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ASSIAC’S 1400 NEW STATESMAN CHESS CCLUMNS
(see EG46, p. 371)

Heinz Fraenkel started a chess column in the NEW STATESMAN
(left-wing English political weekly journal) in v. 49, on a fortnightly
basis. Soon it became a weekly feature, and it ran non-stop from his
pen until ix.76. The studies interest was there very early, with the
weekly solving ’ladder’. But it was a Swede, Fritjof Selander, who
suggested (2.xii.50) a British composing tourney, which was quickly
arranged, with Hugh Blandford taking the prize. The second tourney
was also British, announced 16.viii.52 and the award appeard 25.x.52,
with E. Allan and D. E. Cohen taking the top two places. Then, in 1954,
was also British, announced 16.viii.52 and the award appeared 25.x.52,
quickly grew until they were second to none. Gerald Abrahams has
been a solver throughout the column’s life and writes, “...I am not
the only one to feel regretful at ASSIAC’s departure. There are many
who have learned much from his column including the fact that a chess
column can be a literary tour de force. Chessically ASSIAC brought to
Britain the treasures of European endgame composition. Untaught by
ASSIAC the unsophisticated player would have told you that i ron wags
a town in Czechoslovakia, that Troitzky created the Red Army (that
was Bronstein!), that Zakodyakin was some place in Siberia. Not only
did ASSIAC bring these characters into our homes, he challenged them
to enter his composition tournaments. They did so, and what higher
praise can be awarded than that, in a ASSIAC tourney, the great
Kasparyan emerges from the land of Noah's Ark to struggle to find a
place among the prizewinners.”

What went wrong? It was simple really. The New Statesman was losing
money and their financial advisers looked for economies. They wanted
to axe the tourneys. Heinz said: “No tourney, no column”. So, no
column. He was not told that somewhere along the line the decision
was taken to continue the chess column, written by someone else. He
did not know this until he himself opened the NS for 1.x.76 to read
“Tony Miles, CHESS, No. 1.” To be sure, the column is in good hands,
but it is deplorable that the editorial board behaved to Heinz in this
way, and the harm to British prestige in the endgame study world
will be severe indeed. AJR
J
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DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS

No. 2811 E. Janosi

New Statesman, 1975
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No. 2811: E. Janosi (Romania). 1.
cd a2 (Kxc5; Be6) 2. c6 alQ/i 3.
c7/ii Qab/iii 4. Sd6 Bd8/iv 5. Sbit
/v Kc5 6. d4t Kc6 7. d5+ Ke5 8. d6
Qb6:/vi 9. Kh5/vii Bxe7 10. dc
Qxb3d 11. Bf5/viii Qe8t 12. Kg4
Qe2t 13. Kh3 g4t 14, Bxg4 Qft 15.
Kh2 draw, but not 15. Kh4t Qf6t
16. Kh3 Qhét 17. Kg2 Qc6+t.

i) 2. ... Be5? 3. Sxe5 Kxe5 4. c7
alQ (Kd6; Be6) 5. Bb7 Qblt 6.
Kg7 Qcl 7. ¢8Q Qxc8 8. Bxc8 b3
9. Kg6 b2 10. Bg6, and W wins.
ii) 3. Bd7 \f5, g4, h3)? Be5 4. Sxe5
Kxe5 5. ¢7 Qa6t 6. Kh5 (Kxg5,
Qf61) 6. ... b3. 3. Be6? Be5 4. Sxe5
Kxe5 5. ¢7 Qa6 6. c8Q Qxe6t 7.
Qxe6 Kxe6. 3. Bb7? Qa5. 3. Kxf6?
Kcot.

iii) 3. ... Qcl 4. Sd6 Ke5 5. ST+
Kd4 6. Sd6. 3. ... Be5t 4. Sxe5 Qcl
5. Sf3t.. winning for W.

iv) 4. ... Qxc7 5. Sb3t. 4. ... Kc5
(e5) 5. Sb7 (c4)t. 4. ... Kd3(d5)
5. Ba6(b7)t.

v) 5. Sf5t? Kc5 6. d4t Keé 7. d5t
KxeT.

vi) 8. ... Bxc7 9. dc Qxb5 (Qb6t;
Kh5) 10. Be6 Qe8t 11. Kf5 (£6).
vii) 9. Kf7 (£5)? Bxe7 10. dc Qxb5
11. Be6 Qb7 (Kd6t).

viii) 11. Bg4 23)? Qe8t 12. Kxg5
(h6) Qe7(c6) .

»W dP makes a dramatic advan-
ce; to prevent it queening B1
must give perpetual check.”

No. 2812 V. Khortov
2 H.M,

New Statesman 1975
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No. 2812: V. Khortov (USSR). 1.
Kc3 Bxg6 2. Sc4t/i Kd5/ii 3. Bxg6
/iii Sa2t/iv 4. Kb3 Sclt 5. Ke2
Kxcd4/v 6. Bh7 Rfl/vi 7. Bd3t
Sxd3 stalemate.

i) 2. Bxg6? Sd5t+ 3. K- Rxg6 wins.
i) 2. ... Kf4 3. Bxg6 Sd5t+ 4. Kd4.
iii) 3. Eg8?f Kcs 4. d4t Kb5.

iv) 3. ... Rxg6 4. Kxb4 Rg4 5. d3.
v) 5. ... Rxg6 6. Se3t and 7. Kxcl.
vi) 6. ... Se2 7. Bd3+t. 6. ... Sa2(b3)
7. Bg8t.

»All the pieces take part in the
play, which culminates in a sur-
prising stalemate.”

No. 2813 I. Vandecasteele
New St:fag’srx{én_ 1975
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No. 2813: I. Vandecasteele (Rel-
gium). 1. Rh3/i Bg7+ 2. Kh5/ii e2
3. Re3 Kf5 4. Khd Bf3 5. Kgd/iii
Bh5 6. Kf2 Bd4 7. Kel Bxe3 stale-
mate,
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i) 1. Rel? Bg7t 2. Kh5 Bf3t 3. Kh4
Bh6 4. Kg3 Bd5 wins.

ii) 2. Kh7? Be4t 3. Kg8 e2 4. Re3
FPd3 wins.

iii) 5. Rxf3t? Ke4 wins.

»A miniature in which wK makes
a long ourney to get stalematej.”

No. 2814 1. Vandecasteele

4 HM,,
New Statesman, 1975
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No. 2814: I. Vandecasteele (Bel-
gium). 1, g7 Rb2f 2. Ka8 Ba7 3.
g8Q Rb8t 4. Qxb8 Bxb8 5. e5/i
Baf7/ii 6. €6 Be5 7. Kb8 Bd6/iii 8.
Kce8 c¢5/iv 9. Kd7 Bf8 10. Ke8 Bh6
(Bd6; Kd7) 11. Kf7 Bgs 12. Kgb
Be7 13. Kxf5 c4/v 14. Ke4 Ka5/vi
15. Kd4 Kb4 16. a5 Bcbt/vii 17.
Kd5 ¢3 18, a6 c2 19. a7/viii Bxa7
(cl@; a8Q) 20. e7 clQ 21. e8Q
Qdlt 22. Ke6 draw, but not 22.
Ke6? Ga4t and 23. ... Qxe8.
i) 5. ef? Ba7 6. 6 Bd4 7. {7 Beg’.
ii) 5. ... ¢5 6. Kxb8 c4 7. e6 ¢c3 8.
e7, 9. e8Q, and 10. Qbb5.
iii) 7. ... c6 8. Ke7. 7. ... Kb6 8.
§{168 Kc6 9. Kd8 Kd5 10. Kd7 Bb4
. ad.
iv) 8. ... Kb6 9. Kd7 Bd4 10. a5+.
. ... Ka5 9. Kd7 Kxa4 10. e7 Bxe7
11. Kxc7 Bb4 12. K47 Bel 13. KeS8.
v) 13, ... Kab 14. g4 c4 15. g5 Bxgb
16. Kxgb ¢3 17. e7 c2.
vi) 14. ... Bf6 15. Kf5 (g4). 14. ...
c3 15. Kd3 Bb4 16. e7 Bxe7 17.
Kxc3.
vii) 16. ... ¢3 17. a6 c2 18. a7 clQ
(Bc5t; Kd5) 19. a8q.
viii) 19. e7? c1Q 20. e8Q Qcdt 21.
Qe2 (b5)+ 22. ... Qxe8.
“wK outside the c-pavvns qua-
drant, tours the board to get suf-
f1c1ent counterplay.”

No. 2815 3. Fritz
New Stsate'sn{én_ 1975
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No. 2815: J. Fritz (Czech). 1. £3/i
Rxf3/ii 2. Se3/iii Rxe3 3. Rh7}/iv
Kg6/v 4. Ra7 Bd4 5. Ra4 Re4/vi
6. Kd3/vii Re3t 7. Kd2 Re4 8. Kd3.

i) 1. Rb4? Be3t. 1. Rbl? Bedt.

ii) 1. ... Bxf3 2. Sf2 Rh2 3. Rh7+.
iii) 2. Sh2? Rf2+ 3. Kel (Ke3,
Bd4t) 3. ... Rf5 and now: 4. Rbl

Be5 5. Kdl Exh2 6. 'Rb2 Rflf.
4. Rb3 Be5 5. Rb5 Bg3t. 4. Rb4
Be3t. 4, Rb6 Beb. 4. Ra7 Beb 5.
Ra2/viii Bg3t 6. Kdl Rd5% 7. Kel
Bf4t 8. Kbl Rb5t1 9. Kc2 Bxh2.
4. Re7 Be5 5. Re2/ix Bg3t 6. Kdi
Rd5+ 7. Kecl Bf4t 8. Kb2 Rd2 9.
Rxd2 Bxd2 10.- Bf4, 4. Rd7 Bed
5‘ Rd2 Be3, or 5. Rh7t Kg6, or 5.
.—- Rh4. 4. Re7 Be5 5. Ke2 Kh4
6 Rh7+ Kg3 7. Ke3 Bh3 8. Ke4
Rg5. 4. Rh7f Kg5 5. Rel/x Be5
6. Re8 Kh4 7. Rg8 Bh3, or 6. Rh7
Kg6, or 6. Ke2 Kh4.
iv) 3. Ra7? Bd4 4. Ra4 Bf6. 3.

Rb51? Re5.
v) 3. ... K any 4. Kxe3.
vi) 5. ... Bed5 Rg4t.

vii) 6. Kxd4? Re4f.

viii) 5. Rh7t Kg6. 5. Rd7 Kh4 6.
Rh7t (Rd2, Bed) 6. ... Kg3 7. Ke2
-(, Bh3) 7. ... Bh3 8. Sf3 Bg4. 5.
Ke2(d1l) Kh4 6. Rad4t Kg3 7. Sg4
Bf4 8. Sf2 Rebt 9. Kdl Bf3t+ 10.
ix) 5. Re8 Kh4 6. Re4t Kg3.7. Sgé
Bf4 8. Sf2 Redt 9. Kdl Bf3+ 10.
Kc2 Re2t. 5, Rh7t Kg6. 5. Rd7
Kh4.

x) 5. Rd7 Be5 6. Rh7 Kg6 or 6.
Rd8 Kh4 or 6. Ke2 Kh4, or 6. Kd1
Kh4 7. Rd2 Kh3. 5. Rcd Re5 6.
Rc8 (Rh7, Kgb6; or Ra7, Kh4; or
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Rc2, Bg3t) 6. ... Kh4 7. Rc4t Kg3
8. Sg4 Bf4. 5, Ke2 Be5 6. Ked/xi
Bf6 7. Ke2/xii Kg6 8. Rd7 Beb 9.
Rd8 (Sg4, Bf3t) 9. ... Bc6 10. Rg8t
/xiii Kf7 11. Sg4 Bg7 12. Se3 Bb5+
13. Kd1 (Kd2, Rf2{ or Ke3, Re3)
13. ... Re5 14. Rb8 Ba4t 15. Kd2
EhS6.

xi) 6. Kel Kg6. 6. Re7(d7) Kh4.
6. Ra7 Kh4 7. Ra4t Kg3 8. Sg4

Bf31.

xii) 7. Rd7 Kh4 8. Rh7t (Rd2
Bg5t) 8. ... Kg3 9. K- Bh3. 7. Re7
Kh4 8. Re2/xiv Kh3 9. Sg4 Bg5t
10. Kd4 Rf4t, or 10. Kd3 Bflt and
11, ... Kxg4. 7. Ra7 Kh4 8. Ra4t
Kg3 9. Sg4 Bgbt 10. Kd3 Bflt 11.
K- Be2. 7. Kd3(d2) Kf4, with 8.

Kg3 and 9. Bh3.

xiii) 10. Sg4 Bf31' 10. Sf1 Bb5f.
10. Rc8 Bb5+ 11. K- Bxh2.

xiv) 8. Rh7t Kg3 9. K- Bh3. 8.
Rec4t Kg3 9. Sg4 Bgdt+ 10. Kd4
Kxg4, or 10, Kd3(e2) Bflf.
“Precise play leads to a positional
draw after sacrifice by W, all the
pieces playing their part.”

No. 2816 T. Balemans

Commended,
New Statesman, 1975
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No. 2816: T. Balemans (Neth.). 1.
Sg6/i Kb3 2. h6 Bh8/i1 3. Se5 Ka3
/iii 4. Sc4t Kb4 5. Sd2/iv Sedt/v
6. Kxa2 Sxd2 stalemate,

i) 1. Sf7? Kb3 2. h6 Sd5.

ii) 2.... Sd5? 3. hg Sb4 4. g8Qt.
iii) 3. ... S- stalemate.

iv) 5. Se5? Kb3. 5. Sa3? Kb3. 5.
Sb2? Sd5 6. Kxa2 Sc3 7. Kal Sa4
wins,

v) 5. ... Ka3 6. Sc4t Kb3 7. Se5 po-
sitional draw.

Draw

“A short solution, but the stale-
mate is neat.’

Footnote: the composer himself
has informed the tourney director
(Heinz Fraenkel) that the study is
unsound.

No. 2817 S. A. da Silva

Commended,
New Statesman, 1975
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No, 2817: S. A. da Silva (Brazil).
1. Ra4t/i Ke5/ii 2. Relf/iii Kd5 3.
Rd1lt Kc6 4. Relt Kb5 5. Rb4t+ Kab
/iv 6. Ralt Ba2 7. Rxa2t Qxa2 8.
Rxb7/v Qxf7/vi 9, Ra7t Kbé 10.
Rb7t Kd6/vii 13 Rd7t Ke6 12.
Re7+ Kf6 13. Re6t with perpetual
check or stalemate.

i) 1. Rel{? Kd4 2. Ra4t Ke3 3. Redt
Kb2,

ii) 1. ... Ke3 2. Relt Kd3/viii 3.
Ra3t Kc4 4. Relt with a draw, for
instance 4. ... Kb5 5. Rbl{ Kc6 6.
Relt Kd7 7. Rd4t.

iii) 2. Ra5t? b5 wins.

iv) 5. ... Kxb4 6. £8Q+ Kb3 7. Re3t
Kxc3 8. Qb4t draws.

v) 8. f8Q? Rg8t 9. Qxg8 Qxg8t 10.
Kxg8 Kxb4 wins.

vi) Cr 8. ... Rxf7 9. Ra7t RxaT
stalemate. 8. ... Qg2 9. f8Q Rxb7
10. Qa3t and so on.

vii) After 2. ... Kd2 W captures bB,
threatening both to promote and
win bQ via check on a2,

vii) David Hooper adds: 10. ... Kc5
11. Re7t (Rb5? Kd4) 11. ... Kd5 12.
RdA7t, slightly extending the com-
posers’ main line.

“W’s quiet 8th leaves Bl a Q ahead
but unable to win. Unfortunately,
wK is already set in position for
the stalemate.”
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No. 2818 N. F. Zababurin

Commended,
New Statesman, 1975
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No. 2818: N. F. Zababurin (USSR).
1. Bgl d4 2. Sd8 e2/i 3. dSe6t Khé6
4. Sf5+ Kxh5/ii 5. Sf4t+ Kg5 6. Sxd4
Bc6t 7, Sg2 elQ 8. Sf31 Bxf3 stale-
mate.

Notres are added by David Hoo-
per.

i) 2. ... e5 3. Se6t Kf6 4. Sxd4 ed
5. Sxe8t Ke7 6. Kg2 Kxe8 7. Kf3.
ii) 4. ... Kh7 5. Sf5t+ Kg8 6. Sf3 eb
7. Bxd4.

“The double-pin stalemate has
been shown before. A study show-
ing this idea with movement by
wK has yet to be composed.”

No. 2819 V. S. Kovalenko

Commended,
New Statesman_ 1975
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No. 2819: V. S. Kovalenko (USSR).
1. h7 de 2. h8Qt Kbl 3. Qalt Kxal
4. Kel/i d4 5. a7 d3 6. a8Q d2t 7.
Kxd2/ii Kb2/iii 8. Qh8t Kbl 9.
Qalt Kxal 10. Kel/iv d5 11. c6
(cd? stalemate) 11. ... d4 12. ¢7 d3
13. c8Q wins.

i) 4. Kxc2? d4 5, a7 d3t 6. Kxd3

Kb2 7. a8Q alQ 8. Qh8t Kbl draw.
ii) 7. Kxc2? d1Qt 8. Kxd1 Kbl and
9. ... alQ.

iii) 7. ... Kbl 8. Qhl} Kb2 9. Qclt.
iv) 10. Kxc2? d5 11. c6 d4 12. ¢7
d3t 13. Kxd3 Kb2 14. c8Q alQ
draw,

“The board is somewhat crowded,
but the double @Q-sacrifice is
shown, we believe, for the first
time.”

JRH indicates Amirov (1966), No.
40 in ’636’.

No. 2820 G. Steckbauer

1st Place,
Theme 1, WCCT, 1972-5
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No. 2820: G. Steckbauer (DDR).
The set theme was ‘One or more
W pieces move far from bK.’ Jud-
ge: H. M. Lommer, who comments
in the award, ‘It seems that the
theme has not been too well un-
derstood, although clearly stated;
ie “The further pieces move away
from bK the better the composi-
tion”.” The comment on No. 2820 is
“In all 12 moves away from bK —
a very fine performance with 6
long moves and 6 short ones.”

The WCCT solutions given here
are expanded from the published
WCCT booklet using the sheets
prepared and circulated by the
Finnish organisers for the purpo-
ses of testing and judging — all
countries were offered the oppor-
tunity to test all entries. Our
thanks to Hannu Harkola (Hel-
sinki) for providing us with this
source, (AJR)
1. Sf5/i Bfl/ii 2. Sh4/iii Bd3 3.
Bxd3 cd 4. Sxf3 b2 5. Sd2 £f5 6. Kgb
Kg7 7. Kxf5 Kf7 8. Ke5 (also Sbl,
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as the Judge observes) 8. ... Ke7*
9. Kd5 Kd7 10. Sbl/iv c6+ 11. Ke5
Ke7 12, Sd2 Kd7 13. Kf6.

i) 1. Be4? Bf1 2. Se6 Bd3 3. Bxf3
b2. 1. Se6? Bfl 2. Sf4 Bd3 3, -xd3
cd.

ii) 1. ... f2 2. Se7 Be4 3. Bxe4 f1Q
4. Sg6t Kg8 5. Bd5 mate.

ili) 2. Se7? Bd3 3. Bxd3 cd.

iv) 10, ... Kd8 11, Ke6 Ke8 12. c6
Kdg 13. Kf7. 10. ... Ke7 11. Kc6
Kd8 12. Kb7 Kd7 13. c6t Kd6 14.
Sd2.

*The main line is, however, demo-
lished by 8. ... Kg6 (instead of 8.
... KeT) 9. Kd4 Kf5 10. Kxd3 Ke5
11. Kf4 ¢6 12. Kc2 b1Qt, as report-
ed in SCHACH (vi. 76), the eagle-
eyed solver being K. Stalioraitis
(Lithuania).

No. 2821 V. Korolkov and

A, Maksimovskikh
2nd Place,
Theme 1, WCCT, 1972-5
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No. 2821: V. Korolkov and A. Mak-
simovskikh (USSR). 1. Se4t/i Kb5
/i1 2. Sxh2/iii Sg2f/iv 3. Kgb/v
Rxh5/vi 4. Pd8/vii Be8/viii 5. Sd6+
Kc6 6. Sxe8 Kd7 7. Ba5/ix Kxe8 8.
Bd2 Ke7 9. Kg4 and 10. Kxh3.

i) 1. Sxh2? Sg2t 2. Kg3 Bxh5 3.
Bd2 Kd4.

ii) 1. ... Kd5 2. Sxh2 Sd3t 3. Ke3
Bxh5 4. Sf6+, or in this, 2. ... Sg2t
3. Kg5 Kxe4 4. h6.

iii) 2. Sg3? Sxf3 3. h6 Bd3.

iv) Alternative main line: 2. ...
Sd3+'3. Kg5 Bxnh5/x 4, Bd2/xi Be2
(Pe8(f7); Sd6t) 5. Sc3t Kc4 6.
Sxe2.

v) 3. Kg3? Bxh5 4. Bd2 Kc4 5.
Kxh3 Kd3.

vi) 3. ... Kxa5 4. h6 wins.

vii) 4, Bc3? Bdl. 4, Bd2? Be2 5.
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Sc3t Kc4 6. Sxe2 Kd3. 4. Be7? Bf7
5. Sd6t+ Kc6.

viii) 4. ... Be2(dl) 5. Sc3t 4. ... Bf7
Sd6+t.

ix) 7. Eb6? Kxe8 8. Bf2 Ke7 9. Kg4
Ke6 10. Kxh3 Sf4t.

x) 3. ... Kxa5 4. h6 Se5 5. Kf6 Sd7+
6. Kgi.

xi) 4. Bd8? Be8 5. Sd61 Kc6 6. Sxe8
Kd7.

No. 2822 C. C. L. Sells

3rd Place,
Theme 1, WCCT, 1972-5

WAM WO
E Eew
[/ jy

7 %
W OELE
Win 6+6
No. 2822: C. C. L. Sells (GB). 1.
b8Q/i Bxb8/ii 2. aRa2/iii Rh3t/iv
3. Ke4 Rh4t 4. Kd5 Rh5t 5. Kcb
Rh6+ 6. Kb7 Rh7t 7. Ka8/v RdA7
8. Rblt Rdl 9. Bc3 mate.
i) 1. Re2t+? Kdl 2. b8Q Bxb8 3.
Rd4t Kcl 4. Bb2t Kbl 5. Ra4 g1S+.
1. Red4t? Kdl 2. Kxg2 Rel. 1.
aRa2? Rh3t with perpetual check
or 2. Kxg2? Rglt 3. Kxh3 f1Q, or
2. Ke4 Rh4t 3. Kf5 Rh5 4. Kg4 g1Qt
5. Kxh5 @hl. 1. Rbi1t+? Kd2 2. Ra2t
Kd3 3. Rb3t Kc4 4. Re3t Kb4.
ii) 1. ... Rh3t 2. Ke4 and so on.
iii) 2. Re4t? Kdl 3. Rblt Kd2 4.
Rd4t Kc2 5. Rb2t Kel.
iv) 2. ... g1St 3. Kg4. 2. ... Rf5¢
3. Ke4 Rf4t+ 4, Ke3, or 4. ... Re5t
5. Kd4.
v) 7. Kxb8? Rh8t 8. Ka7 Rh7t 9.
Rb7 fRh1.

No. 2823: P. Perkonoja (FIN). 1.
Bb2t/1i Ka2/ii 2. f8Q/iii Qxf8t/iv
3. Kxf8 Be5t 4. Ke8 Sa5 5. Re7 Bb6
6. Rc2 Kb3 7. Rh2/v Sc4 8. Bh8/vi
Kb4/vii 9. Rh5 Be5 10. Kd7 Kxb5
11. Bd4.



No. 2823 P. Perkonoja
4th Place,
Theme 1, WCCT 1972-5
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i) 1. f8Q? Qe2t 2. Kd7/viii Se5t 3.
Kd6 Sc4t 4. Ke7 Qe5t 5. Kd8 Qd5+
6. Kc7 Qeb5t, or in this, 3. Ke7 Qe4t
4. Kd8 Qd5t1 5. Ke8 Qe6t 6. Qe7
Qg8+t 7. Qf8 Qebt.

ii) 1. ... Kxb2 2. bet Kc 3. £8Q. 1.
... Kbl 2. be Qelt 3. Bedt Ke2 4.
8Q Qxe5t 5. Kd7 Qd5t 6. Kc8 Qebt
7. Rd7, or in tuis, 2. ... Be5 3. Bd4t
Kc2 4. Bxch Qe2t 5. Be7 Qh5 6. c7.
iii) 2. be? Bce5 3. Bg7 Qelt 4. Kd8
Qh4t 5. Ke8 Qelt.

iv) 2. ... Qe2t 3. Kd7 Sb8t 4. Kd8
Qd3t 5. Ke8 Qe4t 6. Qe7 Qg61 7.
Qf71, or in this, 5. ... Kxb2 6. Qb4t
Ke 7. RxaT.

v) 7. Rg2? Sc4 8. Bg7 Ka4 (Kb4?
Rg5, Be3; Bf8t) 9. Rg5 Be3 10.
Rd5 Sa3.

vi) 8 Bg7? Sd6+ 9. Kd7 Sxb5 10.
Kc6 Pd4. 8. Bel? Kb4 9. Rh5 Beh
10. Kd7 Kxb5.

vii) 8. ... Sd6t 9. Kd7 Sxb5 10. Kc6.
viii) 2. Kf7 Se5 3. Kg8 Qc4+ 4. Kg7
Qg4+ 5. Kh7 Qedt 6. Kg8 Qc4(ds)+
7. Rf7 Qxf7t 8. Qxf7 Sxf7 9. Kxf7
Ka2 10. Ke6 Kb3 11. Kd5 Kb4 12.
Kc6 Ked.

No. 2824: J. Haring (NL). 1, Bbl/i
alQ 2. Kgb (for Kf7) Kg8 3. Bcb/ii
a4 4, f5 ef/iii 5. BA3 and 6. Be4(+)
/iv.

i) Threatening 2. Sxa2 ba 3. Bxa2.
1. Sb1? al@ 2. Ba3 Kg7 3. Kgh e5.
ii) 3. Bg7? fails as the threat (7)
4 f5 ef 5. Sd5 is met by 5. ... cd.
iy 4. ... a3 5. £6 a2 6. {71.
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iv) 5. ... Qdl 6. Be4t Kh8 7. Sxdl.
5. ... Qhl 6. Bedt Qd5 7. Sxd5 cd

N

8. Bd5t. 5. ... Kh8 6. Bc4 Qd1 7.
Sxdl. .
No. 2825 J. Hoch
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No. 2825: J. Hoch (ISR). 1. Kd2/i
Bxh6t/ii 2. Kel Bd2+/iii 3. Kxd2
elQt/iv 4. Kxel Ri8 5. Re8/v Rfl¥
/vi 6. Ke2/vii Rf2+/viii 7. Ke3 Rf3+
/ix 8, Ke4 Rf4t 9. Ke5 Rf5+ 10. Keb
Rf6t 11. Ke7 Rf7t 12. Kd8 Rxd7t/x
13. Kc8 Rxd6/xi 14. Red.

i) 1. Ra8t? Kxa8 2. d8Qt KaT7 3.
Kd2 Bxh6t 4. Ke2 Bd2t+ 5. Kxd2
elQt 6. Kxel Re2t.

ii) 1. ... Bxd6 2. Ra8t Kxa8 3. d8Q+t
Bb8 4. h7. 1. ... Be7 2. de. 1. ...
Kxb8 2, d8Qt Ka7 3. Qh4 and 4. h7.
iii) 2. ... Bg5 3. Kxf2 Kxb8 4. Kxe2.
2. ... Be3 (Rg2) 3, Rxb7tf Kxb7 4.
dsqQ.






