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For most of this column we are indebted to the Russian magazine
"64" (No. 39 of 1970), which decided to subject to close analysis the
studies provisionally placed in the latest USSR Championship. Far in
excess of their expectations, they found that 11 out the top 26, including
8 of the top 10, called for comment (not all busts), proving as they
wrote that there is more than a little truth to the old joke: "There
are no correct studies, only unbust ones".

EG3, No. 116: V. A. Korolkov. Black draws cleverly, as shown in "64",
by 3. e2 4. c7 Kh7! (4 elQ? 5.
c8Q wins) 5. c8Q Sg6t 6. Kf7 Sh8t = ! So
white tries 5. Bg3 when follows 5
Bc5t 6. Kf7 elQ 7. Bxel Sf5 8. Ke6/i Se7
9. Bf2 Bb4 10. Bg3 (preventing Ba5)
Sc8 11. Be5 Kg6 12. f4 Ba5 13. f5t Kg5
14. Bf6t/ii Kg4 15. Bd8 Sd6 16. f6 Bxc7
17. Bxc7 Se4 18. f7 Sg5t = . i) 8. Bg3 Se7
9. Be5 Sc8 10. f4 Kh6 etc. draws similarly,
ii) 14. f6 Kg6 15. f7 Bb4 16. Kd7 Kxf7
17. Kxc8 Ba5 = ; or here 15. Kd7 Bxc7 16.
Kxc7 Sa7 17. Kb6 Sc8t 18. Kb7 Sd6t = .
iii) 16. Be7 Bxc7 17. f6 Sf7 = . An excellent
bust, but unfortunately of a very attrac-
tive study.

The intended win was: 1. c5
f4 2. c6 f3 3. ef Sg6f 4. Kf7
Se7 5. Bxe7 Bh2 6. f4 Bxf4
7. Bg5 e2 8. Bxf4 elQ 9. c7
Qc3 10. Be5f Qxe5 11. 8Qf

EG8, No. 816: An. G. Kuznetsov. This position won 2nd Prize in the
1966 Troitzky Memorial Tourney, but a dual draw was shown on p.244
of EG9, and A. Kopnin moreover proved a Black win as reported on
p.381 of EG13. There too we quoted the composer's new version of the
study, No. 316a, which was published in Shakmaty v SSSR and was
awarded 1st Prize in its 1967 Tourney.
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This amended version has now also been shown to be a win for Black
after 1. Sf3t Kf4, instead of 1 Kg4, and this in two different ways.
Harry Rombach plays after 2. Kc2 Rel! Now if 3. Rd3 or 3. c4 dlQt
wins, e.g.: 3. c4 dlQt 4. Rxdl Rxc4t 5. Kd2 (5. Kd3 Rd4t!) Re8 6. Bd5
Rc5 7. Bb7 Rc7 8. Bd5 Rd7 wins. As 3. R(S)xd2 is suicidal there remains
3. Kxd2 Bxc3t 4. Kc2 Bf6t 5. Kd2 Ral. Now if 6. Rb8 Ra2t 7. Kdl Rh7
8. Rf8 Rd7t 9. Kel (9. Kcl Rc7t 10. Kd2 Ke3 etc.) Ke3 10. Re8t Be7 11.
Kfl Rclt 12. Sel Rxelt 13. Kxel Ral mate, a line which,also serves
to overcome 6. Rf8 or 6. Rg8. The alternative left is 6. Re8 Ra2t 7. Kdl
Be7 (threat Rd7 and Bt) 8. Rb8 Rd7t 9. Kcl (9. Kel Bd6!)
Ba3t 10. Kbl Re2 11. Kal Rdlt 12. Rbl Bb2t 13. Ka2 Bf6t wins.

The alternative Black win, given by Master A. Khachaturov in "64", is
after 2. Kc2 Bxc3 3. Sxd2 Rh2! 4. Kdl Ra7!, and now essentially either
5. Sb3 Rb2 6. Scl Rxa8, or 5. Sbl Bf6 6. Rf8 Kf5 7. Be4t Kxe4 8. Rxf6
Rd7t 9. Kcl Rc7t 10. Kdl Rhlt, or 5. Rf8t Kg4 6. Bf3t Kh4 7. Sb3t
Re7.

The easiest way out of this difficulty is simply to cut out the first move
of the solution (1. Sf3t Kg4) and to start by 1. Kc2. Little is lost, and
one hopes that the study with its quite remarkable end position is then
correct.

EG9, No. 383: L. Mitrofanov. "64" reports that the best study, which
was by this composer, was bust by Master Kuindshy with a line as
dazzling as the author's original solution.
Presumably No. 383 is the study in question. Can any reader supply
details, please?

EG10, No. 386: A. G. Kuznetsov & N. Kralin. This study, previously
wrongly criticised by us, seems faulty after all. Black draws by 3.
......Sa2 (instead of Ka5) 4. Be6 b4 5. Bxa2 Kb5 6. Be3 Ka4. "64"
now finds no win: If 6. Kd3 Ka3 7. Be6 b3 8. Kc3 b2 9. Bf5 Ka2; if
6. Kd2 b3 7. Bbl Kb4 8. Kd3 b2 9. Kc2 Ka3 10. Kc3 Bd5, or 8. Bf5 b2
9. Kc2 Ka3.

EG 15, No. 736: V. N. Dolgov & Al. P. Kuznetsov. EG gave the solution
clockwise, pointing out the anti-clockwise possibility. In the latter there
is however a dual at a point most rapidly reached by: 1. Kc5 Se4t
2. Kd4 Sf2 3. Ke3 Sg4 (going anti-clockwise) 4. Kf4 Sf6. Now instead
of 5. Ke5 etc. there is also 5. Kg5 as 6. Kh6 will draw. To what extent
this fact, pointed out in "64", damages the study I would not care to
say. Clockwise the solution is all right.

EG 21, No. 1123: A. Herbstman & L. Katsnelson. Black wins after all
by 3. . . d6, but after 4. Ba3 Rbl! (not 4. . . Bd7f as previously sug-
gested) 5. Bxd6f Kxd6 6. f8Qf Se7f 7. Qxe7f Kxe7 wins. P. Perkonoja,
who gives this in Stella Polaris 1/71, adds that later on in the main
line Black again wins by 8. . . Bb5 (instead of 8. , . Bd7?) for if
9. Bxg7 Sxg8 wins, while if 9. Ee6 Rh7 10. Bg8 Rh8 11. Bxe7f Kc6 wins.

218



No. 1140: L. Kopac. From New York J. E. Peckover writes to prove
that my 3 Rb7 (even if better) still loses to 4. Sa7t Kd7 (4.

Kd8 5. Sc6f Kc8 6. Ra8t Kd7 7. Se5f) 5. Rel Ba6 , (5 Kd8
6. Sc6t Kc8 7. Re8t Kd7 8. Re7t Kc8 9. Sa7t) 6. Re3 (waiting) Kd8
7. Sc6t Kc8 8. Sb8 winning at least bB. He adds that Herbert Thorne,
also of New York, has compiled a 3-page analysis to show that 2.

Be4 too can be overcome by 3. Rel etc. All this however merely
tends to confirm the criticism that the solution which was given cannot
qualify as the main line and that the position was not adequately
explored.

EG23, No. 1214: V. Nestorescu. The dia-
gram here shows the amended version
mentioned in EG23. The solution begins.
1. Sc6t Kf6 2. Be5t Kxf5 3. Sd4t/i Ke4
4. Sc3t Ke3 5. Bf4t/ii Kxf4/iii. i) 3. Be2?
Qglt or 3. Bf3(e8)? Bh6 favour Black,
ii) Now if 5. Sd5t? Kf2 6. Sf6(4) Qglt
7. Kd2 Qelt 8. Kd3 Qe3t 9. Kc4 Sb6t etc.
iii) The position now is identical with
the solution on p. 194 after 3. Kf4 and
continuing 4. e7 Qglt etc.

Draw

No. 1221: E. Pogosjants. Black wins, as shown in "64", by 9 Bf8
10. Kg8 (10. Se6 Bxe6 11. d8S Bc4 12. Kg8 Be7 13. Kh8 Bf6t 14. Kg8
Bxd8) Be7 11. Kh8 Bf6t 12. Kg8 Bxd8 13. Kf8 Bh4 14. d8Q Bxd8
15. Ke8 Bh4 16. f8St (a further promotion tto wS, but 'still, to1 no avail)
Kf6 17. Sh (d)7t Kg7 18. Sf8 Bb5t 19. Sd7 Kh-wins.

No. 1227: V. I. Neishtadt. How can such a S fork be new?1 Moreover,
there is no win. 3 Kg7 immediately, and if 4. d8Q Qc5t wins Qfl,
while 4. Qf7t Kxf7 5. d8Sf no longer suffices to win. ,
Perhaps wPa3 should be at a4, preventing .Qb5.
(AJR: When JRH wrote "Apparently a new formation for this wS
promotion fork", he intended the word "formation" to be interpreted
in the sense of "forming", "lead-in play", and overlooked the other
meaning as in, for example, "aircraft formation".)

No. 1232: V. S. Kovalenko. Another win is 2. Kg5 Kh2 3. Qe2 Khl
4. Qe4 h3 5. Kh4 Kh2 q. Qg4 etc.

No. 1252: B. Brekhov. Quicker is 9. Qh5t Kg2 (9. ......Ke4 10. Qh7t)
10. Qe2t Kh3 11. Qxe3t Kg4 12. Qg5t Kf3 13. Qh5t (again) Kg2
14. Qg4t Kfl 15. Qf5t and only Qf3 saves a mate in 2.
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DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS
No. 1273 V. Khortov

1 Hon. Men., 64, 1969 6
No. 1274 L. I. Katsnelson

2 Hon. Men., 64, 1969 5

Win

No. 1275 T. B. Gorgiev
3 Hon. Men., 64, 1969 4

Win

No. 1276 G. Afanasiev
and E. Dvizov

4 Hon. Men., 64, 1969 3

Draw Draw
No. 1273: V. Khortov. 1. Sc3t Kxf5 2. Sxe2 Rd5t 3. Kc6 Rc5t 4. Kxd6
Ra5 5. Bc8t/i Kf6 6. h7 Rh5 7. Sg3 Rxh7/ii 8. Se4t Kf7 9. Sg5t Kg8 10.
Be6t Kh8 11. Sf7t Kg8 12. Se5t Kf8 13. Kd7 Rh6 14. Kd8 g5 15. Sd7
mate, i) 5. Bd3f? Kf6 6. h7 Rh5/iii 7. Sg3 Rxh7 8. Se4f Kf5. ii) 7. . .
Rh6 8. Se4f Kf7 9. Be6f and 10. Sg5 will win in a few moves, a line
indicated by Danny Cohen, iii) 6. .. Ra8 may also be adequate, but
we are concerned only with refutation of a white try, so there is little
point in looking for a 'blaqk dual'.

No. 1274: L. I. Katsnelson. 1. Sh5/i Bbl 2. f7 Rc8 3. Sf6/ii Bg6/iii 4.
Se8 Rxe8 5. feQ Bxe8 6. Sd3 Bh5 7. g3 Be8 8. g4 wins, or 6. ... Kb3 7.
a5 Ka4 8. a6 Kb5 9. a7 Bc6 10. g4 Kb6 11. Se5 Bb7 12. a8Q Bxa8 13. g5
Bb7 14. Sd7 and the gP promotes, i) 1. f7? Rf6 2. Sd3 Bbl 3. Se5t Kb4
4. Sh5 Rxf7 5. Sxf7 Bg6. ii) 3. Sf4? Bf5 4. Scd3 Rf8 5. Se5t Kb4. iii)
3. ... Rf8 4. Sd7 Rxf7 5. Se5t.

No. 1275: T. B. Gorgiev. 1. c7 Kxc7 2. Ka7 b4 3. Ka6 c3 4. Rf4 Bf7
5. Rxf7t Kc6 6. Rf6t Kc5 7. Rf5t Kc4 8. Rf4t Kd3 9. Rxb4 c2 10. Rb3t
Kd4 11. Rb4t Kd5 12. Rb5t Kd6 13. Rb6t Kd7 14. Rb7t Kc8 15. Rb5
clQ 16. Rc5t Qxc5 stalemate. The latest in a long lineage of finishes
like this. JRH: See Bron (1929), No. 13 in his collection.

No. 1276: G. Afanasiev and E. Dvizov. 1. Se4 blQ 2. Sc6t Ka3 3. Bd6t
Kb2 4, Ea5t- Kc2 5. Sc3 Qal 6. Sa2 Qbl 7. Sc3.
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No. 1277 V. Neidze
5 Hon. Men., 64, 1969 3

No. 1278 V. Sekov
and V. Yakimchik

1 Commend, 64, 1969 5

Win

No. 1279 V. Dolgov
2 Commend, 64, 1969 4

Win

No. 1280 V. Dolgov
Shakhmaty v. SSSR. i.70 4

Win Whoever moves Wins

No. 1277: V: Neidze. 1. Bf7t/i Kf8 2. Kg2 Rel, 3. Kxh2 Rhlt 4. Kg3 Rh3t
5. Kg4 Rh7 6. Bf6 Rxf7 7. Ra8 mate, i) 1. Bd7t? Kd8 2. Kg2 Re7 3. Bf6
hlQt 4. Kxhl stalemate.

11

No. 1278: V. Sekov and V. Yakimchik. 1. c7 Qh5t 2. Sg4 Qxg4t 3. Kf2
Qe6 4. c8S/i Qg6 5. Sed6t Kd5 6. Se7t, or 4. ... Qa6 5. Scd6t Kd5 6.
Sc7t. i) 4. c8Q? Qb6t 5. Kfl Qblt 6. Ke2 Qxc2t draws1

No. 1279: V. Dolgov. 1. Rg7 Sc5/i 2. Kc6 Se4 3. K'd5Sf6t 4. Ke6 Se4
5. Rg4 Sf2 6. Rh4t Bh2 7. Sel h5 8. Rxh5 Kgl 9. Sf3,t Kg2 10. Sxh2 Sh3
11. Kf5 wins, i) 1. ... h5 2. Rxb7 h4 3. Rh7 Bg3 4. Se3 Kh2 5. Kc4 h3
6. Kd3 Bf4 7. Sflt Kg2 8. Ke2 h2 9. Rg7t Kh3 10. Sxh2 Kxh2 11. Kf2
Khl 12. Rglt Kh2 13. Rg4 wins. The 3-5 Commend pieces are not readily
available.

No. 1280: V. Dolgov. This position was the winner of a composing com-
petition (Shakhmaty vi. 68) to find interesting studies Where whoever
moves wins (or draws). White: 1. Sd3t Ka2 2. Sb4t Kb2 3. Qh8t Kbl 4.
Qh7t Kb2 5. Qg7t Kbl 6. Qg6t Kb2 7. Qf6t Kbl 8. Qf5t Kb2 9, Qe5t
Kbl 10. Qelt Kb2 11. Sd3t Ka2 12. Qxd2t Kb3/i 13. Qb4t.Kc2 14. Selt
Kdl/ii 15. Qb3t Kxel 16. Qe3t and 17. Qglt. i) 12. ... Kbl 13. Qclt Ka2
14. Sb4t. ii) 14. ... Kcl 15. Qc4t Kd2 16. Qd3t. With Bl to play: 1. ...
Qa8t 2. Kgl Qa7t 3. Kg2 Qb7t and so on to 10. Kg2 Qe4t 11. Kh2 g3t
12. Kgl Qxelt.
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