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We wish to draw the attention of the readers to the review of "Secrets of Minor-F*iece Endings". In this
review you will find a correction of the mutual zugzwang list of the ending two knights against pawn
(supplement of EG118). Furthermore we do intend to have the provisional award of the Hastings Centenary
(1895 - 1995) Tourney in EG/20.

735



736



Spotlight - by Jurgen Fleck
EG 79
No 5491, A.Koranyi. A note by AJR: ^Attila
Koranyi has informed me that his EG 79.5491
was disqualified in the Chess Life tourney
because of the flaw noted; the study was cor-
rected and succeeded in the subsequent CL tour-
ney - see EG87.6340. This ought to have been
made clear in the 1984-85 Chess Life award, so I
do not accept much responsibility for this."
EG H 3
No. 9439, V.Neidze. After I.f7 I suggested 1....
Bh3 2f8Q Bd7+ 3.Kc7 flQ with the possible
continuation 4Qc5 d2 5.bxa6+ Qb5 6.Qa3+ Qa4
7.a7 Bc6, but Mr Neidze refutes my analysis by
8.Qc5+ Qb5 9.Qc3+ Qb4 (9.... Ka6 10.Qa3+ Qa5
ll.Kxc6) 10.Kxc6 Qxc3+ Il.bxc3 Ka4 12a8Q+
Kb3 !3.Kb5 and White wins.
EG 116
No. 9828, R.Tavariani. In 'Study Mosaic 4' this
study was quoted with a black bishop on a5. Un-
fortunately the award did not only fail to give
notes but also amputated the solution of this
beautiful study, which should read as follows:
l.Sf6/i Re7/ii 2.Kb5, with:
2.... Re5+ 3.Sd5 Rxd5+ 4Kc6 Rd8 5.a7
2. . . Bel 3.Sd5 Rh7 4.Sc7/iii Rxc7 5.Kb6
2.... Bd8 3.Se4+ Kel 4.Sd6 Rc7 5.Sc8/iv Rxc8
6.a7 Bh4 7.Ka6(b6) Bf2 8.Kb7
i)l.Kb5?Bc3
ii)l.... Rf7 2.Se4+Ke3 3.Sd6
iii)4.Kb6? Kf3 and 5.... Bf2
iv)5.Sb7 Bh4 6.a7 Rc8 7.Sd6 Ra8 8.Sc8 is a
time-wasting dual
EG 118
H6, p.680, A.Troitzky. No solution: 5.... Ka2
draws (I.Bondarevsky, Shakhmaty v SSSR
viii!955), but this defect was probably already
known before. The following study looks like a
correction: F.Bethge, Aachener Nachrichten 1949,
cla2 0400.12 fla3.e6a7f3 3/4 +, 1.RO+ Kal 2e7
Re3 (2. . . Rc3+ 3.Kd2 Rc8 4.Rxf3 Re8 5.Ra3+
Kb2 6.Rxa7) 3.Rxf3 Rel+ 4.Kc2 Ka2 (4.... Re2+
is Troitzky's main line) 5.RO a5 (5.... Re2+
6Kdl Re6 7.RO+ Ka3 8.Re2; 5.... Ka3 6Kd2
Re6 7.RB+ Kb4 8.Re3) 6.Kd3 Kb3 (6... Kbl
7.Rfl) 7.Kd2 Re6 8.RO+ Kc4 9.Re3 and wins.
H7, p.681, A.Troitzky. Badly unsound. There are
several alternative wins:
- I.bxc6 gxh2 2.Kxh2 and White wins by

transferring his bishop to h3, eg. 2.... Be6
(2.. . Kg4 3c7 Be6 4Bc6 is similar) 3.c7 Kg5
4Bc6 Bc8 (4.... Kf4 5Bg2) 5.Bg2 Kh4 6.e3
h5 7.Bfl and Black has run out of moves

- 3.Kf2 c5 4.Ke3 c4 (else Ba4-c2-e4, eg. 4....
Kg4 5.Bc2 Bb7 6Be4 Ba6 7.Kf2 Kh3 8.Kgl)

c4 5Be8+ Kg4 6.Bf7 Bb7 7.Bxc4 !Ch3 8.Bd3
Kxh2 9Be4 and wins

- the inversion 3.Kg3 c5 4.h4 Kg6 5.e4 is pos-
sible, too: 5.... Bb7 (5.... Bxe4 6.Bc2 is the
solution) 6.Bb3 and 7.Bd5

- 5.Bdl+ Kg5 6.BO and wins, this is particular-
ly obvious

H20, p.684, A.Traitzky. No solution: 1.... Re5+
2.Kh4 (2.Kg4 cxd6 3exd6 Se8) exd6 3cxd6 Re4
and now both 4.dxc7 Rxf4+ 5.Kg5 Rf8 and 4.Kg3
Sxa6 5.d7 Rd4 6.Se6 Rxd7 lead to a draw
(V.Chekhover). Moreover there is a bad dual in
the second line: 1.... exd6 2.cxd6 Sxa6 3.d7 Rg3+
4.hxg3 Sc5, and now 5.Sh5 Sxd7 6.Sf6+ wins,
too.
Shakhmaty v SSSR announced two competitions
in order to repair this study (il963 / ixl964 and
i!988 / x!988), but all entries were unsound.
N.Kralin eventually suggested the following set-
ting: h5h7 0304.52 e5f4c7.a6c5d5g3g5e7g4 + 7/5,
I.d6 and now 1 Sxa6 2.d7 Rxg5+ 3.Kxg5
Sxc5 4.d8S and 1... exd6 2.cxd6 Sxa6 3.d7
Rxg5+ 4.Kxg5 Sc5 5.d8B, but he added that "...
this study's hour is still to come.n.
H34, p.689, A.Troiteky. A small blemish: As
Marco Campioli (Italy) points out the thematic
underpromotion 3.Kc6? BxD+ 4.exf3 hlB is not
necessary, because 4.... h lQ 5.a8Q QxO+ 6.Kd7
Qh3+ 7.Kc6 (7.Kd8 Qh8+ 8.Kd7 Qh7+ leads to
the same position) Qhl+ 8.Kd7 Qh7+ 9.Kc6
Qe4+ 10Kd7 Qe6+ ll.Kd8 Qe7+ 12.Kc8 Qc7
mate wins as well. This threefold stalemate
avoidance has been expressed before in study
form, cf. E.Pogosjanz, Shakhmaty v SSSR
viil983.

No. 10025, A.Motor. In the GBR class 4000.10
the f-pawn offers excellent winning chances when
the defending king is far off. Therefore after 3....
Kb2 White needs no immediate tactical idea as
every sensible move (4.Qd5, 4.Qe4) wins. Accor-
ding to the database even 4Qf8 is good enough,
although it takes monstrous 90 moves. The line
l.a8Q+ Qxa8 2.Qb3+ Kal 3.Qxdl+ wins for
White, too.
Please note: The well known rule in the GBR
class 4000.10 that the defending king should head
for the most distant corner is only valid for g-
andh-pawns.
No. 10030, VJCondratev, A.Kopnin. No
solution: 3.... Rh8 4.Bh7 Kf4 (threatening to pick
up the vital d-pawn by ... Rd8) 5Bg6 Rd8 6.Be8
Ke3 and Black wins.
No. 10034, A.DoIgov, A.Maksimovskikh. There
is no win after 2.... Bg7, threatening r.. Bf6.
3.Rd2+(3.Rh5+Ke4 4.Rhl Kf5 achieves nothing)
Kc4, and now 4.Rd8 Bb2 5.Bd6 Be5 6.Ba3 Bb2
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