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SPOTLIGHT
directed by WALTER VEITCH

EG 15, No. 740: I. Kriheli. A simple alternative draw, spotted by the
veteran Canadian composer, Mr. Rombach. is 1. Rd8. After 1. .. Kf3§
2. Rxd4 Bf2 3. Rf4 with check.

EG 19, p. 77, K24: G. M. Kasparyan. After 1. Rdl Bg2 Mr. Rombach
again finds a dual draw in 2. Ke5 (instead of Kf6) f2 3. Bd5 Bxd5
4. Rfl. The bPf2 is now lost, and it is not clear how wPa5 can be
captured. E.g.: 4. .. Be4 5. Rxf2 Ka7 6. Rf6 etc. There are other tries,
but none appears successful.

EG 20, No. 1067: V. 1. Tjavlovsky. An earlier and sparkling presen-
tation of this idea, also known from several games, is the Troitzky
study A. The different use made of the square d4 in the two variations
is excellently conceived. Very succinct is Position B by Moravec which
shows thrust and parry and counter-thrust in miniature form and in a
mere four moves. Very neat. (The 2 studies are re-quoted from
Dr. Staudte’s ‘1x1 des Endspiels‘.)

A. A. A. Troitzky B. J. Moravec
Nowoje Wremja 1889 Leipziger Neuste
6 Nachrichten 1937
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1. h3t+ Kf5/i 2. Sd4+ Bxd4 3. 1. Rd8t Kxd8 2. b7 Rb4 3
Re7 Be5 4. Rxe5f Kxeb 5. f4t Kxb4 c5t 4. Kb5! Ke7 5. Ka6
wins. i) 1. .. Kh4 2. Rd4f! Kb8 6. Kb6 (or a4) wins, the
Bxd4 3. Sxd4 elQt 4. Kg2 aP mating just in time.

and 5. Sf3t wins.

No. 1083: L. Zoltan. In Note (iii) 10. Qc2t Ka3 11. Qxbl is unconvincing
(11. .. Qg2t etc.), whereas the win can be satisfactorily demonstrated
by 10. Qc3t Ka2 11. Qad5t Kb3 12. Scbt, as pointed out by G. W.
Richardson of Leeds.
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EG 21, No. 1119: B. Soukup-Bardon. Note (iv) is incorrect, after 3. Kel
Sh4 White can still draw by 4. Kfl. There are other small duals as well.

No. 1123: A. Herbstman & L. Katsnelson. Black wins. 3. .. d6 (instead
of .. Rg3) 4. Ba3 Bd7t 5. Kb7 Rblt 6. Ka6 Ral 7. g7 Rxa3t 8. Kb7 Rb3t
9. Ka6 Kd8! 10. £8Qt Kc7 winning wQ or mating. Quite good as
busts go.

No. 1125: A. Bondarev. Black wins. After 1. Rf4 Re8t 2. Kd6 Bb3
4. Rf4 another vital variation, given in Theéemes-64 but missed on
transcription for EG, is 4. .. Bh5 5. Kc7 Re7{ (. .. Sb2 6. Rb4=)
6. Kb8 Rb7t 7. Kc8 Rxa7 8. Rf61 Kbd 9. Rf5+ Kc6 10. RfG+ Kd5 11. Rf51
Kc6 12, Rf6t=. However, in this line 5. .. Ra8 seems unanswerable.
If 6. Rf6+ Kxa7 7. Rf5 Be2, and if 6. Ra4t Kb5 7. Ra3 Bg6 and bB will
occupy the diagonal a8-hl with an eventual win. This and the next
item have been advised to Thémes-64. It has just been learned (13.xi.70)
that the judge, Harold Lommer, has eliminated both pieces from the
Award.

No. 1132: J. Kopelovich. A dual draw is 4. Sd3t (instead of 4. Ka2), If
4. .. Kc2 5. Sxeb d1Q 6. Rxh2f Kc3 7. Rh3t Kc2 8. Rh2t Kcl 9. Sc4
Qf3(d3)T 10. Kb4 Qf8f 11. Kc3=. Therefore 4. .. Kbl 5. Sf2 Kc2, the
only new try, but 6. Ka2 Bg3 7. Sg4 with either 7. .. Kcl 8. Rh8 d1Q
9. Re8t=, or 7. .. Kc3 8. Se3 Kd3 9. Sd1 Ke2 10. Sb2 Be5 11. Rh5 =,

No. 1134: E. Dobrescu. A dual win is 17. Qg3 (instead of Bd7) Kfl
18. Bb5t Kgl 19. Bc4 (waiting) h5 (threatening .. Qh4=) 20. Kgb h4
21. Qe3t Kh2 22. Qf4t Kgl 23. Kg4 Qh2 (23. .. h3 24. Kf3) 24. Qcl}
and mate in 2.

No. 1137: J. Pospisil. A digest of the solution will probably be wel-
come., After 1. Sb5t we have A: 1. .. Kcb 2. Bf3 Kxb5 3. Bed Kc4
4, Bxh2 Rd2f 5. Kbl Rxh2 6. Be4= (Book draw). Alternatively after
1. .. Ke6 2. Bxc3 we have B.1: 2. .. hlQ 3. Bg4t Ke7 4. Bxd7 Kxd7
5. Sd4 and 6. Bb2 = (Karstedt), or the same thing more neatly 2. .. Rd3
3. Bxf3 Rxf3 4. Sd4t K— 5. Sf3 h1Q 6. Sd4=. Variation B.2 arises here
by 2. .. RaT7t 3. Sxa7t h1Q 4. Bg6! Qg2t 5. Bb2 Qb7 6. Bc2 Qxa7t 7. Kb3
Kd5 8. Bd3 Qcb5 9. Be3 Qb6t(e3) 10. Ke2=, or 9. .. Qf2 10. Bc4t=
(Lolli). Variation A is supported by Notes iii-vii and xiii, Variation
B.1 by Note ix. The other two dozen or so notes relate to Variation B.2.

No. 1140: L. Kopac. Instead of 3. .. Rxb5{, which in one hara-kiri
move produces a stock book loss, 3. .. Rb7 is obviously better and a
probable draw. Equally unsatisfactory is Note (i), for 2. Kb4 also
threatens 3. Kb5 but no refutation is given, moreover 2. .. Be4 which
enables the threat to be met by 3. .. Rc6t is ignored for the totally
ineffectual 2. .. Bc2.

No. 1141: C. M. Bent. Very similar to No. 899 in EG 17, also by Bent,
which is the better production.

No. 1144: Al. P. Kuznetsov. bPcb should be at d5. Even then, however,
7. e8Qt (instead of Rb8t) Kh7 leads to aesy dual wins by either 8.
Qh81 Kxh8 9. Qf8t Qxf8 10. Rb8, or even 8. Qg6+ Kxgb 9. Qxg4t KhT7
10. Qxe2 Qxe2 11. Rxb2 Qxebt 12. g3 winning comfortably.

Erratum: EG21, p. 145. Lines 9 and 10 should be replaced by ‘indig-
nities as this royal Aunt Sally. She can be left helpless when’
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DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS

No. 1146 V. A. Bron No. 1147 V. Yakimchik
3rd Prize, 2nd Prize,
'Molodezh Gruzii’, 1970 4 'Molodezh Gruzii’, 1970 3
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No. 1148 V. Neidze No. 1149 V. A. Bron
1st Special Hon. Men., 2nd Special Hon. Men,,
’Molodezh Gruzii’, 1970 3 'Molodezh (Gruzii’, 1970 5
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No 1146: V. A. Bron. 1. Be2t Kh3 2. Sf5/i Rxf5 3. Kgl d1Qt/ii 4. Bxdl
Rb5 5. Sf4+ Kg3 6. Se2+ Kh3 7. Ec2 Kg4/iii 8. Bf5+ Kgb 9. Be4 Kg4 10.
Sc3 Rb4 11. Sa4 Kg3 12. Scd h3 13. Sa6 h2t 14. Khl wins, but not 14.
Kf1? Rxe4 15. b8Qt Rf4t i) 2. b8Q? d1Qt 3. Bxdl Rfl} 4. Sxfl stale-
mate, ii) 3. .. Rf6 4. Sf4f Rxf4 5. b8R/iv wins. iii) 7. .. Rxb7 8. Bf5
mate. iv) 5. b8Q d1Qt 6. Bxdl Rflt 7. Kxfl stalemate.

No. 1147: V. Yakimchik. 1. Bg7 Bd5+1/i 2. Kb4/ii Rf4} 3. Kc5 Rf5/iii 4.
Sg3/iv Kxg3/v 5. h7 Bg8t 6. Be5t+ Rxe51 7. Kd6/vi Rd5t/vii 8. Ke6 Rd8
9. Kc7 draws! i) 1. .. Rb6t 2. Kc4 Rc6f 3. Kb5 Be4 4. h7, or here
2. .. Be4 3. Sf2 Rc6t 4. Kd4(bb), or 2. .. Be2t+ 3. Kd4(c3) Rb4t 4. Ke3.
1. .. Bdlty 2. Kb2 Rb6t 3. Kel. ii) 2. Kb2? Rb6t 3. Kcl Bg8(e) 4. Sf2
Rc6t. 2. Ka4? Rf4+ 3. K- Rh4. iii) 3. .. Bg8 4. Sg3 Rc4t 5. Kb5 Kxg3
6. h7 draws, or here 5. .. Rg4 6. Se2, or 5. .. Rh4 6. Be5. iv) 4. h7?
Bg8t and 5. .. Bxh7. wv) 4. .. Rgd 5. Bf6. vi) 7. Kd4? Rd5t 8. Ke4
Rd8 9. h8Q Bd5t and 10. .. Rxh8. wvii) 7. .. Re6t 8. Kd7.

No. 1148: V. Neidze 1. e7}/i Ke8/ii 2. Bxh3 elQ 3. Bg4 Qe6t/iii 4. Keb
Qg6/iv 5. b4/v Qc2t 6. Kb6/vi Qg6+ 7. Kb7 wins, as Bh5 () follows.
i) 1. Bd7? Bxe6. ii) 1...Kf7 2. Bxh3 el1Q 3. Bd7 Qf2t 4. Kb7. iii) 3.
.. Qglt 4. Kb7 Qxg4 5. Sf61 wins. iv) 4. .. Qe5 5. b4 Qgd 6. Be2
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No. 1150 A. Sarychev No. 1151 G. Nadareishvili

Special Commend, 1st Prize, 'Molodezh Gruzii’,
’Molodezh Gruzii’, 1970 5 Award Confirmed 25 vii, 70
Correction 5
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with check threats on both flanks. But not here 5. Be2? Qc2f. v)
Threat: to queen the pawn. vi) To reach b7, also achieved, if less
quickly, by 6. Kd6. While wK is on c¢5 there is no threat of Bh5 be-
cause .. Qxh5 pins wS.

No. 1149: V. A. Bron. 1. b4t Kd5 2. Sg4 g1lQ 3. Bfl c5 4. a3 cb/i 5. ab
Qhl 6. f4/ii Qxfl 7. Se3t wins. i) 4. .. c4 5. Bg2 Qxg2 6. Se3t. ii)
With the threat of 7. Bg2t, so the other threat of 7. Sf7 mate is rather
brutal for Bron!

No. 1150: A. Sarychev. 1. Be3t/i Kc3 2. ba Kb4 3. Be5t Kxa4 4. Bxf8
e3t 5. 3 Bxf3t 6. ef e2 7. Sa6 elQ 8. Sc5+ Kab5 9. Bh6 Qb4 10. Bd2 wins.
i) 1. ba? e3t 2. Kd6 ef 3. Bxf2 Kxe2 draws.

No. 1151: G. Nadareishvili. 1. Bd4 fl1Q 2. Kd6f Kg8 3. Re8f/i Kh7
4. Rh8+ Kg6 5. Rg8t Kf7 6. Rgl Qab6/ii 7. Rg7t Kf8 8. Ra7 Qfl 9.
Ra8+ Kf7 10. Ra7+ Kg8 11. Ra8t draws. i) 3. Rg71? Kf8 4. Rgl Qa6
and no check. 1ii) To continue protecting the bishop. If 6. .. Qxf3
7. Rxal Qxf41 8. Kxc6 draws. As originally published (25.iv.70),
wRDb7 (not ¢7), wKcb (not d7), wBb6 (not £6); bKh8 (not £7) were the
differences from the diagram, the introduction being 1. Kd6 f1Q 2. Bd4t
K g8, but the flaw is unspecified.

No. 1152: T. B. Gorgiev. 1. b6 Ra6 2. b5 Rxe6t 3. Kxe6 Sc7t 4. Kd6
Sxbbt 5. Kcb Sc3 6. Kd4 Se2t 7. Ked Sg3 8. Kf4 Sh5+ 9. Kgb Sg7 10.
Kf6 Se8+t 11. Ke7 Sg7 12. Kf6 and so on. A cook by 6. Kc4 Se2 7. Kb5
Sd4t 8. Kc4, or here 6. .. Se4 7. Kb5 Sd6t 8. Kcb Sc8 9. Kb5 Sxb6 10.
Rdl eliminated this entry.

No. 1153: V. Neidze. 1. g71/i Kg8 2. Bb3t+ Kxg7 3. Bxc2 Rxc2/ii 4.
Rb7t Kg6 5. Rg7t+ Kh6 6. Rh7f Kgb 7. Rh5t Kxh5 drawn. i) 1.
Bxc2? Bxc2t 2. Ke2 Bg3 3. g7+ Kg8. 1. Rf4? Be3 wins. ii) 3. .. Bxc2t
4. Ke2 Rf5 5. Kd2 Rc5 with a perpetual attack draw.

JRH: ‘Cf. Prokop (1926), No. 791 in ,,1234”” But the confirmed award
eliminated this entry because note (ii) has a flaw: it crucially spoils
the repetition draw idea that there is a dual after 3. .. Bxc2t 4. Ke2
Rf5 5. Kd2 Rcbh, since 6. Rf4! also draws, 6. .. Rf5 7. Rg4t and Bl has
blocked his own bishop from interposing on g6, and after 7. .. K- 8.
Kxc2 drawn.
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