original way.”

No. 3155
4th Prize,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney 1975-6
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No. 3155: V. A, Bron. 1. a7 elQft
2. Kxel Rxe5t 3. Kf2 Sc7 4. Bxe7
Re8 5. Bb8 Re4 (Rxb8; abR) 6.
a8R Ra4 7. Ra7 Rxa7 8. Bxa7 Kh2
9. Kf3 Kh3 10. Bf2,

“Stalemate avoidance by under-
promotion R, both in the main and
side variations, The main line re-
tains its interest even after the
exchange of R’s.”

No. 3156 J. Lamoss

1 HM,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
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No. 3156: J. Lamoss. 1. Sa3 Ra5 2.
Sc4 Res 3. Re7 Rxe7 4. Sd6 RgTt
5. Kh4 Rgb 6. Sf7+.

“Nice R-sacrifices: 3, Re7 and 1. ...
e3 2. Sxbs.”

No. 3157

5+5

A. Koranyi
2 HM.,,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney 1975-6
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No. 3157: A. Koranyi. I: 1. h3 Bf4
2. hg Kc2 3. Kg2 Kd3 4. g5 Ke4 5.
g6 Beb5 6. g7. 1I: 1, h4a Bf4 2. h5
Kb3 3. Kg2 Kc4 4. h6 Kd5 5. h7
Be5 6. h8Q.

“This twin provides a superb
example of drawing with P
against B4+PP.”

No. 3158: E. Asaba. 1. Recl Bbl 2.
Be5 alQ 3. Rxcbt Kb4 4. Re4t Kb3
5. Re3t Kb4 6. Re4t Kb5 7. Redt
Kb6é 8. Ras Fa2 9. Bd4t Kb7 10.
Rb5+ Kc6 11, Rcb5+ Kd6 12. Bebt
Kxch 13. b4t K- 14. Bxal.

“R-sacrifice incorporating both
checking and quiet moves.”

526



No. 3158 E. Asaba

1 Comm,,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
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No. 3159 V. Kalandadze
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Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
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5+6
No. 3159: V. Kalandadze. 1. c7
Be5t 2. Kh7 Bce2t 3. Bg6 Bxgbt 4.
Kxgb6 Sd5 5. Se4t Keb 6, Sgbt Kdb
7. Sf7t Ke6 8. Sd8+ Kd6 9. c8S

mate.
“Mate brought about by 3S’s.”

No. 3160 C. J. de Feijter
Special Mention,
Kivi Jubilee Tourney, 1975-6
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No. 3160: C. J. de Feijter. 1. Kb5
Ka3 2. Bc2 Rg2 3, Bd3 Rd2 4. Bfl
Rb2t+ 5. Kag Ka4 6. Bh3 b5 7. BdT7.
“Theoretically significant in that
according to Cheron RSP always
wins against B.”

No. 3161 V. Nestorescu

(x-xii.75)
1st Prize, Thémes-64, 1975
Award: x-xii. 6
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No. 3161: V. Nestorescu. Only 14
compositions for this annual in-
formal tourney judged by G. A.
Nadareishvili. “Excellent example
of the (known) geometrical move-
ments of B and R operating
against each other, The concentra-
ted play is enriched by a thematic
try and by the startling 4. Ph8!”
1. Se3/i f1Q/ii 2. Sxf1 Rxf1 3. Bb3/
iii Rxhl/iv 4. Bh8/v alQ 5. Bxal
Kxal 6. Ba4 Kb2 7. Bb5 Ka3 (Kc3;
Ec6) 8. Pa6 Kb4 9. Bb7 draw.

i) 1. Be2? f1Q 2. Bxf1 Rxfl 3. Kxh2
Kxc2 4. Be5 Rbl and 5. ... Rb2.
1. Sxf2? Rxf2 2. Kxf2 h1Q 3. Ke2
Kecl 4. Se3 Qh2t 5. Kd3 Qd2t 6.
Ke4 Kbl.

ii) 1. ... Kxal 2, Bb3 f1Q 3. Sxfl
Rxf1 4. Kxh2 Kb2 5. Bxa2, but not
here 4. Bxa2? Rxhl, nor 4. Kg2?
Rbl 5. Bxa2 Rb2.

iii) 3. Ph8? Rxdl 4. Kxh2 Rd2+t
and 5. ... Rb2.

v) 3. ... Kxal 4, Kxh2,

v) 4. Fxa2t? Kxal 5. B- R to same
file as wB. Similarly, 4. Be3 (d4,
etc.,) Rel (dl, etc.).

JRH: At least 5 studies show the
final manoeuvre. Gazonyi (1934),
p. 76 of Rueb (S) IV, Fritz (1961),
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