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A good P-study is a rarity nowa-
days, because so much in this
field has already been discovered.
This makes a piece like No. 2292
(E. Pogosjants, win) doubly wel-
crme. If a position offers no im-
r:-iiate clues, the best procedu-
re¢ is to try the obvious and see
what happenes. Thus 1. b4 g5
(trying for stalemate by 1. .. a2
is no good, since W can promote
on b8 and mate with time to spa-
re) 2. b5 g4 3. b6 (if 3. hg then
3. .. a2 and now W must concede
stalemate or worse) 3. .. gh 4, b7
h2 5. b8Q hlQ. If bQ were not
now guarding d5, wQ could zig-
zgg in and mate by Qe5t/d5t/
d4t/../b3t/xa3, but with bQ
stopping both the zigzag and any
first-rank check there is no way
in which W can get through.
Let W play 1. h4, however, and Bl
has a problem. 1. .. a2 still loses
to 2. b4, and after 1. .. Ka2 the
preceding line becomes playable
since bK is exposed to check from
b3: 2. b4 g5 3. b5 gh (or g4) 4. b6
.. 6. b8Q hlQ (g1lQ) 7. Qb3+ and
mate next move. This leaves 1.
. g5, leading to 2. h5 (2. hg? is
met by 2. .. a2 as before) 2. .. g4
3. h6 g3 4. h7 g2 5. h8B{! KaZ2 6.
Bd4 and the rest is trivial. Why
not 5. h8Q? The only possible
reason is to avoid stalemate, and
indeed we see that after 5. .. Ka2
W has no sensible check and has
nothing better than 6. Qg8 (d4)
glQ 7. Qxgl.
No. 2291 (B. G. Olimpiev, draw)
is another attractive miniature,

not easy to solve, Bl threatens 3.
a2t and. 4. Be3 mate and
clearly wP ' cannot promote in
time to do anything useful, so wS
must be brought across. Not by
1. Se7 because of 1. .. a4 2. Sf5 (if
2. Sc6 then 2. .. Ec3 shuts out
wS and bP promotes, while 2, Sd5
fails against 2. .. a3 3. e6 a2t 4.
Kal Bel with mate to follow) 2.
. Be3 3. Se3 (aiming for c2) 3.
.. a3 4. Sc2 a2t 5. Kcl Bxe5 6.
Kdl (say) 6. .. Kb2 7. Kd2 Bf4+t
8. Kdl Bg5 and wS must abandon
its hold on al. Not by 1. Sb4 a4
2. Sf5 similarly (or 2. Sf3 Be3).
Not by 1. Sf8 a4 2. Se6 Be3. Not
by 1. Sf4 because of 1. .. Bxf4.
Not by 1. e6 a4 2. Se5, since after
2. .. a3 W cannot command c3 in
time.
The combination that works is 1.
e6 a4 2. Sf4! Now Bl cannot play
2. .. Bxf4, for after 3. e7 a3 4. e8Q
a2+ 5. Kal the intended mating
square is e instead of ¢3 and wQ
guards it. The main line proceeds
2. ...a3 3. Se2 (W must cover c3
and 3. €d5 fails against 3. .. a2t
4. Kal Fel) 3. .. a2t 4. Kal Ka3
(W threatened perpetual check
by Sd4 and Sb5, and if 4. .. Be3
then simply 5. €7) 5. e7 5. .. Bgb
(h6) (Bl must threaten mate to
stop e8Q) 6. e8S and draws quick-
ly; W threatens Sc3 and Sxa2, and
if 6. .. Bd2 (e3) to stop it then
7. Sd6 with perpetual check on
b5 and d4.
It has been said among eomposers
of problems that the simplest way
of ensuring a composition’s un-
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soundness is to dedicate it to
somebody, I sometimes feel that
selecting a piece for NC comes a
good second. My original choice
for the next study broke when I
was analysing it, and the alter-
native was badly anticipated, so
I thought I would save further
thought by using one of the anti-
cipations instead. It was all typed
up ready for printing when WV
bust it to shreds.

So I have fallen back on an old
maxim: when in doubt, quote a
lightweight. If you do not know
NC7.1 (F. Sackmann) then you
should. It is a twin study, W to
play and win in both parts. (So-
lution at end of article.)

NCi1.1
F. Sackmann, 1913
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I: Diagram

II: Interchange wK and wS

Rather longer in the unravelling
than any of the above is No. 2283
(J. Fritz, draw), This is a piece
where any gain of material will
be crucial, for R+ P vs B is a win
unless the weaker side can prove
otherwise (so Bl to play could
claim a win after as mild a move
as'l. .. ab). while R vs Bor S is
merely a draw unless the stronger
side can prove a win. Thus W
threatens to draw by Bxas6,
though he cannot play this imme-
diately on account of 1. .. Rf5¢
2. Sf4 Rf6 3. B.. Sh5 and Bl wins.
So 1. Se3 (attacking bR and so
giving no time for 1. .. a5) 1. ..
Ra5 (stopping Bxa6, so Bl hopes
- the advantage of .. Ra5 over
.. Rd6é will appear after a couple

of moves) 2. Sg4t Kgl (to meet
Kxg3 with .. Kxfl) 3. Bxa6! and
W has drawn first blood.

Now the onus is on Bl to pick up
material, and he must somehow
get bS to safety; with bR on d6 he
would have no useful move at this
stage. So 3. .. Ra3t 4. Kf4 (if W
loses touch with bS then .. Rxa6
will win 4. .. Sh5f 5. Kg5 Ra5t
and again where is wK to go? If
6. Kgb then 6. .. Sf4f and 7. ..
Rxa6, If 6. Kh6 then again 6. ..
Sf4 (threatening .. Rh5t and
.. Rgbt), and if 7. Be8 defending
wS then 7. .. Rh5t 8. Kg7 Rc5 9.
Bd7 (wB must keep guard on wS
to avert .. Rg5%) 9. .. ReT7 10.
Sf6(e5) Sd5(d3) 11. SxS RxBt
and 12. .. RxS. So it must be 6.
Kh4 Sf4, and now if wB flees to
safety the near-mate by 7. ..
Sg6+ 8. Kg3 Ra3t forces wS to
sacrifice itself (except after 7.
Bb7, when 7. .. Sg6t 8. Kg3 Ra3t
9. Bf3 Rb3 10. Sf2 Se5 11. Sh3t
Kfl 12. Sg5 Sxf3 13. Sxf3 Ke2 is
good enough). So we must try
7. Kg3 and 7. .. Sg6 renews the
threat (7. .. Sh5t being of no use
to Bl because of the repetition
by 8. Kh4). W’s only answer to
these threats of .. Rxa6 and ..
Ra3t is 8. Bd3 and after 8. .. Ra3
9. Sf2 Se5 it looks as if W is help-
less; but the tightrope has led to
a perpetual check by 10. Sh3t Khl
11. Sf2+. A long and (to me) :a-
joyable struggle, with every man
moving except bPa6.

Solution to NC7.1: 1. g7+ Kxh?7
2. gfB. 1I: 1, Sf7+ Rxf7 2. gf Kxh7
3. f8R.

On 3.i.75 Richard Harman gave a
fully illustrated talk to The Chess
Fndgame Study Circle, based on
the Novotny and Plachutta studies
(numbering nearly 120) in his
collection. We hope to print the
whole talk as a Rueb Supplement
in EG40 with the cooperation of
the Rueb Foundation. AJR
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SPOTLIGHT
by Walter Veitch

EG36, p. 81: NC 4.2. This study
reminds me of this game position
which I came across a few years
ago. Play was brief: 1. .. Ke3 2.
Kf4 Kb2 and the Tunisian master
resigned. The comments stated
that 1. .. Kxc4 would not win as
2. Kf4 Kc3 3. Ke4 draws. Possi-
bilities here are 3. .. a4 4. Kd5 c4
5. a3=, or 4. .. a3 5. Kxc5 Kb2 6.
c4 Kxa2 7. Kd6=. Nevertheless
Bl in fact wins comfortably by
1. .. Kxc4 but after 2. Kf4(3) not
2. .. Ke3 but either 2. .. a4 or 2.
.. Kd4 and the rest is easy.

Belkadi v. Pachman
Chess Olympiad, 1958

Y, %,

, P
Vog 750

Black to Play

All this is hardly remarkable,
Pachman merely chose a different
win, But did he? W in fact
resigned in a drawn position! For
after 1. .. Ke3 2. Kf4 Kb2 3. Ke4
Kxa2 4. Kd5 a4 5. Kxc5 a3 6. Kd6
Kb2 7. ¢ a2 8. c6 alQ 9. ¢7 Qabt
10. Kd7 Qb5+ 11. Kd8 Qd51 12. Ke8
Qc6t 13. Kd8 Qdét 14. Kc8 Ka3
“Avoiding, of course, Bl’s stale-
mate possibilities”, say the notes,
but 15. ¢4 Kb4 16. Kb7! (not 16.
c5 as suggested) and Wh draws as
he can never again be forced to
c8, a version of the NC 4.2 posi-
tion. An example of two Homers
nodding!

No. 2028: V. N. Dolgov. No win.

The comment to this study
prompts one to ask why Rinck
had no bPf7. The answer ap-
pears to be that after 5. .. f5 6.
Be5 Qgl (instead of .. f4) draws,
the previously set win of 7. Qb5t
K§7 8. Bcbt no longer being avai-
lable.

No. 2036 is marked 4+ 5. Should
be 446.

No. 2055: E. Pogosjants. Black
wins, must do, with piece and
position up. E.g.: 1. .. Sf3t+ 2.
Kh3 Ke2 3. Kg3 Sf2 4. Kf4 Sxd2.
Now if 5. g5 Sh3t 6. Kg4 Sxgb 7.
Kxgb Kdl 8. Ba3 Kc7 wins, and
if 5. Kf5 Sb3 6. Bf4 Kf3 again
wins easily.

F. Lazard, 1911
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1. Sf44 Kh6 2. Se6 Re8 3. g8Q Rxg8 4.
Sf8 Rg5 5. Sg6!! wins, but not 5. e8Q?
Re5t 6. Qxe5 stalemate.

Nos. 2059 & 2062: M. Sh. Gorb-
man. In the former position Bl
draws easily by 3. .. Ra2. In the
latter a third win is 5. Sb7 Re8 6.
Sd6. Not good enough. Moreover
the idea of No. 2062 has already
been shown to perfection in this
classic study by F. Lazard.

No. 2084: N. Kralin. Instead of
committing ceremonial suicide,
Black can win simply by 1. ..
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Rb8 (If 2. g7 Bh6, or if 2 Bd5
Bd4). The win .. Rb8 is availa-
ble till move 6. Black can also
win by 1. .. Beb or draw by 4. ..
Rxe4 5. h8Q Bxg5. Most of this is
eliminated if wB is moved to d5,
but 1. .. Rb8 2. Bg8 Bc5 is still
too strong.

No. 2091: P. Joita. Bl wins by 2.
.. Rxh7 3. Bxa8 Kc2!, threatening
mate, 4. Kag Kxd3 5, Bhl Kc4 6.
Ka5(3) Re7 and bPh2 soon costs
a bishop.

A SOURCE IDENTIFIED

David Hooper, researching at the
British Museum (Colindale)
Newspaper Library for the book
THE UNKNOWN CAPABLANCA
(to be published by Batsford)
which he is writing in collabora-
tion with Dale Brandreth (USA),
stumbled on the attached diagram.
It, and the full text which I have
translated, appeared in the “fifth
supplement” to the Berlin news-
paper VOSSISCHE ZEITUNG, on
Sunday, 26th July 1914, in the re-
gular chess column edited by Dr.
Emanuel Lasker.

Endgame, composed by
Lasker and Capablanca
“Endspiel, komponiert von
Lasker und Capablanca”

B & B E
w & ©om
g;,/ Y4 :/

N

7 %, 7
White moves and wins

444

“The above endgame owes its
existence to an accident. A week
ago the Cuban master came
through Berlin. I was about to
travel to Mannheim for the Con-
gress of the German Chess Fede-
ration, where the question of the
founding of an international chess
federation was to be discussed,

and this matter was also of inte-
rest to Capablanca. We therefore
arranged to meet each other. We
did meet, and we were able to
confirm that our points of view
agreed in important respects. In
the meantime our encounter in the
Café Kerkau had attracted atten-
tion and a chess enthusiast took
the opportunity to offer a prize
for ten quick games (“Schnell-
partien”) between us. A condi-
tion was to be that no move was
to take longer than five seconds.
Despite this speedy pace we
played quite passable games, Ca-
pablanca in particular committing
hardly any errors even under this
constraint  (“Insbesondere be-
zeichnete sich Capablancas Spiel
auch bei dieser Fixigkeit noch
durch Mangel an Fehlern aus”),
while I was the one fo go astray
more often. The result was .
6'/2, L. 3%/2. In one of the gar.:s
C. had won very prettily. 7:e
idea that C. had hatched on this
occasion was afterwards a little
stylised (“ein wenig stilisiert’”) by
us both, and in this way the above
endgame was created.

The piece is almost nothing but
thought (“fast ganz und gar Ge-
danke”). If you hit upon the ba-
sic idea, the solution is easy,
otherwise it appears to be quite
insoluble. It goes 1. Sxc7 Sxc7 2.
Ra8t (and not Kxec7, which gives
stalemate) 2. .. Sxa8 3. Kc8 and
wins along well-known lines”.

A photocopy of the column is in
front of me as I type.

It is worth noting that this was
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the last column to appear before
the outbreak of World War I
(hence the “accident” was extre-
mely fortunate indeed), that no
games have survived, .. and that

the Newspaper Library is less
than ten minutes walk from
where I live - and still I did not
get the story right in TEST TUBE
CHESS, position 204! AJR.

IN MEMORIAM F.J. PROKOP (18.vii.1901 to 21.ix.1973)

Cne of the last remaining Mohi-
cans of the once dominant, inter-
nationally esteemed Czech school
of chess composition has passed
away.

Prokop was born in the thorough-
ly Czech countryside of Horovice,
into an obediently loyal Czecho-
Austrian family who christened
hiym FrantiSek Josef, in honor of
1¢ir Austrian emperor Francis
Jouseph. But they also endowed
their son with additional “disci-
plines” in educational fields and
multilingual Prokop studied at
Prague’s Technical College, added
Natural Science and Law at Pra-
gue University, and ended up in
journalism as his profession. His
complex background was to cast
a long shadow,

In 1923, at the age of 22 and al-
ready a strong player, Prokop
started in “28.rijen” a chess co-
lumn dedicated to endgame stu-
dies, one of several to follow in
other newspapers under his edi-
torship. With astonishing speed
Prokop rose to become an out-
standing composer of studies com-
bining strict economical simplicity
with great depth of content. With
unfailing perseverance he suc-
cessfully tackled difficult tasks
but in 1931 suprisingly switched
over to problemdom, specializing
in selfmates which he mastered
with virtuosity.

Although somewhat finicky in his
likes and dislikes, Prokop dis-
played impeccable knowledge and
objectivity and an attractive pro-
se when it came to literary pro-
duction. In his historical and bi-

bliographical treatise “Ceskoslo-
vensko v svetovém $Sachu” (Cze-
choslovakia’s role in International
Chess), Prague 1935, 321 pages,
he renders a brief and accurate
self-portrait (p. 96):

“...In output, within a short pe-
riod, Prokop even surpassed the
stature of contemporary Czech
composers; moreover, he created
a novel and personal style, spe-
cially in his stalemate studies.
Inspired by /Zdenek/ Mach, he
composed studies with stalemate
themes in such a fashion that the
final combinations included seve-
ral, always economical, stalemate
variations.”

In a qualifying footnote, Prokop
continues. “It so happened that
during a discussion at the Czech
Chess Society, between M. Havel,
L. Knotek and F. J. Prokop about
endgame studies, the problemist
Dr. Mach suddenly produced on
the empty board something of a
stalemate net. As was Mach’s ha-
bit, he nonchalantly and in a
quizzical manner posed the doub-
ting question if a theme as sket-
ched out by him, could ever be
worked out in a study showing
two variations, on white and black
squares alternatively. The parti-
cipants agreed that it would in-
deed be extremely difficult or
even impossible. But Prokop was
intrigued and a week later pre-
sented the Society with his first
echo stalemate study. It was
awarded 3rd-4th prize ex aequo
(together with one by his compa-
triot O. Duras) in “Shakhmatny
Listok” 1925” (see A).
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A. F. J. Prokop
=3-4th Prize,
Shakhmatny Listok, 1925
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3+5

1. Bh4/i Bxh4 2. Rxg4, with two lines:
2. .. Bf2 3. Rxg2 d2 4. Rg5 d1Q 5. Rd5¢t.
2. .. Bf1l 3. Rxh4 d2t 4. Ka5 d1Q 5. Rd4y.
i) 1. Rg8t? Ke7 2. Bel Bf3 3. Ka5 Kf7
4, Rb8 Bg5 5. Rb2 Bf4 6. Kb4 Be2 7. Kb3
g3 8. Rbl g2 9. Bf2 Bd2 10. Kc2 Keé
wins.

Tk

V,
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777

Draw

Subsequently Prokop concentra-
ted mostly on selfmates and in
1940 published a collection of his
100 best problems in this field,
excelling the hitherto leading
Czech composer Knotek in ideas
and precision of construction.
For a “minority” citizen to have
a book published in Czech lands
under German rule was somewhat
an exception, but in 1943 Prokop
even followed up with an enlar-
ged edition of his studies: “212
Endspielstudien”, published in
German.

By environment and by chess tra-
dition, Prokop was native to the
core but politically a right-winger
and educationally versatile. He
seemed to adjust well and unob-
trusively to the powers that be,
and as the editor of one of the in-
digenous Czech-language papers
permitted to appear during the
War, Prokop made no waves (sic).
His book of studies contains one
diagram prominently dedicated
to the German Chess Czar E. Post
of Berlin.

No wonder that after the libera-
tion Prokop was under a cloud, in
a country freed from domination,
and with a new social alignment.
J. Fritz’ book on the endgame

study (published in 1951) lists all
prominent Czech study compo-
sers and pointedly omits the “non-
person” Prokop. Perhaps as a fu-
ture blessing, Prokop thus was
politically neutralized. But with
chess still a sideline in human af-
fairs, he was subsequently per-
mitted to function as the chess
instructor in Prague’s Central In-
stitute for Youth and to continue
putting his phenomenal chess ver-
satility and eruditon to productive
use. In 1968, in the aftermath of
the political thaw, the Institute
published Prokop’s “Kouzlo Sa-
chového Diagramu . Zauber des
Schachdiagramms”, a bilingual
collection with explanations and

. F. J. Prokop
3rd Prize, International
‘Fizkultura’ Tourney,
Moscow 1925
(Diagram 26 in FJP’s

Zauber. ...)
7 V7 7

y Y % 'y %
B OEON.Ee

“Perpetual stalemate. Thus the study
was defined in the USSR, but it is ap-
propriate to call it a treadmill. Trying
to destroy the stalemate net, Bl keeps
checking in a rhythmical circle whereas
wK keeps abreast in the same direction,
The study is cited in almost all Soviet
breviaries as a shining example of be-
auty in chess” (Prokop).
1. Sf8t Kh8 2. Sg6t Qxgé6 (Kh7? f£8S
mate) 3. f8Q+ Kh7 4. Bbl Be3t/i 5. Ke3
Bd4t 6. Kd2/ii Be3t/iii 7. Ke3 Bd2t 8.
Kd4, or 7. .. Bd4t+ 8. Kd2, draw.
i) 4. .. Qxbl 5. Qf5t Qxf5 stalemate. If
4. .. Be3t 5. Kc3. At any point from
now on bB can check wK on two squa-
res, but the same stalemate positions
arise in either case, in the end.
ii) Whenever wK takes bB. .. Qxbl
Kgé 8. Qh7+ (in

would win.
iii) 6. .. Qxbl 7. Qh8

a rare error Prokop gives 7. Qxg7t, but
7. .. Bxg7 wins),
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prefaces in Czech and German, of
59 studies and, in juxtaposition,
59 selfmates with corresponding
themes. Diagrams No. 26 and 26(a)
on page 99 (our B and C) are gi-
ven here as examples. (Prokop’s
only remaining Czech rival, con-
tinuing and looking back at com-
position of first - class echo stu-
dies and aiso of selfmates is Dr. J.
Fritz - somewhat younger than
Prokop but also in his early 60s).
On page 13 of his book, Prokop
credits the British with inventing
the selfmate about 500 years ago
and describes it as typical of dry
English humor; that the weaker
party is to prevail over the stron-
ger one, but is a reluctant David
who has to be compelled to do so.
For Prokop, the selfmate is
straight orthodox humor incar-
i:ate and he refuses to rank it
among Fairy Chess, claiming that
the basic ingredients are no diffe-
rent from those in orthodox treat-
ment of problems and Prokop’s

C. F. J. Prokop
1968

Diagram 26a in
FJP’s Zauber des
Schachdiagramms

0 4
B A
F o om e
7 e U
Selfmate in 5
(W moves first)

B+4

“A diagonal battery. wB assumes the
main role in preparing a fatal blow ad-
ministered by Bl's double check” (Pro-
kop).

1. Bd4, with two lines:

1. .. ¢6 2. Beb cb 3. Be3 b4 4. Bd2 b3 5.
Qf2+ Sxf2 double check and mate.

1. .. ¢5 2. Bf6 c4 3. Re3 c3 4. Sf3t (dou-
ble!) 4. .. Kh3 5. Selt{ Sxe3 double
check and mate.

Fascinating compulsion on two diffe-
rent plateaus.

constructions maintain a strong
affinity to practical play, as seen
from Diagram C.

Prokop’s over-the-board strength
was already noteworthy when he
started to compose, but thereafter
he acquired formidable stature as
a practical player. In the third
Kautsky Memorial Tournament,
Prague 1926, he placed first, to-
gether with master Schulz and
International Master Dr. Skali¢ka.
It is worth noting that almost any
of the leading endgame study
composers who formed the “Czech
School” were strong practical
players imbued with love for the
artistic endgame study (or vice
versa!), as for instance Dedrle,
Louma, Soukup, Traxler, Vangu-
ra, Votruba, Grandmasters Duras,
Foltys and Réti, and masters
Hasek, Mandler, Moravec, Prokes,
Prokop, F. Richter, Schubert, Ska-
licka, Vécsey - evidence of the af-
finity between these branches of
chess.

Prokop was a tall, goodlooking
and composed personality, elegant
and aloof but otherwise most help-
ful when asked directly for advice
by a novice (like myself) during
any of his sporadic visits to the
Dobrusky Chess Club, the mee
ting place of Prague’s chess élite.
The last time I met him was in
the summer ob 1968 - he was exu-
berant over the publication of his
last book and felt encouraged to
proceed working on a history of
chess, but retired in 1969 and fa-
ded into oblivion, briefly inter-
rupted by I. Mikan’s appreciation
in “Ceskoslovensky Sach” on his
70th birthday. He must have been
lonely in his later years as his
death in September 1973 became
known only belatedly and was
not confirmed in the same perio-
dical until May 1974 when L. Ko-
pas¢ gave Prokop’s memory a
grand last send-off.

WALTER KORN
East Orange, N.J. USA.
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