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VARIATIONS ON A THEME
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B1 was originally intended for my re-
gular CHESS LIFE (USA) column,
with the solution: 1. Kc3 Bf3 2. Kxd2
Kg2 3. Rg8+ Kh3 4. Rh8+ Kgd4 5.
Rg8+ Kh5 6. Rh8 + Kg6 7. Rh1 Bxhl
8. Ke2, drawing. However, there are
two observations to make. Firstly, the
idea fails: B1 can win by 1. ..., Kel 2.
Rxf2 Be2, when dP promotes. Se-
condly, there is a major anticipation in
B2. After 1. ¢7 Ra5+ W must be on
the alert. If 2. Kb4? RbS5+ draws ei-
ther by stalemate if bR is taken, or 3.
..., Rb8 if not. While if 2. Kd6(d4)?
RxdS+ 3. KxdS Kb7 4. Kd6 Kc8
draws. Even 2. Kc6? RxdS 3. c8Q
Rc5+ 4. KxcS5 is stalemate. The only
way for W to win is 2. Kc4! Ral 3. Bc6
Rcl+ 4. Kd5 Rdl+ 5. Ke6. It is still
possible to make a mistake. If, for
example, 5. Ke4? Rel + 6. Kd3 Re8 7.
Bxe8 Kb7 and draws. 5. ..., Rel + 6.
Kf7 Rft + 7. Kg7. Once again there is
a stumbling-block. If wK, either now

or on move 8, steps onto the back
rank, Bl is saved. 7. Kg8? Rbl1 8. c8Q
Rb8. But after 7. Kg7 Rgl + 8. Kh7 W
wins.

L. Ehrlich, 1929
after J. Klmg

7/////
,,/%//
/

%//
o
o i
//

y /
/ﬁ 7

Wm 3+2

One has to admit that the Kling/Ehr-
lich ending is very nicely elaborated,
the later composer having succeeded
in enriching the 19th century original.
All the same, I became fascinated by
the theme and sought to enrich it fu-
rther. What follows is an account of
my experiments, and the result. Per-
haps this will help to shed light on
how ideas are born.
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Comparing B3 with B1 one notices the
resemblance. The colours are reversed
and the whole position is ’distanced’
somewhat. However, the requirement,
W to win, is different. What was a de-
molition in B1 becomes here a try,
providing a temptation for the solver:
W almost wins with 1. Kf8!? Rxe7 2.
Bf7 Re4 3. g8Q Re8 + with stalemate.
W may try underpromotion to R, but
this only draws.

The actual solution is 1. Be6 Kxg7 2.
Kd7 Rd2+ 3. Kc7. Not 3. Kc8? Rf2
for Rf8, drawing. 3. ..., Rc2+ 4. Kb7
Rb2 + 5. Ka7 winning because Bl has
no more checks. Despite this addition
I could not say that it was an improve-
ment on B2, and so I remained dissa-
tisfied.
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Searching for a new idea I thought of
adding whP. This hP would be nece-
ssary, but would not make W’s task
easier because of the drawing conno-
tations of wB not controlling the h8
promotion square. The solution from
B4 runs: 1. Kd7 Rdx!1 + 2. Kc6 Rcl +
3.Kd5. With bR on the (W) first rank
there is no avoidance of perpetual
check as in our previous example, but
3. ..., Rdl+ 4. Ke5 Rel+ 5. Kf5
Rfl + 6. Kg5 Rgl + 7. KhS and wins.

But consider the ’twin’ with bRg2. In
this case wK cannot now hide behind
hP because bR captures with check.

But another possibility arises: 1.Kd7
Rd2+ 2.Kc7 Rc2+ 3.Kb7 Rb2 +
4. Ka7 and wins as we have seen.

This ending illustrates two wK-
marches but I was still not satisfied. I
continued working with hP and bad
bishop. B5 was the ultimate outcome.
The material is exactly the same, but
the solver must avoid a devilish snare
at the very outset.

BS P. Benko
Ist Prize, Magyar Sakkelet, 1981
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On the face of it W wins easily with
1. Kf7 Rel 2. Be6 Rfl+ 3. Kg8
Rgl + 4. Kh8. But Bl is not finished
yet. 4. ..., Rg7 5. e8Q Rh7+ 6. Kg8
Rh8 + and Bl will be stalemated. So,
the solver looks at 5. e8R, only to
find 5. ..., Rf7; after he has analysed
5. ..., Rb7? 6. Bc4 Rb4 7. Re6+ Kh5
8. Re4 Kh6 9. Kg8, winning. After 5.
., Rf7 6. Bg4 Rh7+ 7. Kg8 Rg7+
Bl wins wB. The actual solution has
to be something else.
The correct method turns out to be 1.
Be6 with the threat of a wK march
K-d7-c6-d5 and a zigzag to win. This
allows two defences:
I. 1. ..., Rd1. Bl tries to prevent wK
from emerging. 2. h5. This preparati-
ve move avoids the hidden stalemate
possibility. If 2. Kf7? Rfl1 + draws as
we have seen. 2. ..., Kg7 3. h6+ Kh7
4. Bf5+ Kg8 5. h7+ Kg7 6. h8Q +
Kxh8 7. Kf7 Rel 8. Be6 Rf1+ 9. Kg6
with another zigzag meander down
the board.
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II: 1. ..., Kg7. The disadvantage of
this is that it allows wK to shelter be-
hind hP. 2. Kd7 Rd1+ 3. Kc6 Rel +
4. Kd5 Rd1+ 5. Ke5 Rel+ 6. Kf5
Rf1+ 7. Kg5 Rgl+. There is no sal-
vation in 7. ..., Rf8 8. efQ + Kxf8 9.
Kf6. But now 8. KhS wins.

(III: 1. ..., Ral is a non-thematic de-
fence, against which 2. Kd8 wins).

In this study it is interesting that in
one main line whP has to be sacrifi-
ced, while in the other the self-same
hP is used positively to provide shel-
ter for wK. Without this shelter the
ending would be drawn.

If one tries to draw lessons from
these experiments I would say that a

composer should not be satisfied too
soon with his work. He must try to
extract the maximum from his theme
and material. At the same time it
seems to me that even old favourites,
classics, may offer scope for new
ideas. It is my firmly held opinion
that both endgame composers and
over-the-board players can profit
from studying such endings, since the
essence of both fields is to unearth
the hidden possibilities, the surprising
ideas, of game-like positions.

AJR footnote: The Kling forerunner
of B2 has not been identified. See 52
in TTC. BS is No. 4839 in EG72.

DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS

No. 5454 Em. Dobrescu (ii.81)

Ist Prize, Suomen Shakki, 1981-2
Award: xii.83

No. 5454: Em. Dobrescu (Romania).
The judge: Bruno Breider (Espoo,
Finland). 1. h7/i Sg6/ii 2. Bc6 + /iii
Ke6/iv 3. Bd7 + /v Ke7/vi 4. Bb4+/
vii Kf7/viii 5. h8Q/ix Sxh8 6. Se5+
Kf6 7. Bc3/x Kg5 8. Bd2+ Kh4/xi 9.
Bel+ KhS 10. Bgd4+/xii Kh6 11.
Bd2+ Kg7 12. Bc3 Kf8 13. Bb4+
Ke8 14. Bd7+ /xiii Kd8 15. Ba5+
Ke7 16. Bb4+ Kf6 17. Bc3 Kg5 18.
Bd2+ Kh4 19. Bel + KhS5 20. Bgd +
Khé 21. Bd2+ Kh7 22. Bf5S+ Kg8
23. Be6 + Kg7 24. Bc3 Kh7 25. Bf5 +
draws.

i) 1. Bc6+? Sxc6 2. h7 glQ 3. Sf6+
Ke6 4. h8Q Sd4+. 1. Sf6+? Ke6 2.

i) 1. Bc6+? Sxc6 2. h7 g1Q 3. Sf6+
Ke6 4. h8Q Sd4+ 5. Kad. 1. Sf6+?
Ke6 2. h7 Sg6 3. Bd7+ Kxf6 4.
Bc3+ Kg5 5. Be8 glQ 6. Bxg6 Bd4.
ii) 1. ..., g1Q 2. h8Q Qxg4 3. Bb4
Qd1 + 4. Ka3.

iii) 2. Be8? Sh8 3. Bc3 glQ 4. Bxh8
Qxg4 5. Bf7+ Kc6 6. Be8+ Kb7 7.
Bc3 Qdl1+ 8. Kc4 Qd3+ and 9. ...,
Bd4.

iv) 2. ..., Kxc6 3. Se5+ Sxe5 4. h8Q
g1Q 5. Qxe5 Qxel 6. Qe6+. 2. ...,
Kdé6 3. Bg3+ Kxc6 4. Se5+.

v) 3. Bxe4? g1Q 4. Bxg6 (Bc3, Qxg4;)
4. ..., Bd4. 3. Be8? Sh8 4. Bc3 g1Q 5.
Bxh8 Qxg4.

vi) 3. ..., Kd6 4. Bg3+. 3. ..., Kxd7

" 4. Se5+ Sxe5 5. h8Q glQ 6. Qh7+

and 7. Qxe4.

vii) 4. Bh4+? Kf7 5. h8Q Sxh8 6.
Se5 + Kg7.

viii) 4. ..., Kxd7 5. Se5+ K- 6. Sxgb6
Bd4 7. Bc3 glQ 8. Bxd4 Qdl+ 9.
Kc4 Qd3+ 10. KcS. 4. ..., Kd8 5.
BaS+ Kxd7 6. Se5+ Kdé6 7. Sxg6
Bd4 8. Bc3 glQ 9. Bxd4 Qd1+ 10.
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Ka2 Qa4+ 11. Kbl Qdl+ 12. Ka2
Qxd4 13. h8Q Qxh8 14. Sxh8 e3 15.
Sf7+ KdS 16. Sg5+ and 17. Sf3.

ix) 5. Bc3? g1Q 6. SeS+ SxeS 7. h8Q
Qbl+ 8. Bb2 Qdl1+ 9. Ka2 QdS+
and 10. ..., Sxd7.

x) 7. Sg4+? KgS5 8. Be7+ KhS5 9.
Sf6 + Kg6 10. Be8 + Sf7.

xi) 8. ..., €3 9. Bxe3 + Bxe3 10. Bh3
glQ 11. Sf3+.

xii) 10. Be8 +? Kg5 11. Bd2 + Kf5.
xiii) 14. BhS+? Kd8 15. Ba5+ Ke7
16. Bb4 + Ke6.

P. Joitsa (xi.81)
1981-2

No. 5455
2nd Prize, Suomen Shakki,
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No. 5455: P. Joitsa (Romania). 1.
Kg5/i h2 2. Sd3/ii Bh6+ 3. Kxg4 e2
4. Rb3/iii e1Q/iv 5. Sxel h1Q 6. Sg2
Qh2/v 7. Rbl + Kf2 8. Rb2+ draws.
i) 1. Kg6? h2 2. Rxe3 Bb4 3. Rd3 Bel
4. Rd1 Kf2 5. Sd3+ Ke2 6. Rxel +
Kxd3 7. Kg$ g3.

ii) 2. Rxe3? Bh6+ 3. Kxg4 Bxe3 4.
Se2+ Kg2 5. Sg3 Bf2. 2. Se2? Kf2 3.
Rcl g3 4. Sxg3 Kxg3.

iii) 4. Ra3? Bg7 5. Rb3 elQ 6. Sxel
h1Q 7. Sf3+ Kf2. 4. Rc2? Kfl 5.
Rb2 Bcl 6. Rbl el1Q 7. Sxel h1Q 8.
Rxcl Ke2 9. Rc2 + Kdl.

iv) 4. ..., Bcl 5. Rbl e1Q 6. Sxel h1Q
7. Rxcl Qed4+ 8. Kg3 QeSS+ 9. Kf3
QhS+ 10. Ked4 Qe2+ 11. Kd4 Qb2+
12. Rc3 Qf2+ 13. Re3.

v) 6. ..., Kxg2 7. Rb2+. Or 6. ...,
Qxg2+ 7. Rg3. Or 6. ..., Bcl 7.
Rh3.

No. 5456
3rd Prize, Suomen Shakkn
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No. 5456: Yehuda Hoch (Israel). 1.
Sc5+/i RxcS5/ii 2. dc5/iii cd/iv 3.
Re3+/v Kxe3 4. cd g3 5. d7 g2 6.
d8Q h1Q 7. Qb6 +.
i) 1. d7? Rxa6+ 2. Kb7 Rd6 3. Rh7
Rxd4 4. Kxc7 Rxd7 + 5. Kxd7 g3.
ii) 1. ..., Kf4 2. d7 Rd6 3. Rh6 RdS 4.
Se6 + Ked 5. d8Q Rxd8 6. Sxd8.

. ..., KfS 2. d7 Rd6 3. Rh8 g3 4.
d8Q Rxd8 + 5. Rxd8.
iii) 2. d7? RdS 3. Rh7 Kxd4 4. Kb7
Rxd7. 2. Rg3? cd 3. Rxgd+ Kd3 4.
dc dc.
iv) 2. ...
Qc6+.
v) 3. Rg3? dc 4. Rxgd+ Kd3 5.
Rg3+ Kd2. Or 3. ¢6? gh 4. ¢7 h2 5.
c8Q h1Q 6. Qc6+ dS.

, gh 3. dc h2 4. c8Q h1Q 5.

No. 5457
K. Valtonen and P. Perkonoja
Special Prize, Suomen Shakk| 1981-2

H. Hurme (xi.82)

Draw 5+5

No. 5457: Harri Hurme, Kari Val-
tonen and Pauli Perkonoja (all Fin-
land). 1. ed/i Qdé/ii 2. Kg8 Qxd7
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(Sg6;d8Q) 3. Kxh8 Rxc8+ 4. g8B+/
iii Qe6 5. Kg7 Rc7+ 6. Kh8 (Kf8?
Rxh7;) 6. ..., Rc8 7. Kg7 Rc7+ 8.
Kh8 Rf7 9. Bxf7 Qxf7 stalemate.

i) 1. Rxc4? Qd6+ 2. Ke8 Qxe6+ 3.
Kd8 Qf6 +.

ii) 1. ..., Sg6+ 2. Kg8 Se7+ 3. Kh8
Sg6+ 4. Kg8.

iii) 4. g8Q +? Ke- 5. Qxc8 Qxc8+ 6.
Kg7 Qd7+ 7. Kg6 Qe8+ 8. Kg7
Qe7+ 9. Kg8 Kf5 10. h8Q Kgé.

No. 5458 D. Pikhurov (ix.81)
1 Hon.Men., Suomen Shakki, 1981-2
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No. 5458: D. Pikhurov (USSR). 1.
Ke3 Sxa4 2. Kf3 Sc3 3. Bb3/i Se4 4.
Ba4/ii Sc3/iii 5. Bb3 (Bc6? Bed +) 5.
.., Se2 6. Bd1 Sc3 7. Bb3.

i) 3. Be6? Se2 4. Bh3 Kg6 5. Bfl
Sd4 +.

ii) 4. Bd5? Sf6 S. Bf7 Kg7 6. Bb3 Sh5
7. BdS Kgé6 8. Bc6 Kg5 9. Be8 Bed +
10. Ke2 g2 11. Kf2 Sf4.

iii) 4. ..., Sc5 5. Bdl Se4 6. Kg2 Kgé
7. Bf3 Kg5 8. Bxed.

No. 5459 V. Nestorescu (iv.81)
2 Hon. Men Suomen Shakkn 1981-2
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Draw 5+5

No. 5459: Virgil Nestorescu (Roma-
nia). 1. Bc7+/i Kg4 2. Bdl + Sf3/ii
3. Rxf3 Qal 4. Rfl1 + Kh4 5. Rhl1+/
iii Kg5 6. Rgl +/iv Kf6/v 7. Bd8 +
Ke5S 8. Rel + Kf4 9. Bc7+ Kg$ 10.
Rgl+ Kf6 11. Bd8+ KeS 12. Rel +
Kd4 13. Bb6+ Kc3 14. BaS + /vi Kb2
15. Bb3.

i) 1. Bd2+? Kg4 2. Bdl+ Sf3 3.
Bxf3+ Kf5 4. Ra5+ Kg6 5. Bed +
Kg7.

ii) 2. ..., KfS 3. Bc2+ Sed4 4. Rf3 +.
2....,Kh4 3. Bg3+ Kh3 4. Be5+. 2.
..., Be2 3. Bxe2 + Sf3 4. Bxf3+ Kh4
5. Ra4 + and 6. Bb7.

iii) 5. Bd8+? Kg3 6. Bc7+ Kg2, or
6. Rgl + Kh2.

iv) 6. Bd8+? Sf6 7. Rgl+ Khé6 8.
Rh1l+ Kg7 9. Rgl + Kf8.

v) 6. ..., Kh6 7. Bf4+ Sg5 8. Bxg5+.
vi) 14. Bb3? Qb2 15. BaS + Kd3.

No. 5460 A. Sochniev (ii.81)
3 Hon. Men Suomen Shakkl 1981-2
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No. 5460: A. Sochniev (Leningrad).
1. Bd2+ Se3+/i 2. Rxe3+ Kxf4/ii
3. Rxe6+ Kgd4 4. Rg6+ Kh5 5.
Rg5+ Kg6 6. Rg8+.

i) 1. ..., Kd4 2. Sxe6+ Kd5 3. Sc7+.
ii) 2. ..., Kd4 3. Sxe6 + Kc4 4. Rc3+
Kb4 5. Rb3 + /iii Kxa4 6. Rb4+ Ka$
7. Rb8 +.

iii) 5. Rh3 +? Kxa4 6. Rxh4+ Sc4 7.
Rxc4 + Ka3.
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No. 5461 V.A.Bron

Ist Prize, Ukrainian SSR Ty, 1983
Award: xi.83

No. 5461: V.A. Bron. Judge: A.
Zinchuk. This award reached me in
the shape of a decidedly scruffy
stapled bulletin dated xi.83, Kiev.
The heading translates as *’Commit-
tee for Physical Culture and Sport of
the Council of Ministers of the
Ukrainian SSR -- Chess Federation’’.
The sub-heading is ’’Information
Bulletin of the Commission for Chess
Composition of the Ukrainian SSR
(Studies)’’. So, it is official. The set
theme was rather general, namely:
»’With not more than 10 men, to
show a theme or themes discovered
by soviet composers’’. 16 composers
responded, with 27 studies.

1. Bd8+/i Kf7/ii 2. Rf3+ Kg6 3.
h8S+ Kh7 (Kh5;KfS) 4. Rxh3 + Kg8
5. Rg3+ Kh7 (Kf8;Ke6) 6. Rg7+
Kxg7 7. Bf6 + Kg8 (Kh7;Ke6) 8. Kf5
Bh6 9. Kg6 alQ 10. Bxal Bg7 11.
Bf6/iii.

i) 1. Bb6? alQ + 2. Bd4 Bf4+ 3. Ke4
h2.

ii) Introducing the theme: not-captu-
ring. Here by Bl. 1. ..., Kd7 2. Rd3+
Kc6 3. Rc3 + K- 4. Rxcl.

iii) Concluding the theme, this time
by W.

No. 5462: Y. Bazlov. 1. Sa7+ /i Kaé6
2. Rxd8 Sb7 3. Ra8 Sd6 4. Kh5/ii
Sed/iii 5. Kg6 Sd6 6. Kh7/iv g5 7.
Kg6 g4 8. Kf6 g3 9. Ke6 Sed 10.

Kds/v Kb7 11. Rf8/vi g2 12. Rf7+
Ka6 13. Rg7 Sf6 + 14. Kc6 and wins
after exchanging wS for bP.

i) A draw shown by A.S. Gurvich is
reached after 1. Sd4+? Kc4 2. Rxd8
Sf7 3. Rf8 Se5 4. Rd8 Sf7 5. Rd7 SeS
6. Rd6 Sf7.

ii) 4. Kg4? Sed 5. Re8 Sf6+ draws,
but wrong would be 4. ..., g6? 5. Kf4
Sf5 6. Sc6+ Kb7 7. Rg8 Kxc6 8.
Rxg6 + Sd6 9. KeS.

iii) 4. ..., Kb7 5. Rd8 Kc7 6. Rg8 Kb7
7. Rxg7+.

iv) A very clever and far-sighted
move.”’ 6. Kxg7? Kb7 7. Rd8 Kc7 8.
Rf8 Kb7 9. Rd8 Kc7 (Rf6,Se8 +;) 10.
Rh8 Kb7 11. Rd8 Kc7 draws, or 11.
Rh6 Sf5 +.

v) 10. Ke5? Sd2 11. Sc6+ Kb7 12.
Ra2 g2.

vi) 11. Rd8? Sf6+ 12. KeS g2 13.
Rd1l Sg4 + 14. Kf4 Sf2 draws, or, in
this, 12. Ke6 g2 13. Rdl Se4 14. Sbs
Sgs5+ 15. K- Sf3.

No. 5462 Y. Bazlov
2nd Prize, Ukrainian SSR
Ty, 1983
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No. 5463: A. Belyavsky, L. Mitrofa-
nov. 1. €7 Rh8 2. e8Q+ Rxe8 3.
Bf3+ Kg5 4. Bxe2 Sd2 5. Sc3 Sbl 6.
BhS. »’Effective and unexpected. The
theme of not-capturing was first
shown by Troitzky in ’Novoye Vre-
mya’ in 1895.”” (This, of course.
would have been a ’Russian’, not a
’soviet’ publication -- see the ’set
theme’ wording. AJR).
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The theme is doubled. 6. Sxbl?
Rxe2+ 7. Kg3 Rxc2 8. Kf3 Rb2.
Now we understand what is behind
the move. 3. ..., Kg5 - to meet 5. BbS
with Rh8 +.

No. 5463

A. Belyavsky
and L.A. Mitrofanov
I Hon.Men., Ukrainian SSR
Ty, 1983

= AT A

Draw 5+4

No. 5464 B. Lurye
and L.A. Mitrofanov
2 Hon.Men., Ukrainian SSR

Ty, 1983

No. 5464: B. Lurye and L. Mitrofa-
nov. 1. b7 Bg3 2. e5 Bf4+ 3. Kxh7
Bxe5 4. Sf3 Rb3/i 5. Sxe5S Rxb7 6.
Kh8 Rxf7 7. Sg6 mate.

i) 4. ..., Rxf3 5. Sd7+ Kxf7 6. SxeS
and 7. Sxf3.

’’...mating net based on non-captu-
ring moves by Bl after 4. Sf3 and by
W after 6. ..., Rxf7. The play leaves
a good impression, but just as with
the previous study it is rather forced
and quickly over.”’

No. 5465 M. Zinar

Commended, Ukrainian SSR
Ty, 1983

No. 5465: M. Zinar (Feodosia). 1.
bSs, with 2 lines:
., Ked 2. b6 Kd3 3. b7 f2 4. b8Q

f1Q 5. QbS5 + and 6. Qxf1, or
1. ..., Ke3 2. Kgl (Kg3? Kd4; Réti) 2.

., Kc4 3. b6 Kb5 4. b7 Ka6 5. b8R
wins, but not 5. b8Q? f2 + with stale-
mate.
A study on the theme of ’parallel
synthesis’: anti-Réti combined with
underpromotion.’’

No. 5466 E.L. Pogosyants
Commended, Ukrainian SSR
Ty, 1983

No. 5466: E.L. Pogosyants. 1. Ke6
Sc5+ 2. Kf7 Sed 3. Bh6 Sd6 + 4. Ke7
and now:

4. ..., Sxe8 5. Kf8 and 6. Bg7 mate,
or 4. ..., Sf5+ 5. Kf8 Sxh6 6. Sd6
and 7. Sf7 mate.

>’This develops play known from a
study by Gorgiev and works in non-
captures by both W and Bl.”’
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Jan Rusinek
64, vii.78

Draw 7+5

No. 5467: Jan Rusinek (Warsaw).
This study is a version of the compo-
ser’s New Statesman 1971 First Prize
(No. 1754 in EG32). It adds Q-
promotion to all the other promo-
tions. 1. h8Q+ (h8R+? Ke7;) 1. ...,
Qxh8 2. g7+ Qxg7 3. hg+ Ke7. This
is now No. 1754, which gives annotati-
ons that we do not repeat. 4. h7 Ba6 +
5. b7 Sed4 6. g8S+ Ke8 7. Sf6+ eSxf6
8. a8B Se5 9. Kb8 Sc6+ 10. Kc8 Bfl
11. b8R Ba6+ 12. Rb7, draw.

This version was actually composed
earlier than No. 1754, but not publis-
hed, the latter being deemed more ar-
tistic.

No. 5468

V. lzraelov
and A.V. Sarychev (xii.80)
Ist Prize, 64-Shakhmatnoe
Obozrenie, 1980
Award: ?

Draw 4+4

No. 5468: V. Izraelov and A.V. Sary-

chev. Judge: Yu. Bazlov. 1. hSgs+

Khé 2. Sf7+ Kh7 3. fSg5+ Kg8 4.
Sf3 Rfl 5. Kd2 Rxf3 6. Kel Kh8 7.
h3 Kg8 8. h4 Kh8 9. h5 Kg8 10. hé

Kh8 11. h7 Kxh7 12. Sg5 +.

No. 5469 V.A. Bron (v.80)

2nd Prize, 64-Shakhmatnoe
Obozreme 1980
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Draw 5+5

No. 5469: V.A. Bron. 1. Se3 Bxe3 2.
Rxf2 BdS 3. b7 Bh6+ 4. Ke8 Bxc6 +
5. Kd8 Kxb7 6. Rf7+ Kb8 7. Rf6 Sd6
8. Ke7 Sc8 + 9. Kd8 BgS5 stalemate.

No. 5470 L.A. Mitrofanov (iii.80)
3rd Prize, 64-Shakhmatnoe
Ob07rcme 1980

//////

No. 5470: L.A. Mitrofanov. 1. Rhé
Ka7 2. Bc7 b6 3. Rd6 a2 4. Rd7 d1Q
5. Rxdl Se3 6. Rd7.

See K8 on p.223 of EG74 for 1 Hon.
Men., by A.G. Kopnin.

No. 5471 N. Kralin (v.80)
2 Hon.Men., 64-Shakhmatnoe
Obozrenie, 1980







