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SPOTLIGHT

directed by W. Veitch and W. D. Ellison

EG 4, No. 167: A. C. Kopnin. There is a dual draw by 1. Kf6 Rxg3
2. Sf3, when neither 2. .. Rxg2 3. e7 Kd7 4. Kf7 Re2 5. e8Qt Rxe8 6.
Sxh2 Red4 7. Kg6 nor the more subtle 2. .. Rg4 3. Kf7 (not 3. Sxh2
Rxg2) Rf4t (3. ..Bd6 4. Sebf or 3. ..Kd6 4. Sxh2) 4, Kg7 Bg3 5. Se5¢t
Kd6 6. eT KxeT 7. Sgbt enables Black to win. Fortunately this attrac-
tive study can be corrected by moving the wSd2 to f2.

P. 89: J. Moravec: In the line given 5. .. b3 also wins. Correct there-
fore is 3. Ke4 Kd6 4. Kd4, forcing 4. ..c6 when Black has lost his
tempo move. In this way the draw is achieved from the second

diagram.

EG 8, No. 329: V. Kalandadze. The original study (as diagrammed but

No. 329a V. Kalandadze
3rd Pr. Drosha Ty. 1966
Amended by WDE
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. Kg8 Qg6t/i 2. Kf8 Qd6t/ii
3. Ke8 Qe6t 4. Kd8 Qf6t 5.
Kc8 Qc6t 6. Kb Kxa6 7.
d8s Qd7 8. f8R Qd6t 9. Ka8
Qxf8 10. b8Q , Qxd8 11.
Sc(e)3. wins. i) 1. ..Qg3t
2. Ki8 Kc6 3. d8R (3. d8Q?
QgTt 4. Ke7 Qxf7t 5. Kxf7
stalemate; nor 3. Ke8? Qely
4. Se3 Qxe3t 5. Kd8 Qfi=)
Qa3t 4. Ke8 wins. i) 2.
.. Kc6 3. d8R (3. d8Q? Qhét
4. Ke?7 Qe6t 5. Kxe6 stale-
mate) Qhét 4. Ke7 Qh4t 5.
Ke8 Qe4t 6. Kf8 wins.

with wPc2 instead of wSdl) can be
drawn by Black in two ways. (a) 1. Kg8
Qg3t 2. Kf8 Kc6 when 3. d8Q Qg7f 4.
Ke7 Qxf7t forces stalemate, while other
moves allow perpetual check, e.g. 3. Ke8
(3. d8R Qa3t etc.) Qelt 4. Kd8 Qa5t. In
“Stella Polaris” P. Perkonoja mentions
an attempted correction by the addition
of a bPa5, presumably intended to pre-
vent Qab, but points out that in the main
line Black now wins by 6. ..Qc7t 7. Ka8
Kxa6 8. b85St Kb6 as 9. a5t is no longer
possible. Moreover a bPa5 does nothing
about a second Flack draw which is (b)
1. Kg8 Qgbt 2. Kf8 Kc6, coolly allowing
two wPs to promote, e.g. 3. b8Q Qh6t
4. Ke7 Qe6t! 5. Kxe6 stalemate, or 3. d8R
Qh6t 4. Ke7 Qg5+ 5. Ke8 Qe3t. Adding
the last wP at f2 would prevent (a)
completely and enable the win in (b) by
3. d8R, but better still seems the dia-
grammed version in which (a) and (b)
are both overcome by the underpromo-
tion 3. d8R.

EG12, p. 327: C. M. Bent. Mr R. Fonta-
na (Ziirich) points out that the idea of
D and E is already shown in the 1943
Prokes study quoted as Position W on
p. 164 of EGT.
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EG 14, No. 646: G. V. Afanasiev & E. I. Dvizov. By the setting shown
here Mr. Vandecasteele improves on the

No. 6462 1. Vandecasteele authors’ amended version (see EG 17, p.
After G. Afanasiev & 16), extending the solution by two mo-
E. Dvizov 3 ves.
Solution: 1. b7 Rb6 2. Be4 Kf4 3. Bg2/i
»” l %eg 4.5 a4 IIéfdG % a5 Kc7 6. axb6f KDS 7.
/ g8 g5 8. KI7 g4 9. Ke6 g3 10. Kd5 Kxb7
g%// /:%/ 11. Kcdt wins. 1) 3. Bhl? Rbl=. *
B e //V/ .
/% _ %% No. 652: V. Doskenov. Per Mr. Aloni
P It e g e
oy - 5 ] “KFS” Tourney 1955 (FIDE Album 1945-
;/// //%/@ 55, No. 1563).
_ .

Win 4

EG 16, No. 844: A. P. Kuznetsov. White will always win while bK can
be confined to the 22 squares made up of the 8th and 7th ranks, ef,
f6-4, g6 and h5. Therefore there are many dual possibilities, in par-
ticular 1. Qc7 which is even a slightly quicker win, e.g. 1. ..Rh5 2.
Qebt KI7 3. Qd6 Rh4 4. Qd7{ Kif6 (4. ..Kf8 5. Qe6 Kg7 6. QeTi Kg8
7. Qf6 Kh7 8. Qf77) 5. Qe8 Kf5 6. QeT Kgb6 7. Qf8 Kh7 8. Qf7f Kh8 9.
Qg6 h5 10. Qxg5 winning. Relatively a much better setting is wQ at
d4, bK at e6, when 1, Qc5 is the only move to win.

No. 847: F. S. Bondarenko & A. P. Kuznetsov. A quicker win than
4. Qd7 is 4. Qd5. The threats are 5. Qb3 mate and 5. Qxc6, and after
4. ..R6c3(c77) 5. Kb6 and the further threat of Qxa5 mate is decisive.

EG 17, No. 861: A. Bondarev. 1. Bh6f, given in Note (i), is not a
serious possibility as it is instantly refuted by 1. ..Kg6 (2. Rd61 Rf6).

No. 863: V. Yakimchik. An equally interesting line is 2. ..c4 3. Bh8
c3 4. Ke7 ¢c2 5. Bb2 c1Q 6. Bxcl Kg7 7. Bb2{ (7. Kd6? Kgb 8. Keb b5=)
Kg6 8. Bf6 b5 9. Kd6 b4 10. Ke5 b3 11. Kf4 and wins. Very neat.

No. 867: E. Pogosjants. In the main line correct is 5. ..Ke6. 5. ..Ke7
instead, which was also given in the official solution, allows an imme-
diate draw by 6. Kg5.

No. 870: Bo Lindgren. No draw. 4. ..Kxe4 is not forced. Instead Bl
can quietly prepare a win with 4. ..c5 5. d3 Sa8 6. Sc2 (6. Kh6 c4
wins) Sc7 7. a4 ab 8. Sal Kd4 9. Kf6 Ke3 10. Kxf7 (10. Ke7 Kb2 11.
Kd7 Sa8 12. Ke6 Kxal 13. Kb7 Kbl! wins) Kb2 11, e5 Kxal 12. e6
Kb2! 13. e7 alQ. The point of having S at c7 is now clear, if 14. e8Q
Qfly 15. Kgb Qg2+ wins and if 14. a8Q Qflt 15. Kgb Qglt ete. also
wins easily; bQ ultimately controls e8, then Sxa8.

P. 21 - C: P. Joita. Certainly 5. g7, allowing 8. Qa3 is best. But 5. a7
Bxa7 6. g7 Bf2 7. g8Q also wins. E.g. 7. .. Kd3 8. Qd5t Kc3 9. Qe4 Kb3
10. Qd37 Kb4 11. Qc2 Kb5 12. Qc3 Kb6 13. Qc4 Kb7 14, Qe Ke7 15.
Qg6 Kd7 16. Qf6 and bK is driven to a8. Moves by bB at any stage
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lose rapidly. In our view, wherever bK is on move 7, White (to move)
will always win; any proof to the contrary would be of much interest.
Incidentally, a bS at e2 (supported by bK) instead of‘b]‘3f2 would
succeed in drawing. There are a few studies featuring this idea.

No. 911: V. Kalandadze. No win is apparent after 1. ..Kc5 (instead
of 1. ..Ke5) 2. Sc6 Sce8 3. R- BeT.

No. 912: V. Kovalenko. Two moves quicker is 11. Bc4 e5 12. Bd3 Kc8
13. Ba6t Kc7 14. Bb7 e4 etc.

No. 916: L. Shilkov. As 2S+ B against R is not a book win 2. Rxe3 is
a dual draw.

No. 917: A. Botokanov. W. Proskurowski’s move .. Re3, which pre-
vents the win, can also be played on move 1. Also noted by Mr J. E.
Peckover.

No. 918: V. Dolgov & B. Sidorov. AJR’s suggestion to march wK to
h7 does not win. E.g. 6. Kh3 Kel 7. Rg3 Kfl 8. Kh4 Kf2 9. Rgb Ke2
10. Kh5 Kd2 11. Rg3 RxgT7 12. Rxg7 Kxc3 13. Rxc7 Kd3 =.

There remains the less serious transpositional dual pointed out by
W. Proskurowski.

DIAGRAMS and SOLUTIONS

No. 919: V. A. Bron. 1, Ra3 Kf5/i 2. Ral/ii Rb2/iii 3. Rxat Keb 4.
Ra2/iv Rxa2 5. Kb7 Rb2t 6. KcT7 Re2t 7. Kd7 Rd2t 8. Ke7(e8) wins/v.
i) To create a barrier against wK later. ii) bR is driven to the rank of
wPf2; the point appears in (v). iii) 2. ..Rxal would give wK a haven
on a5. 2. ..Rb3 3. Rxa4 Keb5 4. Ra3 Rxa3 5. Kb7 Rb3t 6. Kc7 Rc2t 1.
Kb6 Rb3t 8. Kad Ra3dt 9. Kb5 Rb3t 10. Ka4 wins, this time because bR
is too close. iv) Having taken bPa4, necessary to make progress, a
tempo must be gained, as 4. Rc4? for Rc7-b7, is met by 4. ..Kd6.

v) bR cannot reach h-file, being on 2nd rank.

No. 920: V. Dolgov and B. Sidorov. 1., Kc7 Kcb 2, Kd7 Kd5 3. Ke7 Ke5
4, Kf7 Rf6t 5. Ke8 Rg6 6. Ke7 Re6t 7. Kd7 Rd6t 8. Kc7 Re6 9. Rd8 ReTt
10. RA7 Re8 11. Kb7 Ke6/i 12. Kc6 Rc8t 13. Re7 Rd8 14. Kc5 Kf6 15. Rd7
Rc8t 16. Kd5 wins, as fP falls. i) W. Proskurowski suggests that Bl
draws with 11. .. Kf6 12, Kc6 Kg6 13. K- Kh1.

No. 921: E. Asaba. 1. Kbl/i Rgb 2. Rf2 Re3 3. Rf7 Rd5/ii 4. Rgl/iii
Rg5 5. fRfl eRg3 6. Rxg3t Rxg3 7. Rf31 Rxf3 8. g8Q wins, as 8. .. Rfl}
9. Ka2 cbt is met by 10. Qxb3t. i) 1. g8Q? Rxg8 2. Rxg8 cbt 3. cb Kc2.
White proceeds instead with mating threats. ii) Bl defends with per-
petual check plans, 3. ..Rg2 4. Rc7 Re4 5. Rxc4t Rxc4 6. Rd3 mate.
iii) W. Proskurowski finds another win with 4. dRfl Rg5 5. Rc7, and
5. ..Kd2 6. Rf2 Kel 7. Rf8, or 5. ..Kd4 6. Rf4+ Ke5 7. Rc5%, or 5.
..R- 6. Rdl.
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No. 922: W. Proskurowski. 1. Re7 Rb6 2. ¢7 Kb7/i 3. e5 Rcb 4. e6 Rxc7
5. Rf7 Kc8 6. Kb5/ii Rel 7. Rf8+ Kc7 8. e7 wins. i) 2. ..Rb7 3. Re87
KxcT 4, Re71L K- 5. Rxb7 Kxb7 6. Kb5 wins. ii) 6. e7? Rc41~ 7. K- Re4

8. Ri87 Kd7=

No. 919

V. A. Bron
1 H.M., Rubinstein

Memorial Tourney 1967-8 -
Rook and Pawns Section
Award in Szachy iv.69
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No. 920 V. Dolgov
and B. Sidorov
2 H.M., Rubinstein
Memorial Tourney 1967-8 -
Rook and Pawns Section
Atward in Szachy iv.69
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Memorial Tourney 1967-8 -
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Award in Szachy iv.69
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No. 923: J. Pospisil. 1. Kg2 Bb6 2. Re7 Rcb 3. Rh7t Rh5 4. Rb7 Rb5
5. Bd2 Kh5 6. Be3 Rb2+ 7. Kg3 Bd4 8. Rh7{ wins. A most entertaining
and rich study, and largely self-explanatory. The Zugzwang position
at the 5th move is a fine climax. Note that 2. Re8 would not do in view
of 7. ..Bc7f. The results of this tourney were published in Ceskoslo-
vensky Sach, vii 1968. Judge: Dr. Jindrich Fritz. (P.S. Valois).

No. 924: Kalandadze, Tavariani. 1. h8Qt Qxh8 2. Kf5+ Kh7 3. Rh6}
Kxh6 4. g5t Kh7 5. g6t Kg8 6. Bc5 Qh6 7. Be3 Qh8 8. Ke6 Kf8 9. Kd7
Qg8 10. Bc5 mate. A clever correction of the study disqualified in the
Rustaveli Tourney (No. 387 in EG10). (PSV).
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It is an important question whether a corrected .study shpulgl be allowed
to compete on equal terms with completely original entries in a tourney.
Opinions differ. (AJR)

No. 925: V. A. Bron. 1. g8Qt Kxg8 2. Sx{17 Bxf7 3. g6 Be6 4. Bh3 Rebt
5. Kd3 Rel/i 6. Kd2 and positional draw by perpetual attack of wK on
bR. i) If 5...Bf5t 6. Kc4 Ra5 7. Kb4 with a similar draw. This very
attractive echo may well be original, although the general idea is well-
known. (PSV) JRH: Gorgiev, (1935) No. 969 in “1234”; Gurvich (1931),
Rueb S, vol V, p. 38; and others.

No. 923 J. Pospisil No. 924 V. Kalandadze,
1st Prize, Prokes R. Tavariani
Memorial, 1967-8 2nd Prize, Prokes

Memorial, 1967-8 5
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No. 925 V. A. Bron No. 926 F. S. Bondarenko,
3rd Prize, Prokes Al P. Kuznetsov
Memorial, 1967-8 4 Ceskoslovensky Sach, ii/19687
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No. 926: Bondarenko, Kuznetsov. 1. a6/i Bc6 2. £8S Ba8 3. a4 Ke4 4.
Sg6 Kd5 5. Sf8 Kc6 6. SA7 positional draw as the bK cannot move off
the diagonal. An original and amusing idea. i) Attacking the battery,
as W is threatened with mate. If ..Bxa6, then 2. Bgl and 3. Bh2 saves
W. and .. Ba8 allows 2. £8Q.

JRH: 1 HM. (Koranyi) is anticipated by Halumbirek (1911), Rueb’s
“Bronnen”, Vol V, p. 39. 2. HM. (Bent) is anticipated by Kasparyan
(1960), No. 671 in 1959-61 FIDE Album.
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No. 927: Hadac, Machal. 1. e5 g5 2. Ke4 g4 3. fg hg 4. hg h3 5. Kf3 Kc6
6. g5 Kd5 7. g6 Kxe6 8. b4 a5 9. a4 ba 10. ba a3 11, a6 and W wins the
Zugzwang battle. Having not one, but both kings trapped against rook
pawns like this seems novel; heavy pawn-only studies are a rarity
nowadays. (PSV)

No. 928: Benkd. 1. Kfl f2 2. Be7/i Rb2 3. Bd6 Rc2 4. Be5 Rd2 5. Bf4
Re2 6. Bb8/ii Re8 7. Bg3=/iii. i) 2. Be5? Rab5 3. Bd6 Rf5 wins or 2.
Bd6? Ra6 3. Bes Kg3 4. Bxf2 Kf3 Bl wins. ii) 6. Kxe2? Kg2 or 6. Bd6?
Rb2 7. Be5 Rb5 8. Bd4 Kg3 or 6. Be7? Ra2 7. Bg3 Kg4 8. Bxf2 Kf3 Bl
wins. iii) 7. Ba7? Kg3 8. Bxf2} Kf3 wins. After 7. Bg3 Kg4 8. Kxf2=.
II. 1. Bd6 Rd2 2. Bf4 Rg2t 3. Kfl f2 4. Ke2=, 4. ..Kg4 5. BeT f1Qt 6.
Kxfl Kf3 7. Kel.

No. 927 V. Hadac, No. 928 P. Benkd
Dr. V. Machal 2nd Prize,
3rd H.M., Prokes Magyar Sakkelet 1967
Memorial, 1967-8 9 Award 2.x.68
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I: Diagram
II: wKel to g1; bRa2 to b2
No. 929 V. Neidze & No. 930 Janos Koch
V. Kalandadze 1 Hon. Men,
3rd Prize, Magyar Sakkelet 1967
Magyar Sakkelet 1967 Award 2.x.68
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No. 929: Neidze & Kalandadze. 1. ef Bh8/i 2. Qc4t Kd6 3. Qd5t Ke7
4. Qe6t K18 5. Qe8t Kg7 6. Qe5t Kg(h)6 7. Qhdt Kg7 8. Qgd{ K18 9.
Qc5(d8)+ Kg7 10. £8Q+ Qxf8 11. Qg5 mate. i) 1. ..Bd8 2. f8Q+ Qxf8
3. Qc4t Kd6 4. Qd5t Ke7 5. Qe6 mate. 1. ..Be7 2. Qc4t Kdb6 3. Qd5+
Kxd5 4. £8Q7. 1. ..Be(g)5 2. 18QT Qxf8 3. Qc4t Kdb 4. Qb4f. 1. ..Bg7
2. Qc4t Kd6 3. Qd5t KeT 4. Qebt Kf8 (4. .. Kxeb6 5. f8Qt) 5. Qe8 mate.
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No. 930: Koch. 1. g8R/i Qal 2. h8B glQ 3. g7 and Bl must concede the
draw by stalemate. i) 1. g8Q" Qal 2. h8Q g1Q 3. QggT Qgd4 Bl wins.
2 H.M. (Lazar) was No. 525 in EG12.

No. 931: Sonntag. 1. g4t Kxh6 2. Be3} Qxe3 3. Kg8 Qe8t/i 4. Sxe8 g5
5. Kf7 gh 6. Kf6 h3 7. Sd6 (g7) h2 8. S5t wins. i) the threat was 4.
Sf7 mate. If 3. ..g5 4. Sf5+ Kg6 5. h5t and 6. Sxe3 wins.

No. 931 G. Sonntag No. 932 D. Djaja
3 Hon. Men, 4 Hon. Men,
Magyar Sakkelet 1967 Magyar Sakkelet 1967

Award 2.x.68 3 Award 2.x.68
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No. 932: Djaja. 1. Bh8/i £6/ii 2. Kxcb Ka7 3. Bg7/iii Kb7 4. Bf8 KaT7
5. Be7 Kb7 6. Bd8 Ka7 7. Bc7 Kb7 8. Bb8 wins. i) 1. Kxcb? 16=.

1. Bg7? f6=. ii) Else W plays £6, Kxcb-d4-e5-f5 and Bh8-g7xh6.

iii) 3. Kd4? Kb7 4. Bxf6 Sxf6 5. Ke5 Sg4t.

No. 933: Bent. 1. Qa2i e6 2. Qc2 Rhlj 3. Qh7t Rxh7t 4. Kxh7 Se4 5.

cd/i Sef6t 6. Kh8 Se5 7. d8St Kg6 8. ¢8S Kh6 9. Se7=.
i) 5. c8Q? Sef6t 6. Kh8 Seb wins.
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