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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

403



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,

405



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
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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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No. 2824 J. Haring
5th Place,
Theme 1, WCCT, 1972-5
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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

6th Place,
Theme 1, WCCT, 1972-5
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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.



iv) 3. ... Kxb8 4. d8Q+ and 5. Qc7.
v) 5. Re8? Rf1lt 6. Ke2 Relt 7. Kd3
Rdlt+ 8. K¢4 Relt.

vi) 5. ... Rg8 (h8) 6. Ke2 as solu-
tion, 5. ... Rf7 6. Ra8t Kxa8 7.
d8Qt Ka7 8. QeT.

vii) 6. Kd2? Rdlt 7. Ke2 (Ke?
Rd+t) 7. ... Rd2t 8. Ke3 Rd3t 9. Ke4d
Rd4t+ 10. Kf5 Rd5t 11. Reb Rxd6
12. Re7 Kb8 13. Ke5 Rdl 14. a4
(Ke6, Ke7; a4, Rd6t) 14. ... Ke7
15. d8Qt Kxd8 16. Rxb7 Ral 17.
Kdé (Ra7, Kec8 and Kb8); 17. ...
Kc3 18. Kc6 Rxa4 19. Rh7 Re4t 20.
Kxb6 Rb4 draws, For example 21.
™h8+ Kd7 22. Rh7+ Kc8. Or 21.
Ph8+ Kd7 22. Rh5 Ke8 23. Ka7
Pa4t 24. Kb6 Rb4 25. Re51 Kb8 26.
Kc6 Rbl 27. b6 Rb2 28. Rh5 Rc2t
29. Kb5 Rb2t.

viii) 6, ... Rf8 7. Ke3. 6. ... Relt} 7.
Kf3 Rf1t 8. Ke4 (Kg4? Rf4t) 8. ...
Relt 9. Kf5.

ix) 7. ... Rf8 8. Ked. 7. ...
Kf4 Rf21 9, Kej.

x) 12. ... Rfl1 13. Re2 (for Ke8 and
d8~) 13. ... Rhl 14. Rf2 Rel 15.
Rc2 Kb8 16. Rc8t KaT7 17. KeT.

xi) 13. ... Rh7 14. Re2 Rh8t (Rhl;
Re2) 15. Ke7 Rh7+ 16. d7.

Re2t 8.

No. 2826

S. Chimedtzeren
th Place,
Theme 1, WCCT, 1972-5

No. 2826: S. Chimedtzeren
(Mong.). 1, Ba3/i ba 2. Rxf4 clQ
3. Rbdt Qb2 4. Rb7 Qxb7 5. Relt
Kb2 6. Redt Kb3 7. Re3t.

i) 1. Kxb4? Kxcl 2. Kb3 Kdl 3.
Rxc2 Rblt 4. Kxa2 Kxc2 5. Rxf4
Rhl, or in this, 3. fRd8t Kxe2 4.
Rxc2t Kel 5. Kb2 Rdl.

No. 2§27 N. Petrovic

8th Place,

Theme 1, WCCT, 1972-5
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No. 2827: N. Petrovic (YUG.). 1.
Ba5/i Rxhl/ii 2. Bxg2t Kgl 3. Bb6t
Kh2 4. Kf2.

i) 1. Bb4? Rxhl 2. Bxg2t Kgl 3.
Rc5t Kh2 4. Kf2 Rdl 5. Be3 g5 6.
Bxg5s Rd4. 1. Bec3? Rxhl 2, Bxg2t
Kgl 3. Bd4t Kh2 4. Kf2 Rel. 1.
Pd2? e3 2. Bxe3 Rxhl 3. Bxg2t Kgl
4, Bd4t+ Kh2 5. Kf2 Rel, or in this,
2. Be3 Rxhl 3. Bxg2t Kel 4. Bxhl
a3 5. Bd4 Kd2. 1. Bf2? a3 2. Bxgl
Kxgl 3. Sf2 a3 4. Be6 Kh2. 1. Bxh4?
Rxh1 2. Bxg2t Kgl 3. Bg5 Rh8.
ii) 1. ... e¢3 2. Sf2 (Bxc3? Rxhl) 2.

. a3 3. Bxc3 a2 4. Sg4.

a+7

No. 2828 P. Ruszczynski
9th Place

Theme 1, WCCT, 1972-5
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No. 2828: S. Ruszczynski (POL.).

1. Bg2 cl1Q 2. a8Qt Kc7 3. QaTt
Kd6 4. Qd7t Ked 5. Qd5t Kf4 6.
Qe4t Kg3 7. Qf3+ Kh2 8. Qh3t and
9. Qhlt.
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Only the foregoing 9 figure in the
‘Theme 1’ award . The Judge laco-
nically records ‘The rest of the
endings all had a sad fate’.

No.2829 G M Kaspatyan
1st P

Theme 2, VVCCT 1972-5
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No. 2829: Genrikh M. Kasparyan
(USSR). Theme 2 read: in the
course of the solution 2 W pieces
form a battery (directed either at
bK or any other Bl piece) and
later the firing piece and the rear
piece exchange functions. Judge:
Grandmaster Yuri  Averbakh
(USSR). “The first impression of
this position is that W is helpless.
After 1. Rel Bxd5+t/i 2. Kf2/ii Qh8
3. e7 Bf7 4. d5 @xh7, his main ho-
pe, wPh7, is lost, But just at this
moment the play begins. 5. Rgl.
Because of the threat of 6. €8Q
Bxe8 7. Rg7+, Bl has no time to
play ... f4. The necessary reply is
. ... Kd/iii. But anyway W plays
6. e8Q+ (Rg7? Qh8) Kxe8. And
now we have an astonishing posi-
tion, in which the changing of the
batteries alternates! 7. Rg7 @Qh8 8.
Rgl Qf8 9. Bg7 Qg8 (QeT; Rel) 10.
Bal/iv Qh7/v 11. Rg7, Draw.”

i) 1. ... Kb6 2. Kf2 draws.

ii) Not 2. Kh2? Qe8 wins.

ii) 5. ... f4 6. e8Q Bxe8 7. Rg7t
Qxg7 8. Bxg7. 5. ... Kb6 6. e8Q
Bxe8 7. Rg7 Qh8 8. Rb7+ Kxb7 9.
Bxh8. 5.... Qe8 6. Rg7 Qh8 7. Rgl.
iv) 10, Be3? Qh7 11. Rg7 Qh8 12.
Rg3 Qf813. Bg7 f4. 10. ... Bf6? Qh7
11. Rg7 Qh8 12. Rxf7 Qg8.

v) 10. ... Bg6 11. hg Qxd5 12. g7
Qg8 13. Be3 draw.

As first published there was no
wPb4, and this allowed Bl to win
here by 12. ... Qc5t 13. Kfl Qb5+
14. Kel Qblt (Qadt? Ke2) 15. Kf2
Qb6+t 16. Kfl Qaét 17. Kf2 QaTt 18.

Kg2 Kf7 19. Kh2 Kg8 (A. G. Kop-
nin in 64, ix.76). '
No. 2830 A. Koranyi

2nd Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5
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No, 2830: Attila Koranyi (HUN).
“Here natural and elegant play
leads from one battery to another.
1. Rf3/i Bg2/ii 2. Rf2 hlQiii 3.
Bxg?2 Qh2. In this position it is not
easy to say who is hunter and who
is bear! For instance, 4. Ra2? h6
5. Kg4 h5t+ 6. Kh4 Kbl 7. Rf2 Kal
and W is in Zugzwang. So W plays
4. Kgd4/iv. The threat is to catch
bQ after 5. Kf3, 6. Rf1f and 7. Rhl.
B1 replies 4. ... h5% to meet 5. Kf3?
with 5. ... h4, W proceeds 5. Khd/v
and Bl is in Zugzwang. But the
fight is not over yet! 5. ... Kbl 6.
Be4t Kal. It seems that Bl has
escaped at last, But the fine move
7. Rg2 puts the dot one the ‘i’. A
very graceful endgame!”
i) 1. Rd1+? Kxdl 2. Bxhl Kd2 3.
g4 Kxc3 4. Kg3 Kd3. 1. Rd8? Bxa8
2. Rxa8 Kb2 3. Rb8t Ke2.
ii) 1. ... Bxf3 2. Bxf3 Kd2 3. g4
Kxc3 4. Kg3 Kd3 (d2) 5. Kxh2 c¢3
6. Bdl (e4).
iii) 2. ... Bxa8 3. Rxh2 Be4 4. Kg4
Bc2 5. Kf4 Kb2 6. Ke3 Kxe3 7. g4.
iv) 4, Ra2? h6 5. Kg4 h5t 6. Kh4
Kbl 7. Rf2 Kal.
v) But not 5. Kf3? h4,
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V. Korolkov and
V. Yakimchik
3rd Place,
Themez WCCT 1972-5
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No. 2831

No. 2831: Vladimir Koralkov and
Vitold Yakimchik, “To escape in
this position the efforts of wR and
wB combine. 1. Re7/i £2/ii 2, Rf7
b2/iii 3. e6/iv b1lQ 4. Be5+ Kg8 5.
Rg7+/v Kf8 6. Bf6/vi. Now the best
defence is 6. ... Qe4/vii. W can
now create a perpetual check. 7.
R{7+/viii Ke8 8. Re7t/ix Kd8 9.
Rf7+/x Ke8 10, Rf8+ Ke7/xi 11.
Rf7+/xii Kd6/xiii 12. Be7t Ke5/xiv
13. Bf6+ Kf4, The e4 square is
occupied. 14. Bd4t/xv Kg5/xvi 15.
=f6+ Kh6 16, Bg7t Kh7 17. Bf6}/
xvii Kg8 18. Rg7+ Kf8 19. Ri7t
draw. bK's circular motion g8 - 8
~-e8-d8 -c7-d6 -e5-1f4-g5-
h6 - h7 - g8 is very impressive.”
Judge Grandmaster Y, Averbakh
observes that any of the first 3
compositions are good enough to
win any strong competition.

i) 1. Rf6? 2. Bd6 b2 3. Bxc5 blQ 4.
Rb6 Qa2 5. Rb4 Be8t 6. Kb7 Qxh2
7. €6 f2 8. Rbl g3 9. d6 Qh3. 1. Rb6?
f2 2. e6 f1Q 3. Be5t Kh7 4. Rb7+
Khé 5. Bg71 Kgb.

ii) 1. ... b2 2. e6 b1Q 3. Be5t Kg8
4. Rg7t Kf8 5. Bf6 Qe4 6. Rh7
Qxc4t 7. Ka7, or here, 5. ... Bb5+
6. cb Qa2t 7. Kb6.

iii) 2. ... g3 3. e6 g2 4. Be5t Kg8
5. Rg7t Kf8 6. Bf6 f1Q 7. e7t Ke8
8. Rg8t.

iv) 3. Rxf2? blQ 4. Rf8f KgT 5.
Rc8 Qb4t.

v) 5. Rxf2? Qed. 5. Bf6? flQ 6.
Rg7+ Kh8 7. Rf7+ Qx£f6 8. Rxf6 Qe4
9. Rf8+ Kg7 10. Rf7+ Kg8, or in this,

7. Rb7t Qxf6 8. Rxbl Qc3 9. Rb8t
Kg7 10. Rb7+ Kf6 11, Rf7+ Ke5.

vi) 6. Rf71? Ke8 7. Bf6 f1Q 8. ReTt
Kf8 9. Rf7t Kg8.

vii) 6, ... Qel 7. Rh7 Bb5t 8. ¢cb
Qalt 9. Bxal f1Q 10. Rf7+ Qxf7 11.
ef h4 12. b6. 6. ... Bb5t 7. cb Qxb5+
8. Kxb5 f1Q 9. Ke6 Qxf6 10. Rf7+
Qxf711. ef h4 12. d6, or in this, 9....
Qa6 10. Kxc5 Qa3dt 11. Kc6 Qa8t
12. Kc5 Ge8t 13. Kd6 Qb8t 14. Kcb.
viii) 7. Rh7? Qxc4t+ 8. Ka7/xviii
Qxastt 9. Kb8/xix Qd6+ 10. Kc8
Ke8 11, Rh8t Qf8 12. Rxf8+ Kxf8
13. d6 f1Q 14, e7t KeS8.

ix) 8. Rec7? Qxc4t 9. Ka7 Qabt 10.
Kxa6 f1Qf 11. Kb7 Qxf6.

x) 9. Ra7+? Kc8 10, Ra8t Ke7 11.
Ra7t+ Kd6 12. Be7t+ Ke5. 9. Rd7+?
Ke8 10. Rd8t Ke7 11. d6+ Ke6 12.
d7 Qxc4t 13. Ka7 Qxe6. 9. Kb7?
GCblt 10. Ka7 f1Q 11. Rd7+ Ke8 12.
Rd8+ Ke7 13. d6+ Kc6 14. Re8t
Kxd6, or in this, 11. Rb7f Kc8. 9.
d6? Qxc4t+ 10. Ka7 Qa6+ 11. Kb8
Qxd6t 12. Re7t Ke8.

xi) 10. Be8 11, Rxe8+ Kc7 12. ReT+.
xii) 11. Bd8+? Kd6.

xiii) 11. ... Bd7 12. Rxd7f Kc8 13.
Rd8+ Ke7 14. RdTt.

xiv) 12. ... Ke7 13. Bh4t Kd6 14.
Bg3t, or here, 13. ... Kc8 14. Rf8t
Kce7 15. Bg3t.

xv) 14. Bh4+? Ke3 15. Bxf2+ Kd3.
xvi) 14. ... Qf5 15. Bxf2 Ke5 16.
Bg3+ Kd4 17. Rxf5 gf 18. d6.
xvii) 17. Bd4+? Kg8 18. RgT+ Kh$
17. Be34? Kg8 18. Rg7+ Kf8 19.
Rf7+ Ke8 20. Bg7 Qxc4t 21. Ka7
Qxd5 22. Rf8t Ke7 23. Rf7+ Kxe6
24. Rf61 KeT.

xviii) 8. Kb6 Qb5+ 9. Ke7 Qa5+ 10.
Kd6é Qb6+ 11. Ke5 Qb2+ 12. Kdé6
Qxf6, or here, 10. Kb8 Qb6+ 11. Kc8
Qa6t 12. Kb8 Qd6t+ 13. Ke8 Ke8.
xix) 9. Kxa6 f1Qt 10. Ka7 Qxf6.

No. 2832: Jehuda Hoch (ISR).
“The introductory play is rather
crude. 1, Ra6+ Sxa6 2. Sc6+ Kb6 3.
Sxa3 h1Q. Cnly now does the real
performace begin. 4. Be6+ Sb4f 5.
Rxb4t Kxa5 6, Rb5+ Kxa4. This
unique position is a real godsend!
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No. 2832 J. Hoch
4th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5
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W wins by a fantastic move. 7. Bd7
Qh3. Only one answer. 8. Rf5+ Kb4
9. Rfdt.”

No. 2833 A. Hildebrand
5th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5
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No. 2833. Alexander Hildebrand
(SWE). “Not such a big, but a
pleasant, composition, The solution
is not difficult. 1. Rb7t/i Ka8/ii 2.
Rxh7 h1Q 3. Bb7+ Kb8/iii 4. a7+
Kxa7 5. Bxf3+ Sfi+ 6. Rxf7+ Kb8
7. Rb7+ Kb8 8, Rb3t/iv.”

i) 1. Rh5? f2 2. Bh3 h1Q.

X

il) 1. ... Ka6 2. Rxh7f Ka5 3. Rxh6
f2 4. Ba6.
iii 3.... Ka7 4. Bxf3t Sf71 5. RxfTt

Kb8 6. a7 mate.

iv) So that W wins after 8. ... Ka7
9. Bxhl, but it is only a draw after
8. Rf71? Kb8 9. Bxhl stalemate.

No. 2834 J.J. van den Ende
6th Place
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5
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No. 2834: J. J. van den Ende (NL).
“The introductory play is primiti-
ve. 1. Bb7t Ka7/i 2, Rxb2 Sxf6+/ii
3. Kd$8 elqQiii. And now 4. Bb8t
Kxb8 5. Bxe4t Ka7 6. Rb7t Ka8.
The finale ig rather unexpected! 7
Rbli/iv Qxed/v 8, Rb8+ Ka7 9.
Rb7+ draw.”

i) 1. ... Kxb7 2. Rxb2t Kc6 3. Rxe2.
ii) 2. ... e1Q 3. Bb8+ Kxb8 4. Bxd5+
Kce8 5. Sed.

iii) 3. ... Bxb7 4. Rxe2 Sh5 5. Be5
g3 6. KeT.

iv) 7. Bc6? Qe8t (Qab5t? Kc8) 8.
Kc7 Qe71 9. Kb6 Qb4+ 10. Kxa6
Qcé4+ 11. Kb6 Sd5+.

v) 7. ... Sxe4 8. Rxel.
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Draw

No. 2835 H. Hurme
7th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5
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No. 2835: Harri Hurme (FIN). “At
first we have one battery working.
1. Re51 Scd/i 2, Bxedt Ke3 3. Pxebt
Kd3 4. Bedt Ked/ii 5. Ba2+ Kd3 6.
Bxblt Kd4. Now the second bat-
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tery begins to work. 7. Re2t ¢b/iii
8. Bxc5t Kd3/iv 9. Kdl and 10. Rel
mate. Unfortunaely Bl’s K-side
pieces (bQh4, bRg6, bBh3) do not
take part in the main play.’

i) 1. ... Kd4 2. Red4t Kd5 3. Rd4
mate. 1, ... Ke3 2. Rxf5t ¢5 3, BxcH
mate.

ii) 4. ... Kd4 5. Rxc6f Ke3 6. Be6t
Kd3 7. Rd6t Kc3 8. Bd4f Kd3 9.
Bf2+ Ke3 10. Belf Sd2 11. Bxd2
mate.

iii) 7. ... Kd5 8. Ba2t Kd6 9. Rd2t
Ke7 10. Bdst.

iv) 8. ... Kd5t 9. Ba2t b3/v 10.
Bxb3t Kc6 11. Be7t+ and 12. Bxh4.
v) 9. ... Kc6 10. Be7t Kb7/vi 11.
Bxh4 Rg4 12. Bd3t Ka (Kb8; Bf6)
13. Bds.

vi) 10. ... Kd7 11. Bxh4 Rg4 12.
Rd2t Kc6 13. Bd5t Kb5 14, Sxf5.

No. 2836

K. Gandew
8th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5

U/ 2 W |
LR
77 wYy
%E%}% %,
5y n

A mAES
AW i

"y

q EEE
Sy W WA
7 T T
Win T+
No. 2836: Krassimir Gandew

(BUL), a tremendous composer in
the fairy chess genre, showing he
can turn his hand to studies, “After
1. Bd5 glQ it is necessary to pre-
vent the main threat of ... Qg6
mate. W. employs mating threats
himself, 2. Rb3+ Sb7 3. Bxb7+ Kb8
4. Bg2t+ Kc8 5. Rg3. Bl has only one
defence. 5. ... Qdl} 6. Bf3 Qb3. And
now a pleasant but well known
finale. 7. B7t+ Qxb7 8. Rg8 mate.”

No. 2837 W. J. G. Mees

9th Place,
Theme 2 WCCT, 1972- 5
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No. 2837: W. J. G. Mees (NL). “
not easy to appraxse at true worth
... a ‘grotesque’. I would call it
‘meat-chopper’. Unfortunately it is
possible to improve the initial po-
sition a little by moving wBb5 to
dl and removing bPe2.” 1. Bxe2t
Kel 2, Bb5t Sed 3. Rxe51 Be2 4.
Rxe2t Kfl 5. Re4t Sc4(d3) 6. Bxc4
(d3)T Re2 7. Bxe2t Kel 8. Bg4t Kf1
9. Kd2 Rxg4 10. Rxg4 h1Q 11. Re4
and 12. Rcl mate.

No. 2838 J. Roche
= 10-19th Place,

Theme 2 WCCT, 1972-5

v .
7 7 % .
CEORLE B
% % 7 %

2B B
% %1 7
AT %g/ 7
% % i /
Win 6+5

No. 2838: Jean Roche (FRA). 1.
Re5t Kxc6 2. Bf3+ Be4 3. Rxe4 Qg3
/i 4. Re3t Kb6 5. Rb3t+ Kc7 6. Bb6+t
Kc8/ii 7. Bb7+ Kxb7 8. Rxg3.

i) 3. ... Qf1 4. Rf4} Kc7 5. RET+. 3.
... Qxe4 4. Rxe4.

ii) 6. ... Kb8 7. Bf2t.

412



No. 2839 L. Larsen
= 10-19th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5

e 7 7
%&%@/l%

%%/%///

7 B

i /ﬁ%l%&
By
w7

Win 749

No. 2839: Lars Larsen (DEN). 1.
Sb6t+ Bxb6/i 2. Bd7+ Kd8 3. Bf5t
Ke8/ii 4. Rc8t Ke7 5. RA7t and 6.
Bxbl.

i) 1. ... ab 2. Be4} Qxc2 3. Rxd8t
Kxd8 4. Bxc2, or in this, 2. ... Be7t
3. Rxc7t Kxc7 4. Rd7t and 5. Bxbl,
1. ... Ke7 2. Bed4t Kxb6 3. Rd61, 4
Re5t and 6. Bxbl.

ii) 3. ... Ke7 4. Rd71 Kf6 5. Rc6+.

No. 2840 K. Widlert
= 10-19th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5
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No. 2840: Kjell Widlert (SWE), a
renowned problemist, who perso-
nally scored 181.5 points for his
country in this tourney. 1. ¢8Rt/i
Khl 2, Rh8t Kgl 3. Bh2t Kxf1 4.
Rxa8 Kg2 5. Rf8 Kxh2 6. Kc2 Kgl
7. Kd3 f1Q 8. Rxfl1t Kxfl 9. Kxe3.
i) 1. c8Qt? Kgl 2. Bh2t Kxf1l 3.
Qxa8 stalemate, 3. Qh3t being no
better. But not, here, 1. ... Kh1? 2.
Qh3t Kgl 3. Bh2t Kh1 4. Qf3+ Qxf3

D
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\

5. ef Kxh2 6. f4. After 1. c8Qt?
Kgl 2. Bh3 Qa4t 3. Kel (Qe2,
Qalt) 3. ... f1Qft 4. Bxfl Kxfl 1t is
still a draw, for example: 5. Qh3t
Kxe2 6. Qg2 Kd3 7. Qflt e2 8.
Qf3+ Kd4 9. Qf4t Kcb 10. Qd6t

(Qxa4, e1Qt) 10. ... Kb5 11. Qd7t
Ka5 13. BeTt Kb4. ‘
No. 2841 S. A, da Silva

= 10-19th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5
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No. 2841: Sebastiao Antonio da Sil-
va (BRA). 1. Re7t Kd8 2. Rb7
(Ra7? Be6) Qe8/i 3. Kxf5t Kc8 4.
Rg7t Kb8 5. Bf4+ Ka8 6. Bb7t Ka7
Pc6t Kb6 8 Bxe8.

i) 2. ... Bb3 3. Kxf5f Kc8 4. ReTt
Kb8/ii 5. Bf4t Ka8 6. Bb7t+ KaT7 7.
Bd5+. 2. ... Qb3(a2) 3. Kg7t Kc8 4..
Rf7+ Kb8 5, Bf4t. 2. ... Qf8(h8) 3.
Ke6t Ke8 4. Rf7(h7)t. 2. ... Qd5
3. Kg7t Ke8 4. Re7t Kd8 5. Re8t.

ii) 4. ... Kd8 5. Ra7t+ Ke8 6. Bb5t
Kf8 7. Bhé+.
No. 2842 N. Littlewood

= 10-19th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972- 5

79 027 7
B %
7.7 T AV
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wIEt BB
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6410

w7
Win
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No. 2842: Norman Littlewood
(GBR). 1. Rc6 blQ 2. Sxbl a2 3.
Sa3/i Be3dt 4. Ka6 alQ 5. Bxg6t
Khé 6. Bblt g6 7. Rxg6t Kh7 8
Rb6t+ Kg7 (Kh8; Rb8%) 9. Sc2/ii.
i) A note indicates an inversion
here, 3, Bxg6t Kh6 4. Sa3.

ii) For example, 9. ... Qb2 10. Rxb2
Bxb2 11. Kb5 h4 12. gh g3 13. Se3
g2 14. Sxg2 Bxd4 15. Kxa4.

No. 2843 O. Bergstad
= 10-19th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5

@//%
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//// %%W
,//%/%
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///Q//f%__ﬁ

Win 54-3

No. 2843. Cdd Bergstad (NOR). 1.
Pe4t Kb8 2. Sab+ Kc8 3. Bi5+ Kd8
4. Rd7+ Kce8/i 5. Rd5t Kb7 6. Bc8t
Kxc8 7. Rxh5,

i) 4. ... Ke8 5. Sc7+ Kf8 6. Sebt.

No. 2844 P. Perkonoja
= 10-19th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5.

7 %

A g 3
w %

/////

%é 7
7
7+8

No. 2844: Pauli Perkonoja (FIN).
1. Pe4/i c1Q 2. Re6 Qxf4/ii 3. SATt
Kb7 4. Bd5 Qg5/iii 5. Re5t Kaé 6
Bc4t Kb7 7. Rxgb.

| %
o A g

Win
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i) 1. Bd5t Bf6 2. Sd7+ Ke7 3. Sxf6
gf 4. Rxf6 c1Q 5. Rc61 Qxc6 6. Bxc6
Kxc6 7. £5d3 8. £6 42 9. {7 d1Q 10.
£8Q Qd5+ 11. Kg7 Qxh5.

ii) 2. ... Qe3 3. SA7t Kb7 4. Scit/iv
Kb8 5. Sa6t Kb7 6. Re67 Kc8 7. Bf5
Qxf4/v 8. Rf6+ Kb7 9. Be8t/vi Kxe8
10. Rxf4.

iii) 4. ... Qe3 5. Re3t Kab 6. Rxe3
de 7. Re4t K- 8. KxgT. 4. ... Qh2 5.
g3 Qh3 6. Sc5t Kb8 7. Saét Kb7 8.
R6ft Ke8 9. Rf7, for instance, 9. ...
Bab 10. Pe6t Kd8 11. Kf8 Bb4t 12.
Sxb4 Qg2 13. RA7+ Kc8 14. Saéb
Qf1t 15. Rf7+,0or 9. ... Be7 10. RxcTt
Kd8 11. Be6 Qxg3 12. Rd7+ Kc8 13.
Rf7+ Kd8 14. Sc5.
iv) 4. Re3t? Qxed
Sxe4 de 7. Sxe3.
v) 7.... Qb3 8. Kxg7 Kb7 9. Sc5+.
vi) 9. Bedi? Qxe4 10. Sc5t Ke8 11.
Sxe4 Bxf67.

5. Scbt Kcb 6.

No. 2845 J. Kopelovich
= 10-19th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5

//////%,/,/2
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Win I: Diagram
II: bPg2 to h2

No. 2845: Johanan Kopelovich
(ISR). 1. Bd71/i Kxd7/ii 2. Best
Kc6 3, Bxb6 glQ 4. Rd6t Kxd6 5.
Bxgl.

i) 1. Bc5? Rxe6 2. Rg4 b2 3. Ke2
Re2t 4. Kbl f5 5. Rg8t+ Kd7 6. Rf8
Relt.

ii) 1. ... Kd8 2. Fc5 wins.

IT: 1. Bd7{/iii Kxd7 2. Bxh2t Kc8
3. Bgl/iv b2/v 4. Rd8t Kxd8 5.
Bxb6t+ Kd7 6. Kc2 wins,

iii) 1. Bd5? h1Q 2. Bxhl b2 3. Re4t
Kd7 4. Rel blQt 5. Rxbl Rxbl.
iv) 3. Rd6? Rb4.

v) 3. ... Rb4 4. ¢5 Rxd4t 5. Bxd4.



No. 2846 R. Ravarini
= 10-19th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5
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No. 2846: Prof. Romolo Ravarini
(ITA). 1. Bfét Kxhli/i 2. Rg7/ii
Qh8/iii 3. Re7/iv alQ/v 4. Bxal
Qxal 5, Relt Qxel.

i) 1. ... Kf1? 2. Rg7 Qh8 (QxgT;
153x}g3’(li) 3 Rglt Kxgl 4. Bxh8 Kxhl
ii) 2. Bd4? alQ@ 3. Bxal Qa:.

iii) 2, ... Qxg7 3. BxgT Kgl 4. Kg3.
iv) 3. Rgl? Kxgl 4. Bxh8 Kf2. 3.
Bd4? alQ 4. Bxal Qas8.

v) 3. ... Qg8 4. Relt Qgl 5. Rxgl
Kxgl 6. Kg3.

Y,
%

No. 2847 B. Zappas
= 10-19th Place,
Theme 2, WCCT, 1972-5

No. 2848 D. Gurgenidze

(vi. 74)

1st Prize
The Problemist 1974-5
Award: vii-ix.76

/ %8
v

y

///

543

No, 2848: D. Gurgenidze. Judge
was AJR, who wrote “Of the 46
published studies, 5 had been de-
molished by solvers, and a few
more fell by the wayside on close
scrutiny. Of the rest, the overall
standard was high, making the
judging task far from easy, though
it was at all times enjoyable.” Of
the First Prize: “A thriller from
first to last, with every R having
a chance to sacrifice itself.”
1. Rg8 Rg2+/i 2. Rxg2 Rf7+ 3. Sf5/ii
Rxf51 4. Kg3/iii Rf3t 5. Kg4 Rxh3
6. Rglt (Kxh3? stalemate) 6. ...
Kh2 7. Rhlt wins.
i) 1. ... Rxh7 2. Rxg5 Rxh3 3. Se4
wins (better than 3. Sf5? Rh2t 4.
Kfl Rh8 5. Rglt Kh2 6. Rg2t Kh3
7. Kgl Rg8).

.. Ra2t 2. Kf3 Ra3t 3. Kf4 Rxh3

7 Vidnl 4. h8Q.
B 3 B ii) 3. Sxf7? stalemate. 3. Kg3?
72 % x Rg7t 4. Kf4 Rxh7 5. Rg3 Kh2,
D %0, 4 = -
7 e iii) 4. Ke3? Rh5 5. Rg7 Rh4 6. Kf3
” /%///%}% Kh2 draw.
Ny
///z% //////,y /2% 7
B oW
7////; 4%% //% % T :
w9 o No. 2849: J Kopelovich. “Threats
w %l// % ) //% _ and defences follow hard on each
. 7 Z/% % others’ heels, Among the hidden
Win Crwy effects is a chameleon echo pin (2.
. hg 3. Re3t Qxe3d pins wSf2,
No. 2847: Prof, Byron Zappas while in the main line 5. Sedt
(GRE). 1. Bd5 d1Q 2. Rd6f Kh8 3. Qxe4 pins wSg2, both showing
Rd8t Kh7 4. Bg81 Kh8 5. Rxdl. stalemate).”
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No. 2849 J. Kopelovich
(xii.74)

2nd Prize,

The Problemist_ 1974-5

%
]
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—i15

1. Sel/i h3 2. Sxg2 c2/ii 3. Rxc2
h2t/iii 4. Khl Qxc2/iv 5. Se4t Kh3
6. Sg5t Kg3 7. Se4t drawing.

i) Threats were 1. ... Kxf3, or 1. ...
c2. 1. Sd4? Qxd4 2. Re2 Kf3 wins.
ii) 2. ... hg 3. Re3t Kh4 4. Rh3t
Kg5 5. Rxe3. 2. ... Qxf2+ 3. Rxf2
h2t 4. Khl Kxf2 5. Sf4 Ke3 6. Sd5+.
2. ... h2t transposes to the main
line.

iii) 3. ... Qxc2 4, Sh1lt captures bQ.
iv) 4, ... Qd5 3. Re3t Kxf2 6. Re2t
Kg3 7. Re3t Kg4 8. Redt.

Draw

No. 2850 A. C. Miller
(xii.75)

3rd Prize,

The Problemist, 1974-5

%7

Win 4+3
No.2850: A. C. Miller. “A lovely
triangulation echo”. 1. g4t/i Kxg4
/ii 2. g7 Rh7 3. Kf2/iii Rh2} 4. Kgl
Rh7 5 Kg2 (Zugzwang) wins, or
2, ... Rgb6 3. Kh2/iv Rh6t 4. Kgl
Rh7 (g6) 5. Kg2 (Zugzwang) wins.

i) 1. 87?7 Kg6 2, Rh8 KxgT.

ii) 1. ... Kh4 2. g7 and 3. Rh8.

iii) 3. Kfl (gl)? Kg3 draws, for
instance. 3. Kf1? Kg3 4. Kgl g4 5.
Kf1 Rhlt 6. Ke2 Rh7 7. Ke3 Kg2
8. Kf4 g3 9. Kg4 Rh6 10. Kgb Rh7
11, Kg6 RxgTt 12. Rxg? Kgl 13.
Kgi g2 14. Kg4 Kf1 15. Rf7+ Ke2.
Or 3. Kg1? Kg3 4. Kf1 Rhi1t 5. Ke2
Rh7 6. Ke3 Kg2 7. Ked4 g4 8. Kf5
g3, as before.

iv) 3. Khl1? Kg3 4. Kgl g4. 3. Kg2?
Rf6t+ 4. Kgl Rf7 5. Kg2 Ra7 6. Kf2
Re7 7. Kg2 RfT.

No. 2851 J. Hoch

(xii.75)
4th Prize,
The Problemist, 1974-5

EEEN
%7//////47//%7//%’%@

_m_mam
Draw 3+5

No. 2851: J. Hoch. “Art conjured
out of nowhere, the setting being
so natural.” 1. Bf4/i Bh6/ii 2. Sxe2
Bxf4 3. Kf2/iii Beb/iv 4. Kfl d5
5. Kf2 d4/v 6. Kfl d3/vi 7. Sg3t
Bxg3 stalemate.

i) 1. Sf4? Kgl 2. Sxe2t Kg2 3. Sf4+
Kf3. 1. Sg3+? Kg2 2. Bxf8/vii Kxg3
3. Bxd6t Kf2. 1. Kxe2? Kg2 2. Sf4}
Kg3 3. Sh5+ Kh4.

ii) 1. ... Kg2 2. Bxh2 Kf2 3. Bg3t.
iii) 3. Sxf4? Kgl 4. Sh3t Kg2 5. Sf2

5. ... Be7 6. St6 Bg3t 7. Kf1 d4 8.
Se4 Bel 9. Sc5.

vi) 6. ... Be7 is met by 7. Sf6 and
SO on.

vii) 2. Bf4 Bh6 3, Kxe2 Bxf4,
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A. C. Miller
(1.74)

1 H.M,
The Problemist, 1974-5
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Draw

No. 2852: A. C. Miller. “It’s all in
White’s 3rd move.” 1. f7/i Rf3 2.
Bd6 Rxf7 3. h3/ii Rh7 4. Bh2 g3/iii
5. Bxg3 Rxh3t 6. Ph2 draw.

i) 1. Bd6? Kf2. 1. Bh6? Rf3 2.
Bg5/iv Rf2 3, Bh4 Rg2 4. h3 g3 5.
Bxg3 Rxg3 6. Kh2 Kf2 7. h4 Rf3
wins,

ii) 3. h4? Rf3 and ... Rh3.

iii) 4. ... gh 5. Bd6 with a book
draw,

iv) To show B1 wins if W does not
hold on to wPf6, the composer
gives 2. Bf8 Rxf6 3. Be7 Rf7 4. Bd8
(to meet ... g3; with hg, RhTy;
Bh4) 4, ... Rb7, and now either 5.
Bf6 Kf2 6. Bd4t+ (Bh4t, Kf3;) 6. ...
Kf3 7. Be5 Rblt 8. Rbl Rdl 9. h3
g3, or 5. Bh4 Rb3 6. Bg3 Rxg3 7.
hg Kf2 8. Kh2 Kf3.

2. Fg7 Rf5 wins.

No. 2852

4+3

D. L. Brown

(vi.74)
2nd H.M.,
The Problemist, 1974-5
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No. 2853: D. L. Brown. Composer
from the U.S.A. “W’s 4. Rhl! and
its implications more than make
up for the crude introduction.” 1.
Be8t/i Kxe8/ii 2. Rxh4 Bxf5t/iii
3. Kh6 g2 4. Rhl, and now 4. ...
ghS 5. Sg3 Sxg3 stalemate, or 4. ...
ghB 5. Sg7t draws, while either of
the other possible promotions lea-
ves an immediate stalemate.

i) 1. Rxh4? Bxf5t 2. Kh6 g2 3. Be8t
Kf8 wins,

ii) 1. ... Kf8 2. Rxh4 Bxf5t 3. Bg6.
iii) 2. ... g2 3. Rxe4.

H. Aloni

(i1.75)
N 3rd HM,,
The Problemist, 1974-5.

B Bl

w o W v
oK 1

No. 2854
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Draw

No. 2854: H. Aloni. “Here we in
quite a different world, that of the
bitterly fought, single-slip-brings-
disaster, master-level over-the-
board endgame. Put your K on the
wrong square and the opponent
promotes with check; remove a
guard on the pawn chain and the
other side breaks through with a
sacrifice.” 1. Bf2/i Sxe6/ii 2. Kb3
Kf7/iii 3. Ke4/iv Kf6 4. Kd5 Kib
5. Bgl/v 3 (S-; Bxb6) 6. Be3
(Bf27 Sf4+) 6. ... Sf4t+ 7. Kd4 Se2t/
vi 8. Kd3/vii Ked 9. Bf2/viii Sf4t
10. Ke3 and the position is now a
level draw.

i) 1. Kb2? Sxe6 2. Ke3d Kf7 3. Kd3
Scht. 1. e7? Kf7 2. Kb2 Sf5 wins.
ii) 1. ... Sf5 2. Kb3 Sd6 3. Kc2 Se4
4. Bd4, or in this, 2. ... Kf8 3. Kc4
Ke7 4. Kd5.
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iii) 2. ... £3 3. Ked/ix Ki7 4. Kd3
Ke7 5. Ked (Ke3? Sc5) 5. ... Kd6/x
6. Kxf3 Kd5 (Sc5; Bg3) 7. Bg3 Kc4
8. Kg4, but not 8. Ke4? Scbt.

iv) 3. Ke3? Kf6 4. Kd3 Ke5 5. Bgl
Kd5 6. Bf2 Sc5t.

v) 5. Bel? f3 6. Bf2 Sf4t 7. Kc4
(Kd4, Sh3;) 7. ... Ke4 (Sh3? Bxb6)
8. Bxb6 cb 9. ¢7 f2 10. c8Q f1Qf
wins.

vi) 7. ... Kg4 8. Ke4. 7. ... Sh3 8.
Kd3 £f2 9. Ke2. 7. ... Sg6 8. Kd5. .
vii) 8. Kc4? Ke4 9. Bxb6 cb 10. ¢7
f2 11. c8Q flQ 12. Qec6t Keld 13.
Qxb6t Sd4t wins, 8. Kd5? Sc3t
9. Kc4 Ked 10. Bxb6 cb 11. ¢7 f2
12. ¢8Q f1Qt 13. Kxc3 Qelf.

viii) 9. Bxb6? Sf4+ 10. Kd2 cb 11.
c7 f2 12. ¢8Q f1Qt. 9. Bd2 (g5)?
Sg3 10. Be3 Kd5 11. Bgl Se4 12.
Bh2 (Bxh6, cb; ¢7, Sd6;) 12. ... Se3
13. Bg3/xi f2 14. Bxf2 Sxa4 15. Be3
Sc5t 16. Ke3d Se4t 17. Kb3 Sd6 18.
Ka4 Kc4.

ix) 3. Kc4? Scb 4. Bxed be 5. Kd3
cit 6. Ke3 ¢3 7. b6 c2 8. Kd2 2 9.
be clQf.

X) 5. ... Scdt? 6. Bxce5t be 7. Kxf3
Kdé 8. Ke4 Keb6 9. Kd3 Kd5 10. Ke3
c4 11. b6. 5. ... Sg5t? 6. Ke3 Sh3
7. Bhdt.

xi) 13. Ke3 Kc4 14. Kxf3 Sxad 15.
Bxc7 Kxb5 wins.

No. 2855 J. Roche

(xii.75)
4th H.M.,
The Problemist, 1974-5 .
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No. 2855: J. Roche. “This simply
has to be solved to be appreciated,
since otherwise its humour is lost.
You must see the joke for your-

self rather than have it .pointed
out.” 1. a3/i Kab/ii 2. a4 Kab/iii
3. a5 Ka7 4. a6 d5 5. kxh6 Rxf6t
6. Kg7 wins, as mate on b7 is
threatened.

i) 1. Kxh6? Rxf6t and 2. ... f1Q.
ii) 1. ... Kxa3 2. Qalf (to protect
f6) and 3. Kxh6 wins.

iii) 2, ... f1Q 3. Qxf1 and if Bl
captures on b6 he is still mated on
b5,

No. 2856 C. M. Bent

(xii.75)
= 1/3 Commend,
The Problemist, 1974-5
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Draw
No. 2856: C. M. Bent. 1. Sf2 ef 2.
Rg3 f1S 3. Rh3t Bxh3 4. g3t Sxg3.
The first trio of Commendeds “are
slight pieces, but with an air of
originality.”

Y.

No. 2857 A. T. Motor
(ix.75)
= 1/3 Commend,

The Problemist, 1974-5
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Draw 546

No. 2857. A. T. Motor. 1. Sf7+ Sxf7
2. ef BgT 3. Kg4 Kxh7 4, Kf5 Kh8
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5. Ke4 Bf8/i 6. Kxe5 Kg7/ii 7. Keb
draw, using Zugzwang.
i) 5. ... Kh7 6. Kf5 (d5) Kh8 7.

Ke4.
ii) 6. ... Kh7 7. Kf4 (d5) Kh8 8.

Ke5.

A.T. Motor
(vi.75)
= 1/3 Commend,
The Problemist, 1974-5
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Draw

No. 2858: A. T. Motor, 1. b5t abft
2. Kb4 Kxb7/i 3. Kxb5 Kxa8 4.
Kb6. Zugzwang. 4. ... Sc6 5. Ke7
Sbg 6. Kb6, positional draw.

No. 2858

&\

5+5

i) 2. ... Sabt 3. Ka5 Kxb7 4. Sbé
b4 5. Sc4 d5 6. Sd2 Ka7 7. Sh3.
No. 2859 C. Becker
(vi.75)

= 4/6 Commend,
The Problemist, 1974-5
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No. 2859: C. Becker. The final ’com-~
mended’ sub-group “has worked
on already familiar ideas, but to
good effect.” 1. Sc2/i Rxc2 2. Kf7
Rf2t+ 3. Ke7 Re2t 4. Kf6 Rf2f 5.
Kg5 Rg2t 6. Kf5 Rf21 7. Ke4 Re2t
8. Kf4 Re8 (Rf2}; Kg3) 9. Kf5 Kd8
10. Kf6.

514

i) As JRH points out, Horwitz and
Kling (1851) discovered that bR
on its 8th rank draws, but loses if
on its 7th rank, against the doub-
led-P configuration. (T1000, No.
341.) The following is therefore
understandable. 1. Sb3? Rgl 2.
Sd2/ii Rxgé 3. Kf7T Rxg7t 4. KxgT
Kceb 5. Kf6 Kd5 6. Sf3 Ked 7. Ke7
Kxf3 8. Kxd6 Ke4 9. d5 Kd4 draw.
ii) 2. Kf7 Rflt 3. Ke7 Relt 4. Kf6
Rflt 5. Kgb Rglt 6. Kf5 Rflf 7.
Ke4 Relt 8. Kd5 (Kf4? Rf1{) 8.
Re8 9. Sd2 Rg8 10. Ke4 Rxgt 11.
Kf5 Kc6 12. Kf6 Rxgbt 13. Kxgb
Kd4 draw.

A. C. Miller
(iv.75)
= 4/6 Commend,
The Problemist 1974 5
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Wln 4+3

No. 2860: A. C. Miller. 1. a7/ Bd5t
/ii 2. Kxd5 Kbb/iii 3. Ke6/iv ScTt
4. Kd7/v Sa8 5. Ke8 Kxc5 6. Kb8
/vi Sb6 7. Kb7/vii Kb5 8. b4/viii
wins.

i) 1. Kb6? Sc7 2. a7 Sa8t 3. Kb7
Bd5t 4. c6 Kd5.

ii) 1. ... Bh5 2. Kb6. 1. ... Sf6 2.
Kc7 Sd5t 3. Kd6, or here, 2. ... Se8t
3. Kb6 Bd5 4. c6.

iii) 2. ... Sc7t 3. Kc6 Sa8 4. Kb7
wins.

iv) 3. b4? Sc7t 4. Kd6 Sa8 5. Kd7
Ka6 6. Kc6 Kxa7 7. b5 Sb6 draws,
or 5. ¢c6 Kb6 6. b5 Kxa7 7. ¢7 Kb7
8. Kd7 Sbé+.

v) 4. b4? or 4. c6? only draw, as
we have seen.

vi) 6. Kb7? Sb6 7. b4t Kb5, cf.
main line finale, while no better is

No. 2860

.
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7. Ke7 Kb5 (for ... Ka6; Kb8,
Sd7+;) 8. Kb7 K5 9. Kb8 Kcb 10.
b4 Sd7+ (Kb5? Kb7) 11. Kc8 Shé+.
vii) Not 7. b4{? because of 7. Kc6.
viii) This position of reciprocal
Zugzwang is, JRH points out, a
1967 Kakovin find: wKe6, wPa7,
wPb2; bKf2, bSb6, 1. Kf7 Ke3 2.
Ke8 Kd4 3. Kd8 Kc5 4. Ke7 Kbb
5. Kb7 Kc5 6. b3 Kb5 7. b4, The
composer also indicates two 1965
studies by himself, with related
ideas.

No. 2861 A. T. Motor

(ix.75)
= 4/6 Commend,
The Problemist, 1974-5
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Draw 3+4

No. 2861: A. T. Motor. 1, Kd6 Sd8
2. Kd7 Sb7 3. Kc6 Sa5t 4. Kb5 Sb3
5. Kb4/i Sd4 6. Kc5 Se6t 7. Kd6,
positional draw.

There are, of course, many K-S
“tours”, and JRH offers Gorgiev
(1971), No. 1894 in EG33, and
Kuznetsov and Motor, No. 1990 in
EG35. The present example is
highly economical, and shows the
tour “against” an aP.

No. 2862: P. Benko. Judge: J. Ban.
1. Be4t/i Kab5 2. b7 Rf8/ii 3. Bd3
Rg8/iii 4. b4t/iv Kad4 5. Be2t Ka3
6. b5 Rf8 7. Bdl Rg8 8. Bg4 Rb8/v
9. Kc6 Kb4 10. Be2 Re8 11. Kd7
Rf8 12. Ke7 wins.

i) 1. b7? Kxb7 2. Bd5t Kb8 3. Be4
a5 4. Bxa8 a4 draw,

420

No. 2862 P. Benko
1st Prize,

Magyar Sakkélet, 1975
. Award: vii.76
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4+3

ii) 2. ... Rh8 3. Be2. 2. ... Rb8 3.
Bb5 and 4. b4 mate.

iii) 3. ... a6 4. b4t Kad4 5. Bxab
wins.

iv) 4. Be2? Rgbt and ... Rb5. 4.
Bf5? Rb8 5. Bc8 a6. 4. Bed4? Kab
5. b4 Re8 6. Kc6 Re6t 7. Kc7 ReTt.
v) 8. ... Ka4 9. Bc8 Rgit 10. Kcd
Rxb5 11. Bd7.

No. 2863 E. Janosi
2nd Prize,
Magyar Sakkélet, 1975

%

S
.
N\

|

No. 2863: E. Janosi. 1. Kb3/i Kg7/ii
2. Ke3 Sel (Bf5; Be6) 3. Bced4/iii
Kxh8 4. Be2 Kg7 5. Kd2 Sg2 6. Bfl
Ki6 7. Ke2 Ke5 8. Kf2 Kd4 9. Kgl
Ke3 10. Kh2 Kf2 11. Bxg2, and 11.
... Bxg2 is stalemate, while 11. ...
Bce8 12. Bhl Bbl Bb7 13. Bg2 Bxf3
14. Bh4 is also a draw.

i) 1. Bb3? Sclt 2. Kb2 Sxb3 3.
Kxb3 Bg2. 1. Bc4? Se5 2. Kb3 Kg7
3. Kc3 Kxh8 4. Bd5 Kg7 5. Kd4



Kf6 6. Ke4 Sg6 7. Bc6 Kg5 wins.
ii) 1. ... Se5 2. Ke3 Sxf3 3. Bds.
iii) 3. Bd5? Kxh8 4. Kd4 Kg7 5.
Ke5 Sg2 6. Be4 Kgb 7. Ba6 Kh5 8.
Bfl Kg5 9. Kd4 Kh4 10. Ke5 Kg3
11. Ke4 Bf5t wins,

No. 2864 G. M. Kasparyan
3rd Prize,
Magyar Sakkélet, 1975

L el U
nw
1. T Al
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No. 2864: G. M. Kasparyan. 1 h7/i
2. Be6t/ii Kf8 3. Rxd4 Kg7 4. h8Q+t
Kxh8 5. Kf7 f4 6. Rd8t (Rxf4?
Qc2) 6. ... Kh7 7, Be4t Kh6 8. Rh8+
Kg5 9. Bf3 and 10. Rh5 mate threat
wins,

i) 1. Be61? Kf8 2. h7 Kg7 3. h8Qt
Kxh8 4. Kf7, and now, 4. ... Bd8?
5. Rfl, but 4, ... Bf2 wins.

ii) 2. Bxd4? Qb6+ 3. Rd6 Qe3ft
draw.

No. 2865 J. Lamoss

1 HM.
Magyar Sakkélet, 1975
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No. 2865: J. Lamoss, 1. g7 Bh7/i
2. Bd3/ii Bg8 3. Be4 Rxcd (Bxcd,;
b7) 4. b7 Rb4t 5. Kal Ra4t 6. Kb2
Rb4t 7. Kal Bh7 8. g8Qt Bxg8 9.
b8Qt Rxbg stalemate.

i) 1. ... Bd5 2. Bed Rxce4 3. b7 Rb4t
4. Kal Bg8 5. b8Qt Rxb8 stalemate.
ii) 2. Be4? Rxe4 3. g8Qt Bxg8 4.
b7 Rb4t 5. Kal Bb3 (h7).
JRH. The nearest appears to be V.
and M. Platov, (1911), No. 708 in
’1234°.

No. 2866 J. Lazar

(v.75)
2HM,,
Magyar Sakkélet, 1975
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Win 445
No. 2866: J. Lazar. 1. Ka5 (Kxb3?
Ke6) 1 ... Ke6 2. Kxa6 Bb8 3. Bb2

Ke7 4. Beb5t Kceb 5. Bxb8 b2 6. Beb
blQ 7. b8St Qxb8 8. Bxb8 wins.

No. 2867

V. A. Bron
(viii.75)

3HM,,
Magyar Sakkélet, 1975
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Win 548

No. 2867: V. A. Bron. 1. Ba2t Kxal
2. Bd5t Kb2 3. Rb3t+ Ka2 (Kal;
Kcl) 4. Rxe3t (Kcl? Rhilt) 4. ...
Kal 5. Ra3t Kb2 6 Rb3t Ka2 7.
Rxg3t Kb2 8. Rb3t Ka2 9. f6 Bxf6
(Bf8; Rb8t) 10, Rh3t wins,
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No. 2868 B. Sivak
(iv.75)
Commended
Magvar Sakkélet, 1975

U

Draw 3+4

No. 2868: B. Sivak. 1. Sd2 Rd1l 2.
Sxc4 (for Kxf5) 2. ... Rd4f 3. Ke5
/i Re4t (Rxc4; Bxf5) 4. Kd5 Kxd7
5. Sd6 Rf4 6. Ke5,

i) 3. Kxf5? Rxc4 4. Bb5 (e6) Rc5t.

No. 2869 I. Racz
(vi.75)
Commended
Magyar Sakkélet, 1975

7 el 7
& 7
77

Win 5+5

No. 2869: I, Racz, 1. a7/i Ral 2.
Rf6t Ke7 3. Bh4 Ke8 4. Kg8 Seb
5. c6 dc/ii 6. Rxe6t Kd7 7. ReTt
Kdé 8. Kf7,

i) 1. Rxf4? Rxel 2. Ra4 K{7.

ii) 5. ... Rglt 6 Bgs Rxgbt 7. Kh7
Sc7 8. edt Kd8 8. Rf8+, 5. ... Rxa7
6. cdt. 5. ... d4 6. Rf8f Sxf8 7. c7.

\

R

C>

AN

No. 2870: J. BRalazs. 1. ght Kxh3/i
2. e6 fe/ii 3 Sxe6 c6 4. Sd4 c5 5.
Sb3 c4 6. Sd2 c3 7. Se4 c2 8. Sf2}
Bxf2 stalemate.

No. 2870 J. Balazs
(x.75)
Commended
Magyar Sakkélet, 1975
2

. U 7 #a

7%

N

N

i 2 U Y
Draw 446
i) 1. ... Kg5 2. e6 Kf6 3. ef Kxf7

4. Kg2.
ii) 2. ... Bf6 3. ef ¢5 4. Seb c4 5. f8Q
Bxf8 6, Sxf8 ¢3 7. Se6 c2 8 Sf4t.

No. 2871 G. M. Kasparyan
(x.75)
Commended
Magyar Sakkélet, 1975

W%g%%%g%
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7 ZA V22
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Win 4+6

No. 2871: G. M. Kasparyan. 1. Qd8t
/i Kgb 2. Qd6+ Kh7 (Kf7; Rf8t) 3.
Rh8t+ Kxg7 4. Qf8t/ii Kg6 5. Rhét
/ili Kg5 6. Qf6t Kg4 7. Rh4t Kg3
8. Qf4t Kg2 9. Rh2t Kgl 10. Qg3t
Rg2 11 Rxg2t Rxg2 12. Qelt Kh2
13. Qxedt wins,

i) 1. Qf8+? Sf7. 1. Rf8+? Kxg7 2.
Rg8t Kf6.

ii) 4. Qh61? Kf7 5. Rf81 Ke7 6. Qf6t
Kd7 7. Rd8t Ke7 8. Qd6+ Kb7 9.
Rb8+ Ka7 10. Qc7+ Kaé 11. Ra8t
Kb5 12. Ra5t Kb4 13. Qc51 Kb3
and this 'thematic try’ fails,

iii) 5. Rg8+? Kh5 6, Qe8t Kh6,

AN
\
N

Z

N
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No. 2872 J. Lamos
(xi.75)
Commended
Magyar Sakkélet, 1975

y‘

//%%%
M//%/////

Draw 6+4

No. 2872; J. Lamoss. 1. Bf4 Bel 2.
Bel Bd2/i 3. Ba3 ¢1Q 4. Bxcl Bxcl
5. Sg6 (Sf7? Bf4) 5. ... c2 6. Sed
Bg51 7. Ke8 ¢l1Qt 8. Kb7 Kb4 (else
Sc6t1) 9. Sd3t+ Kxb3 10. Sxclt
draw,

i) 2.... Kb4 3. Sg6 Bd2 4. Se5 Bxcl
5. Sd3t.

No. 2873 J. Mugnos and
0. Carlsson
(x1.75)
Commended
Magyar Sakkélet, 1975

/ //, ///@/
m//// /
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Win 549

No. 2873: J. Mugnos and C. Carls-
son (Argentina). 1. Bxg3t Ke4 2.
Kgb g6/1 3. Bf4/ii blQ 4. Bf7 Qb6
5. Rdl (for Bd5 mate) 5. ... Qc6
6. Bb3 Sb2 7. Be2t.

i) Threatened was 3. Bh7¢, or 3.
Bf4 first. 2. ... Ke3 3. Bf4t Kf2 4.
Ba2 Kxg2 5. Kg4 Kf2 6. Bbl Kel
7. Kf3 a2 8. Bg3t Kf1 9. Rh8 wins.
ii) 3. Bh7? Ke3 4. Bxg6 a2 wins.

\\‘

No. 2874 A. Kakovin and

A. Motor
Prize, Biuletyn (Katowice),
197
Award 1975

\

//
I%x// % //

Draw + 6

No. 2874: A. Kakovin and A. Motor.
This bulletin is another local
Polish production. Judge: S. Lim-
bach. 1. e7/i Bxe7 2. fe Ralt 3.
Kxb3/ii Ra3t/iii 4. Kxald Sc4t 5.
Kb4 Sd6 6. Keb Se8 7. Kd5 Sg7 8.
Ke5 (Kd6? Kc8) 8. ... Ke8 9. Kd6
Se8t 10, Ke6 Sg7 11. Kd6 draw.

i) 1. Kxa3? Sc2t 2. Ka4 Ralt 3. K-
Sd4t,

ii) Not 3. Kb5? Rabt.

iii) 3. ... Rblt 4. Ka2 Rb2+t 5. Kal.
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No. 2875 G. Nadareishvili
1st Prize,
Gazeta Czentochowska, 1975
Award: 3.viii.76
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Draw 6+4

No. 2875: G. Nadareishvili. Judge:
S. Limbach. 1. Be6t Kc3 2. Ba2 Bf8
3. Bbl Bg7 4. h6 Bxh6 5. g7 Bxg7
6. Ka3 5 7. Ka2 f3 8. f8Q Bxf8
stalemate.
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J. Sevcelk
2nd Prize,
Gazeta Czentochowska, 1975

No. 2876

%/A?//// 8%/4%/ 7
/,///// ///5,%// //,//
Draw T

No. 2876: J. Sevcik. 1. ¢7/i Rec4 2.
c8Q Rxc8 3. Bxc8 d2 4. Bf5 d1Q 5.
Bf8+ and this wB gives an almost
standard perpetual check from the
a3-f8 diagonal.

i) 1. Bf3? d2 2. Bc2 Rc4.

There were 3 H.M.’s and 4 Com-
mendeds in the award.

JRH. The perpetual check is well
known, Rinck (1904), No. 864 in
T100, but the introductory play
seems new.

No. 2877 A. Maksimovskikh
1st Prize,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
Award 29.v.76
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Draw
No. 2877: A. Maksimovskikh, who
dedicates his piece to Composition
Grandmasters Korolkov and Bron.
1. Re8+/i Kh7 2. Re7t Kh6 3. Reb6t
Kh5 4, Rc5t Kh4 5. Re4t Kh3 6.
Re3+ Rd3 7. Rh2t Kg3 8. Rg2t Kf3
9. Rf2+ Ke3 10. Re2t Kd4 11. Re4t
Kd5. “Now wR's exchange roles.”
12. Rc5t+ Kd6 13. Re6+ Kd't 14. Re7t
Kd8 15. Rc8t Kd7 16. RcT7t, posi-
tional draw.

i) 1. Rh2t? Kg8 2. Rg2t Kf8 3. Rf2t
Ke8 4, Re2t Kd8 5. Rc8t Kd7 6.
Re7t Kd6 7. Re6t Kd5 8. Re5t Kd4
9. Re4t Kd3 and Bl wins, “a beau-
tiful thematic try.”

This was the 3rd study tourney of
“Molodoi Leninets”. Judge was V.
Dolgov, who had no fewer than
136 entries to examine (from 87
composers, all from the USSR, as
the tourney was not international).
“With his R’s ploughing furrows
north-south and east-west the
composer has managed to put on
view a pearl of the first magni-
tude.”

No. 2878 A. G. Kopnin
= 2/3rd Prize,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2878: A. G. Kopnin. 1. Sf51 Kf2
2. Sg3 Kg2 3. Ra8 Pd4/i 4. Ra2t
Kgl 5. Ra4 Bb6 6. Ralt Kg2 7. Ra2t
Kgl 8. Se2t Kfl 9, Sf4 Bf2 10. Ralt
Bel 11. Sh5. “This is what it’s all
about!” 11. ... Kg2 12. Ra2f Kgl
13. Sg3 Be3 14. Re2/ii Bd4 15. Se2+t
Kf1l 16, Sf4 Bf2 17. Reclt Bel 18.
Sh5 Kg2 19. Rc2f Bf2 20. Sg3 g5
21. Ra2 (b2) Kgl 22 Kf3 g4t 23.
Kxg4, wins, “having repeated for
the 3rd time the wonderful S-
manoeuvre shown in note (i), A
very tough miniature.”
1) 3. ... Bf2 4. Ra2 g5 5. Re2 Kgl
6. Kf3 g4t 7. Kxg4 Bd4 8. Se2t Kf1
9. Sf4 Rf2 10. Rcltf Bel 11. Shj
Kg2 12, Re2t Bf2 13. Sg3 Kgl 14.
KIf3.
“In this line we dimly discern the
composer’s design for a win: it is
necessary for wR to reach ¢2 with-

%
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out loss of a tempo, and for this
purpose the unique method is this
wS manoeuvre.”

JRH: Cf. Brieger (1965), EG3.78.

No. 2879 E. Pogosjants
= 2/3rd Prize,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2879: E. Pogosjants. Draws
with the material are associated
with the composers Rinck and
Belenky. 1. Ke4 Bg2t 2. Kf5 Bh4
3. Rd1 Sc2 4. Rgl Se3t 5. Kf4 Be7
6. Rel Sd5t+ 7. Kg3 Bb4. “It looks
as if W's resources are at an end,
but there follows a wonderful wR
manoeuvre, the result of which is
a positional equilibrium.” 8. Re8t
Kf7 9. Re2 Bhl 10, Kh2 Bf3 11. Rf2
Bd6t 12. Kh3 Sf4t 13. Kh4/i Sg2t
14. Kh3 Sf4t 15. Kh4 Sg6t 16. Kh3
Sf4+ 17. Kh4.

i) 13. Kg3? Bh5 14. Rxf4t Kgé.
“The play is highly dramatic and
abounds in niceties.”

No. 2880 V. Kozirev

1. HM.,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2880: V. Kozirev. 1. Bal Be3t
2. Kb5 Bd4 3. Bxd4 d2 4. h8Q d1Q
5. Qc8t Kbl 6. Qe3 Qe2t 7. Kab f4
8. Be5 Qa2t 9. Kb4 3 10. Qelt Ke2
11. Qe4t Kd1 12. Be3 Qf2 13. Kb3.
«“Another first class study, both
artistic and analytical, in the cour-
se of whose solution we encounter
a whole series of precise manoeu-
vres in the style of Rinck.”

No. 2881 V. Yakimchik

2HM,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2881. V. Yakimchik. 1. e7 b1Q%}
2. Kg2 Qc2t 3. Kg3 Qxd3t 4. Kh4
Sgb6t+ 5. Rxg6t Kh7 6. Rg71/i Kh6
7. Rh7+ QxhT7 8. e8R. Bl is in Zug-
zwang. 8. ... Qf5 9. Rh8t.

i) 6. Rh6+? Kxh6 7. e8R Qh7, and
W is in Zugzwang.

“Reciprocal Zugzwang alongside
R-promotion — very attractive
and novel.”

b

No. 2882 Y. Bazlov

Young Lenin .(K.\:lrgan) 1976
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No. 2882: Y. Bazlov, 1. Rf6t Kgb
(Kg7; fRf8) 2. Rg8f Kh5 3. Rh8+t
Kg5 4. fRf8 Rg7 5. Rf5f Kg6 6.
fRh5 Rg8/i 7. R6h6+ Kg7 8. R8h17t
Kf8 9. Rf6t Ke8 10. Ra7 Kd8 11.
fRf7 R4g6t 12. Kd5 wins.

i) 6, Rc7 7. R8h61 Kg7 8. Kf5,
winning bR this time on the rank,
contrasting nicely with the win on
the file after 1. ... Kg7 2. fRf8.
“A 4R-endgame with interesting
and precise play.”

No. 2883 F. Aitov

M.,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976

By
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Win 4+3

No. 2883: F. Aitov. 1. d7 Rxedt 2.
Kd3 Rd4t 3. Kxd4 Sf8 4. d8S Sh7
5. Keb5 Sgb 6. Kf4 Sh3t 7. Ke3 Kdl
8. Bd7 Sgl 9. Kf2 Se2 10. Bg4. “2
bR sacrifices, promotion to wS,
and domination — taken together,
these produce an agreeable im-
pression.”

JRH: After the opening phase, the
process of wS underpromotion to
avoid bS forking wK and W pro-
moted piece and then dominating
bS is well known, though not in
this precise form. Havasi (1923),
No. 332 in ’1234".

No. 2884: B. Sidorov. 1. Baj Kxa5
2. b4t Kab 3. b5t Ka5 4. b6 d2 5.
b7 d1Q 6. b8Q draw. “An economi-
cal and original 'Excelsior’.”

No. 2884 B. Sidorov

5 HM,,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2885

A. Kuryatnikov
Young Lemn (Kurgan) 1976
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No. 2885: A. Kuryatnikov. 1. Rh2
Sxe3d 2. Rxd2t Kecl/i 3. Rf2 Sc2t
4. Kc3 Sel 5. Ra2 Rb8 6. Ralt Rbl
7. Ra2 Kd1 8. Rd2t Kcl 9. Ra2 Sg2
10. Rf2 Sel 11. Ra2, positional
draw.
i) 2. ... Sc21 3. Kd3 Rcl 4. Ke4 Rfl
5. Kd3.

“A pity that the finale is some-
what mechanical.”

No. 2886: E. Pogosjants. 1. Sb2t
Kh8 2. Qe3 Kh7. Now we have the
first wQ staircase. 3-8. Qf6 Bxb2
9. Qxb2 Kh7. Here follows the
second. 10-17. Qf6 al@ 18. Qxal
Kh7. And a third. 19-28. Qf6 Kh7
29. Qh6 mate. “A highly successful
mechanism through which the
composer sets up a 3-fold ladder.”
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No. 2886 E. Pogosjants
Special Hon. Mention,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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3+5

JRH identifies the identical ma-
trix, but with only 2 ladder-ascen-
sions (because the bB-sac line is
missing) in Dobrescu (1950), No.
271 in Compozitia Sahista in Ro-
mania (1973).

No. 2887 V. Evreinov

Commended,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2887: V. Evreinov. 1. Scl g3t 2.
Kh3 g2 3. Sxe2 Kxe2 4, Sd4t+ Kf2
5. Sf3 Kxf3 6. a7 Kf2 7. a8Q glSt
8. Kh2 Bxa8 stalemate. “A rare
conjunction of stalemate and S-
promotion.”

No. 2888: V. Kalandadze. 1. Se2 h2
2.8g3 ¢33.h6c2 4. h7hlQ 5. Sxhl
clQ 6. h8R wins, but not 6. h8Q?
Qxhl 7. Qg8 Qg2 8. Qf8 Qf3 9. Qe8
Qe4 10. Qd8 Qd5, drawn, “a try

that is an effective adornment to
the study.”

No. 2888 V. Kalandadze

Commended,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2889 L. Katsnelson

Commended,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2889: L. Katsnelson. 1. a7 Sa8
2. Kb7 Kd7 3. Kxa8 Sa6 4. Kb7 Sc5¢
5. Kb8 Sa6t 6. Ka8 Kd6 7. Kb7/i
Sc51 8. Ke8 Sd7 9. b7.

i) 7. b7? Kc6 8. b8St Kc7 9. Sxab
Kc8.

“A reciprocal Zugzwang expressed
economically and elegantly.”

No. 2890: V. Kovalenko. 1. b5 cb
2. cb Kf3 3. ¢4 Ke3d 4. c5 be 5. b6
c4 6. b7 c3 7. b8Q €2 8. Qh2 wins.
“The best P-ending in the tour-
ney.”
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No. 2890

V. Kovalenko
Commended,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2891 G. Nadareishvili
Commended,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2891: G. Nadareishvili. 1. Bg2

Draw
Sg4t 2. Kg3 S£51 3. Kh3 Sf21 4. Kh2
Se4 5. Bh3 Sdé 6. Bg2 Sb7 7. Bh3
Sdé6 8. Bg2 Se4 9. Bh3 Sg3 10. Bg2,
positional draw. “Very pointed and
beautiful.”
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No. 2892 E. Pogosjants

Commended,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2892: E. Pogosjants. 1. Sc5 e3
2. Bxe3 Khlt 3. Bf2 Bh4 4. Se4
Bxf2 5. Kfl Bh4 6. Sg3t+ Bxg3
stalemate. “Ultra-sharp solution.”

No. 2893 S. Sakharov
Specially Commended,
Young Lenin (Kurgan), 1976
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No. 2893: S. Sakharov. 1. Sb3t Sxb3
2. Ra7f Kbl 3. Bf5t Kecl 4. Re7t
Kdl 5. Bg4t Kel 6. Re7t Kf1 7.
Ph3t Kgl 8. Rg7f Khl 9. Bg2f
Kgl 10. Bd5t Kf1 11. Be4t Kel 12.
Re7t Kd1 13. Bxb3t Kel 14. ReTy
Kbl 15. Be2t Kcl 16. Bf5+ Kd1 17.
Bg4t Kel 18. Re7t Kfl 19. Bh3t
Kg1l 20. Rg7t Khl 21. Bd7 f1Q 22.
Bc6t Qg2 23. Rxg2 wins. “A third
cycle is happily added to the two
known from a study by Zakhodya-
kin.”

JRH identifier the Zakhodyakin as
No. 619 in ’2500°.

No. 2894 V. A. Bron
Troitzky Memorial Tourney,
1976

Award: Young Lenin
(Penza), 24.vii.76
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No. 2894: V. A. Bron. Judge of this
’All-Union’ tourney was A, Maksi-
movskikh, who had 115 entries by
75 composers to examine. 1. ¢6/i
Sxc6/ii 2. Sxe6t/iii Kf7 3. d8St/iv
Sxd8 4. Sxd8t Bxd8 5. Kb3 Bf6/v
6. 5 Bxe5 7. Bb2 Bd6 8. Ba3 Be5
9. Bb2 Bf4 (Bd6; Ba3) 10. Bh8 Kg8
11. Bf6 Kf7 12. Bh8 Kg8 13. Bf6
draw,

i) 1. Sxe61? Sxe6 2. c6 Kf7 3. Kb5
Bxe4 4. Kb6 Bxc6 5. BxeT Bxd7
and B 1wins.

ii) 1. ... Be2t 2. Kb5 Sxc6 3. Sxe6t
Kf7 4. Kxc6 Kxe6 5. Bxe7 Kxe7
6. Kxc7 is clearly not a winning
line for BI.

iii) 2. d8Qft? Sxd8 3. Bxe7 KxeT 4.
Kb3 Bxe4 5. Kxa2 Bg6.

iv) 3. Bxe7? KxeT 4. d8Qt Sxd8 5.
Sxd8 looks good, but 5. ... Bxe4 6.
Ka3 Scl 7. Kb2 Se2 wins.

v) The study’s point is here. Con-
sider 5. Bb2? Bg5 6. Bh8 Kg8 7.
Bd4/vi Ecl 8. Kb2 Se2 9. Kxbl
Sxd4.

vi) 7. Be5 Scl 8. Kb2 Sd3t 9. Kxbl
Sxe5. Now W’s actual 6th move is
explained.

No. 2895 D. Gurgenidze

and V. Kalandadze
2nd Prize,
Troitzky Memorial Tourney,

1976
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No. 2895: D. Gurgenidze and V.
Kalandadze. 1. Rf8+ Ka7 2. Rf7+
Kbg8 3. a7+ Ka8 4. Ka6/i Rxadt 5.
Kb6 Rb3t 6. Ka6 Rb8 7. abQt Kxb8
8. Rb7t+/ii Ke8 9. Rb5 clR 10. Rf5

429

Re4 11. Kb5 Rd4 12. Kc6 Re4t 13.
Kb5 Rd4 14. Kc6 Rcdf 15. Kbs.

i) 4. Kb6? Rblft 5. Ka6 Rb3.

ii) 8. Rf8+? Ke7 9. Rf5 Kd6 10.
Ri6t Kd4.

No. 2896 V. Kozyrev

3rd Prize,
Troitzky Memorial Tourney,
1976

EE Ty
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N\
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»

646

No. 2896: V. Kozyrev. 1. b7 Kd7/i
2. b8Q/ii Bgl 3. d6 Bb6/iii 4. Qxb6
cb 5. Kb8 Bb7 6. ab h2 7. a8B Rxb5
/iv 8. Ka7 Ra5t 9. Kxb6 hlQ 10.
b8St+ Kxd6 11. Bxhl.

i) 1. ... Bxb7 2. ab ¢5 3. dc Bd6 4.
b6 h2 5, ¢7 h1lQ 6. ¢c8Qf KeT7 7. ebt
Kxe6 stalemate.

ii) 2. b6? cb 3. d6 Rc5 4. b8Q Bxab
5. Qc7t Ke6 6. Kb8 Rxc7 7. de
Bxc7t, 8. ... Bb7 and 9. ... h2.

iii) 3. ... cd 4. b6 Bxa6 5. Qc7t Keb
6. Kbg and 7. a8Q.

iv) 7. ... Ke6 8. d7 Kxd7 stalemate,

Draw

No. 2897 T. Gorgiev

Special Prize,
Troitzky Memorial Tourney,

1976
o
o HeEd
B E EAE
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Draw 444
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No. 2897: T. Gorgiev. 1. Sf2/i Sxf2
2, Kh6 h2 3. Kg5 h1Q 4. Rxhl Sxhl.
Now, of course, we have the
'Troitzky’ ending. A centre-P on
5th, blocked by S, loses — that is
the theory. 5. d4/ii and two varia-
tions: 5. ... hSg3 6. d5 Se4t 7. Kf5
Sd6t+ 8, Ke5 Ke7 stalemate. 5. ...
Sc3 6. d5 Se4t 7. Kf4 Sd6, and now
dP is correctly blocked, but 8. Kf3
either wins bShl or allows WP to
advance.

i) Frees the first rank (for wR),
gains time by attaking hP, and
ensures escape of wK.

ii) 5. Kg4? Sd4 6. Kf4 Kf6 7. Ke4
Sf5 8. d4 Slg3t 9. Kf4 Se2(h5)t
wins.

No. 2898 L. Mitrofanov

M.,
Troitzky Memorial Tourney,
1976
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Win 6+10

No. 2898: L. Mitrofanov. 1. Re7
(Sc5? Qc2) 1. ... Qh5t 2. Scb Bxed
(Qxc5t; Ka6t) 3. Re8f Rxe8 4.
Ka6t Bb6 5. Qxb6t cb 6. Kxb6 Ka8
7. ¢7 Qad5t 8. Kxa5 Kb7 9. deQ Kxc7
10. Qe7t Kc6 11. Qxeb6f Kb7 12.
Qed4t Kc8 13. g4t Kds 14. Qg8+t
Ke7 15. Qg7 K- 16. Qxh6.

No. 2899: S. Tikhy. 1. Sf81 Rxf8 2.
g6t Khg 3. g7t Kh7 4, gf St Kh8 5.
Sg6t Kh7 6. £8St+ Kg8 7. h7t KI7
8. Se5t Kxf8/1 9. h8Qt Qg8 10. Qf6+
Ke8 11. Qec6t Kf8 12. Qcb5t Ke8 13.
Qb5+ Kf8 14. Qb8+ Kg7 15. QxcTt

Kf6 16. Sg4t Ke6 17. Qc4t and 18.
Qxg8s,

i) 8. ... Kg7 9. Sxc4 with the threat
of 10, Se5 and 11. Sg6 and 12. h8Q.

No. 2899 S. Tikhy

2HM,
Troitzky Memoridl Tourney,
197

No. 2900 A. Kopnin

3 H.M..
Troitzky Memorial Tourney,
1 6

No. 2900: A. Kopnin. 1. Ke5 S471/i
2. Kd6é and two alternatives: 2. ...
Sbé 3. Sc3t Ka5 4. Rgbt Kab 5. K7
Sa8t/ii 6. Kb8 Sb6 7. Rgé Ka5 8.
Kb7, 2. ... Sb8 3. Sc3t Ka5 4. Rgbt
Ka6 5. Rb5 Sc6 6. Kc7 Ka7 7. Rb6
Ka8 8. Rb7.

i) 1. ... Sd3t 2. Kd6 Sh7 3. Sc3t
K-5 4. Se4 Sf8 5. Rg8 Sh7 6. Rha.
1. ... Sc6t 2. Kd6 Sb8 3. Sc3t Kab
4. Rf4 bSd7 5. Kc6 Sebt 6. Kb7
wins.

ii) 5. ... Ka7 6. Ra5t Sa6t 7. Kcé6
and 8. Sbb.
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No. 2901 E. Asaba

Troitzky Mem;)rilél Tourney,
1976

7 %,7 7
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\\\\

7
Draw

2+3

No.2901: E, Asaba. 1. Kg2 Se3f 2.
Kh3/i Sf5 3. Kg4 Ke4 4. h3 Keb
5. Kgb Ke6 6. Kg4/ii Kf6 7. Kh5
Kg7 8. Kg5. “Positional draw with
5 men!”

i) 2. Kf3? Kd3 3. h3 Kd2 4. Kf2
Sc4 5. Kf3 Se5t 6. Kf4 Sgbt 7. Kgb
Ke3 8. Kxg6 Kf4 9. f6 Kg3,

il) 6. Kg6? Sed 7. Kg5 Sg2 8. Kg4
Ke5 9, Kf3 Sf4 10. Kg4 Sgb 11. Kgb
Ke4.

JRH: Cf. Akerblom (1962) in
PROBLEM, No. 123. Proskurowski
(1964), EG14.693. Vandiest (1969),
EG17.p16F.

No. 2902 E. Pogosjants
HM

Troitzky Memorial Tourney,
1976
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el 1T T
72 7 U T
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Draw 243

No. 2902: E. Pogosjants. 1. b6 Sc6+
2. Ka6 Kc4 3. Kb7/i Kb5 4. Ka8
Kxb6 stalemate.

i) 3. b7? Kd5 4. Kb6 Kd6, but not
3. ... Keb5? 4. b8Q Sxb8 5. Ka5 B-
stalemate.
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No. 2903 S. Rumyantsev
M

Troitzky Memorial Tourney,

R B R
o W OE
7%¢/ A &
' %3/3

7. ,
/ / %/%,
7 7 | % %
Draw 643

No.2903: S. Rumyantsev. 1. Kgb6t
Kg8 2. £7f Kf8 3. Rh8t Qxh8 4, f6
h3 5. 5. bQ is in zugzwang. If 5. ...
Qh4, W is stalemated, while if 5. ...
Qxf61 6. Kxf6, it is Bl’s turn.
JRH: Was this inspired by Pogo-
sjants (1974), EG43.2488?

No. 2904 I. Kovalenko
Commended

Troitzky Memorial Tourney,
1976
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Win 548

No. 2904. I. Kovalenko. 1. Scbt
Ke5/i 2. Sxd3t Kd4 3. Sb2 Kec3 4.
Sd1l Ke2 5. Bxc6 Kxdl 6. Bxb5 Kel
7. Ba4 Kxf2 8. Bdl h5t 9. Kxf4 h4
10. Kg4 h3 11. Kxh3 wins,

i) 1. ... Kd5 2. Se4 Kxe4 3. Bxc6t
Kd4 4. Bxf3 Ke3 5. Kxf4 Kc2 6.
Ke3,



No. 2905 V. Evreinov and
G. Polin

Commended
Troitzky Me;rg\glé'ial Yourney,

E E B E
EE M WA
E W ED
“E_maN B
v o Tdle

% %/ % %y %
Y U Y Y
Win 4+5

No. 2905: V. Evreinov and G. Polin.
1. Sf4t Kh4 2. gh Rh5 3. Sxh5 Sgb+
4. Kg2. “This ending is known.”
4. ... Sxh75. Rf5 g6 6, Rfl gh 7. Rf7
Sg5 8. Rf4 mate.

JRH fails to locate an anticipation.

No. 2906 Y. Akobya
Commended
Troitzky Memorial Tourney,

6
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Draw 446

No. 2906: Y. Akobya. Yet another
composer who lives in Thilisi! 1.
Sd6é+ Kd3 2. Sf7 Kc4 3. Re8t Kd3
4. Rd8 Kc4 5. Re8t Kb3 6. Rb8t
Ka2 7. Ra8t Kbl 8. Rb81 Kc2 9.
Re8 Kd3 10. Rd8 d4 11. Sxe5t Sxeb
12. Rxd4t Kxd4 13. Sf3t+ Sxf3
stalemate,

No. 2907 V. Kichigin
Commended
Troitzky Memorial Tourney,
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No. 2907: V. Kichigin. 1. Bh3 hlB
(h1Q; Bg2t) 2. Bfl Kd6 3. Bxc4
Bd5 4. Bd3 Kc6 5. Bg6é Kbb 6. Be8t
Ka5 7. Bd7 Kb6 8. Be8 Kc7 9. Bgb
Kdé 10. Bh7 Ke5 11. Bg6 Kf4 12.
Bh7 Ke3 13. Bg6 Ke2 14. Bh5t
draw.

No. 2908 S. Rumyantsev
Commended
Troitzky Memorial Tourney,
1976

B om e s
Win 445
No. 2908: S. Rumyantsev. 1. hg Se4
2. Rxe3 Sf2t 3. Kgl h2{ 4. Kxf2

hi@ 5. Rel Qh2 6. Re4 Kg5 7. Rh4
wins the P-ending,
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No. 2909: N. Svetukhin. 1, Sf3 Kxf3
2. Sb6 b2 3. Sc4 Ke4 4. Sxb2 Kdb
5. Kd7 Keb 6. Kc7 Kb5 7. Sc4 Kab
8. Kc6 f4 9. Ke5 £3 10. Kb4 £2 11.
Se3 Ka7 12. Kb5 b7 13. a6t a7 14.
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Ka5 Ka8 15, Kb6 Kb8 16. a7+ Ka8
17. Sd5 f1Q 18. Sc7 mate.

JRH: Apart from initial wS offer,
this is well known. Havasi (1918),
No. 18 in ’1234’, or Reichhelm
(1905), No. 76 in American Chess

Art.

No. 2909 N. Svetukhin
Commended
Troitzky Memorial Tourney,

76

/ / @ 0
% 7// //%l//
Win +3
No. 2910 J. Fritz

1st Prize,
Czech Tourney
('Liberation’), 1973
Award booklet: 1976

"///%/ %? %’QI/‘—
08 1
;/x/,/ i

% /&%’%
Draw 3

+5

No. 2910: J. Fritz. There were 42
entries in this section, judged by
M. Sindelar, whose award is dated
Christmas Day, 1975. 1. Kc2 Khé
2. Ba2 blQt 3. Kxbl Sc3t 4. Kb2
Sxa2 5, Sf7+ Kh5(h7) 6. Sd8 Sb4
;. Kb3 c5 8. Se6 Sd3 9. Sc7 Sbh4 10.
e6,

\\&\\\‘

No. 2911 G. Nadareishvili
2nd Prize,
Czech Tourney

(’Liberation’), 1973
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L, el
AE H W G
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%h% x
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Draw 446

No. 2911: G. Nadareishvili. 1. g6+
Kg8 2. g7 Bd3 3. Bc2 Sb2 4. Bb3t
Be4 5. Be2 Bd3 6. Bb3t Sc4 7. Be2
Se5 8. Bb3t Bc4 9, Be2 SfT7t 10.
Kg6 Sh8t 11. Kh6 Sf7+ 12. Kg6
Se5t 13. Kh6 Bd3 14. Bb3t Sc4 15.
Bc2 Sb2 16. Bb3t.

No. 2912 B. Sivak
3rd Prize,
Czech Tourney
(’Liberation’), 1973
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Win 445

No.2912: B. Sivak. 1. Sh3 Be6 2.
Sg5 Bd5/i 3. Sh7 Bf7 4. Sf6 Bgé
5. Kf1 wins,

i) 2. ... Bf5 3. Sf7 Be6 4. Sd6 Bf5
5. Sc4 Bh3 6. Sd2 Bg2 7. Sb3 Bh3
8. Sd4 Bg4 9. Sxc6 Bd7 10. Sd4
Pg4 11. c6 wins,

JRH: A well known maneuvre, cf.
Galitzky (1906),No. 1087 in Cheron
II.
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No. 2913 G. M. Kasparyan
4th Prize,
Czech Tourney
(’Liberation’), 1973
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No. 2913: G, M. Kasparyan. 1. Bg2
Se3t 2. Kg5 KeT7 3. d8Qt Kxd8 4.
Kf6 Ke8 5. Be4 Kf8 6. Bf3 Sxf3
stalemate.

No. 2914 J. Fritz
1HM

Czech Tou}ney
('Liberation’), 1973
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Win 4+é

No. 2914: J. Fritz. 1. Sf61 Kf7 2.
Sxg8 Sc5t 3. Kb5 Se4 4. Sh6+ Kgé6
5. Sg4 Kg5 6. f3 Sd2 7. Se5 Sfl
8. Sf7t Kf6 9. Bf4 Kxf7 10. Kc4
wins.
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No. 2915: E. Janosi. 1. Keb5 Kb7 2.
Bc4 g2 3. Ba6t Kxa6 4, Kxc6 Kab
5. Sd6 Ka4 6. Sxe4 Kb3 7. Sd2t
and 8, Sf3.

No. 2916. L. Sedlak. 1. Kd2 Kd7 2.
e4 fe 3. Ke3 Kc6 4. Kb4 e3 5. Kab
Ke7 6. Kb5 Kd6 7. Kb6 Kd7 8. Kcb
Ke6 9. Kc6 wins.

No. 2915 E. Janosi
2HM

Czech 'f‘otfrney
('Liberation’), 1973
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No. 2916 L. Sedlak
3 H.M,

Czech Tourney
('Liberation’), 1973

B EE
W E e
B E
B EAEAE
‘.
B &R EA
‘B EAE B
v w B P

Win 545

No. 2917 D. Gurgenidze
4 HM

Czech 'i‘ot'x'rney
(’Liberation’), 1973
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(65 %,% 7
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Draw 8+'l

No. 2917: D. Gurgenidze. 1. f7 Rg3t
2. Be3 Rxe3t 3. Ka4 Ra3t 4. Kb5
Ra5+ 5. ba Bh6 6. a4 Ke6 7. £8Q
Pxf8 stalemate.
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No. 2918 B. Sivak No. 2920 L. Kopac

1 Commend, 3 Commend,
Czech Tourney Czech Tourney
('Liberation’), 1973 ('Liberation’), 1973

E & oW
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o B ,// 7

7
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2B D

2.

\

\

o W W

% %,/ %, %_%,%

Draw 2+4 Win 7+5
No.2918: B, Sivak. 1. Kd3 Ke7 2. No. 2921 B. Sivak
Kc4 Kd7 3. Kd3 Kd6 4, Kxd4 £6 C4 C}‘l"",}me“d-

5. Ke4 £4 6. Kd4 £5 7. Ked £3 8. Kd3 CLiberation . 1973
f4 9. Kd2 Kxd5 10. Kel Kd4 11. —-————/—-—-—
Kf2(f1) Ked 12. Kfl Ke3 13. Kel 7 % % //
2 14. Kf1 Kf3 stalemate. %% %
JRH: Cf. Aloni (1959), No. 395 in 7
1357 /// // %
//// i' >, ///47
No. 2919 B. Sivak Y /% -~ %"'/
C2 anrlrmend. % % ‘ %
zec rne .
(‘Liberation’), 1873 % %& %@ 0
——————-——,—— w
7 & & “crs 7
Draw

7 /V%gﬁa
7.7 AT
L%,,,% %

No. 2921: B. Sivak. 1. Sb3t+ Kxbl
2. Sxc5 ed 3. Se4 d1Q 4. Sc3t Kcl
5. Sxd1 de 6. Sb2 elQ 7. Sd3t. “3
consecutive forks of bQ’s by wS.”

No. 2922 E. Dobrescu
1st Prize,
Romanian Tourney
('Liberation’), 1974
Award: Revista de Sah xii.75

0 ,

Draw 7+6 - Version
7 7
No. 2919: B. Sivak. 1. Bg8 Be2 2. ) Z/ ! /, 0
Bd5 Bd3 3. Be6 Bbl 4. Be8 Ba2 5. 7. 7 7 A
Ba6 Bb3 6. Bb5 Bdl 7. Be6 Be2 8. B Y v Q 7
Bd7 Bxg6 9. Bf5 Bf7 10. Be6 Be8 ., /%W/////
1L Bd7 BbS 12 fBI%; Bxgd 13, fg 13 %/j%%%%/ R
. g5 . g stalemate, ’ Y *//
7 N
X0 U
_ 1 0
No. 2920: L, Kopac. 1. Pg3 elQ 2. % / % ‘
Bxel Bxc4 3. Sc5t Kc6 4. Sf6 Kxc5 7 Y 7 vl
Win

5. d4t Kxd4 6. Bf2 mate. 3+4
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No. 2922. E. Dobrescu. The judge,
P. Joitsa, appears to have applied
a points system to this formal
tourney, awarding out of 10 for
each of (i) Originality, (ii) Artistic
impression, and (iii) Difficulty; he
then computed: (3x0) + (2xA)
+ D and this gave him the final
award. We reproduce the ’score’ of
each of the 14 finally honoured
studies, This is the final award.
1. Qg3 Bdilt 2. Ke3 Re2t 3. Kd3
Rg2 4. Qelt Rgl 5. Qf2 Bb3 6. Kc3
Bd5 7. Kd4 Bce6 8. h8Qt Sxhg 9.
Qh4t Kg2 10. Ke3 Be8 11. Qxh8
Bg6 12. Qh4 Bb1 13. Qg5 Kh2 14.
Qh5t Kg3 15. Qf3t Kh2 16. Kf2
wins. (10,8,10:56).

No. 2923 Y Bazlov
2nd Prize,
Romanian Tourney

(’Liberation’), 1974
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No.2923: Y, Bazlov. 1. Re6f Kh8
2. Bxf2 Be3 3. Bd3 Rh6 4. Bxe3
Rf6+ 5. Ke7 Rxc6 6. Kd7 Rf6 7. Bd4
Kg7 8. Ke7 wins. (7,10,8:49).
JRH: The domination after move
4 is known from Rinck (1914) and
Herbstman (1929), No. 732 and 880
in "1234’.

No. 2924: H. Aloni. 1. Re2 Bglt 2.
Kc6 g6 3. Red Kg7 4. Kd6 Bb6 5.
Ke6 Ba5 6. Rc4 Bd8 7. Re5 Bb6 8.
Rd5 Be3 9. RA7t+ Kg8 10. Kf6. (8,
6,8:44)

JRH: As a matter of interest, K.
Becker (Australia) had a series of
related studies in BCM 1940 and
1941, none of which illustrate the

point in the present study, but
rather the modus operandi of Em.
Lasker (Chéron I, 490). Chéron al-
so treats very fully the case with
aP’s.

No. 2924 H. Aloni

3rd Prize,
Romanian Tourney
('Liberation’), 1974
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3+3

No. 2925 1. Vandecasteele
4th Prize,
Romanian Tourney

('Liberation’), 1974

X B mOEA

g v 7 U
346

No. 2925: I. Vandecasteele. 1. Kf5
Kc6 2. Ba3 Kd7 3. Kgb Ke6 4. Sd8+t
Kd7 5. Sb7 Kc6 6. Sxad5t Kb 7.
Sb7 Ke6 8. Sd8t Kd7 9. Sf7 Keb
10. Bb4 a5 11. Ba3 a6 12. Sd8+ Kd7
13. Sb7 Kc6 14. Sxa5 Kb5 15. Sb7
Kc6 16. Sd8 Kd7 17. Sf7 Ke6 18.
Bb4 a3 19. Bxa3 a5 20. Sd8+ Kd7
21. Sb7 Kcb6 22, Sxab Kb5 23. Sb7
Kc6 24. Sd8+ Kd7 25. Sf7 Ke6 26.
Bb4 Sf6 27. Sgbt and Be3f wins.
(17,8,6:43)

JRH: The manoeuvre to capture
bS is shown in Bron (1929), No. 12
in his collection, but the fore-play
with its ingenious repetition seems
to be quite new.

N
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