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THE CLASSIFICATION OF STUDIES

by G. M. Kasparyan

(translated by Paul Valois)

Modern study composition has
reached a stage of development
where it is difficult to find one's
bearings in the variety of works
published. The qualitative, and in
particular the quantitative dimen-
sions of the modern study are ra-
pidly increasing. If one assumes
that at the present time some
25,000-30,000 studies exist, then
the desire naturally arises to
know what are all these studies,
spread through many different
publications throughout the world
- in books, magazines and news-
papers. Studies published in col-
lections, of course, are easily at-
tainable. As for those in magazi-
nes and in particular in newspa-
pers, things are much more diffi-
cult in view of the scarcity of
information about these sources.
The time has come to assemble
this vast quantity of studies, to
examine and systematize them in
order to assess the achievements
of the past, to clarify the present
state of affairs and to determine1

the prospects for future develop-
ment.*
Until now no clear system of
classification which might satisfy
everybody and yet remain simple
and obvious has been worked out.
I do not think that one can that
easily develop such ii system for
practical use. Eut as a first step

towards the truth, here is a pos-
sible scheme for classifying studies
by content:-

1. Mate.
2. Stalemate.
3. Domination (for win).
4. Domination (for draw).
5. Positional draw.
6. Systematic ideas.
7. Utilization of pawns.

(a) Queen promotions.
(b) Minor promotions.

8. Studies with prominent
counterplay
(aiming at stalemate, posi-
tional draw etc.).

9. Pawn studies.
10. Other win studies.
11. Other draw studies.

The last two groups (10 and 11)
would be of a general nature and
would require further division
into subgroups.
For my new work "Domination",*
which will consist of two volumes
and contain over 2500 studies, I
searched for studies featuring the
win of material. The term "domi-
nation", as is well known, was
invented by the great French
composer H. Rinck. Its essence is
that W pieces attack squares
which Bl pieces then cannot oc-
cupy, leading to loss of material.
I decided in the book to widen the
definition of "domination" to

* The explicit aim of anticipation re-
trieval might be added. (AJR)

Available, £1 post free, from AJR
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mean the trapping of pieces based
on various elements - geometric,
those of pinning, tying down to
other pieces, discovered attack,
refutation of mating threats, in-
carceration, zugzwang and so on.
Why did I decide to do that? For
a very important reason - these
elemeiits find their way into many
studies, without any barriers be-
tween them. In fact, quite often
in a study showing win of mate-
rial Bl will lose in one variation
through pin of a piece and in
another because of a discovered
attack and in a third through
defending against mate, and so on.
Thus the book contains many
studies where W wins by the gain
of material using the various de-
vices mentioned above. Thus the
concept of domination became
wider, which somewhat simplified
classification of the studies in the
book. I also took the material
into account in the classification.
The studies were broken into
groups, of which material was one
of the principal determinants. The
classification answers two ques-
tions: 1. Which Bl piece is being
caught? 2. Which W pieces parti-
cipate in the domination? Putting
it this way allows the reader to
find quickly that group of studies
which interests him.

It seems to me that in elaborating
different groups of studies by con-
tent, one can also adopt this com-
bined system, where one takes in-
to account material alongside the
thematic elements Of course, it is
difficult to look ahead and make
any categorical conclusions about
how further work on creating a
basic classification of studies
should proceed. Such work is
very time consuming and demand-
ing. I feel that one should not
complicate classification, but sim-
plify it, bring out the main fea-
tures of the content and putting
aside the secondary, which in
many studies only hampers a clear
understanding. I hope that the
grey areas in study composition
will gradually disappeear and

that by the combined efforts of
the study world a proper classifi-
cation will come about to reflect
what has been composed.
Corrections to, and comments on,
TEST TUBE CHESS (contd.)

Oisin McGuinness, a young enthu-
siast from Mount Merrion, Ire-
land, has spotted two notation
errors.
p. 88 115 7. Qxd4 should be Qxc4.
p. 321 . . . (c) . . . 3. Kxa2 should
be Kxd2.
Pie also points out that it is a
probable error that C. Forth is
described on p. 85 as an English-
men, Carlow being firmly located
in mid-Ireland. Very little indeed
in known about this gentleman,
except that he lived most of his
life in Waterford, paid a brief
visit to London (recorded in The
Chess Player's Chronicle on the
occasion of his death in 1847) in
1843, and contributed the analysis
mentioned in TTC. I must thank
Dr Adriano Chicco for drawing
my attention to the CPC reference.

AJR

Tourneys

1. New Statesman, Great Turn-
stile, London WC1. Closing da-
te: postmark 31.xii.73. Formal.
Judges: Hooper, Sobey, Staud-
te.

2. Bondarenko Jubilee. Entries to:
Stadion Dinamo, Obi Sovetu
"Dinamo", Ul. Dzerzhinskaya
35, Dniepropetrovsk 320027,
U.S.S.R. Closing date: 31.iii.74.
Judge: F. S. Bondarenko.

3. "International Tourney", Ob-
laetnomy Shakhmatny-Shas-
hechnomy kluby, Ul. Zhukovs-
kovo 33, Odessa 1, 270001
U.S.S.R. Closing date: l.vii.74.

4. The Problemist, informal tour-
ney 1974-75. To: A. J. Sobey, 15
Kingswood Firs, Grayshott,
Hindhead, Surrey GU26 6EU,
England. Judge: A. J. Roycroft.
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ASSIAC JUBILEE Tourney
of E G - Final Award

1st Prize: V. A. Bron, No. 1850.
(No. 1849 eliminated, see No.
1849a, note (x).)
2nd Prize: J. Rusinek, No. 1848.
After composer's 8. Bf8 Rf3, the
continuation 9.Bh6t draws as well
as the given 9.Bd6. Then: 9. .. Kg3
10. Bg7 Re3 11. Eh6 Rel (. . Rf3;
Bg7 = ) 12. Eel e4 13. Bxe4, or 12.
.. Sc3 13. Bd2. However, the main
line can be considered to be 6. Bd3
Rgl 7. Ec5 Rhl 8. Bd6 Rh3 9. Eb4
Rh6 10. Kb3 Rh3 11. Kc2 Rhl
12. Bd6 positional draw. Note that
6. Bc4? Ke4(f5) 7. Ba2 Sd2 wins.
3rd Prize: Maksimovskikh and
Perkonoja, No. 1852. (No. 1851 eli-
minated, bust by 3. Kbl Se6, 4.
Rc3 Sf8 5. Rc8 Rb2f 6. Kcl Rb8
7. Rc7 Rc8, or 4. h7 Sg7 5. Rb3 Se8
6. Rb8 Re2 7. Kcl Re7, or 4. Rb3
Sd8 5. Rb8 Rd2.)
4th Prize: A. van Tets, No. 1853.
5th Prize: A. H. Branton, No. 1854,
without first move by White and
Black.
lst-5th H.M. Nos. 1855-1859.
lst-6th Commended and 4 Special
Prizes: as published.
Thanks to V. A. Eron (USSR) and
V. Kos (Czechoslovakia) for ana-
lytical comments.
All prizes have been either distri-
buted or ordered.

October 1973 AJR
H. Fraenkel

(Hillel Aloni kindly informs that
P. Sadger, composer of No. 1866,
is in his 50's, hence not a "young"
man, as implied on p. 480. Apolo-
gies.)

As far a> can be ascertained, no
matters of relevance to studies
were decided at the FIDE Sub-
Committee's meeting at Imola
(near Bologna, Italy) in x.73. AJR

AJR mini-report on
Subscriptions

How would you like to subscribe
to an East European chess maga-
zine AND help EG at the same
time?. If this appeals to you, send
your name and address to AJR,
together with the name of the ma-
gazine you select and a year's sub-
scription to EG (i.e. £ 2,00). You
may choose from: Shakhmatna
Misl (Bulgaria), Magyar Sakkelet
(Hungary), Szachy (Poland), Re-
vista Romana de Sah (Romania),
Shakhmaty v SSSR (USSR),
Shakhmatny Bulletin (USSR),
Ceskolovensky Sach (Czechoslo-
vakia). All these magazines ap-
pear monthly. I shall then arran-
ge for a national of the country
concerned to send you the maga-
zine you desire, and he will be
sent EG.

An arrangement of this kind will
help us through currently trou-
bled financial waters, if it is sup-
ported. A small number of sub-
scribers decided not to renew
when the subscription increased.
There are (at 25.xi.73) still the fol-
lowing outstanding renewals:
AATA, EA, ECh, CF-H, LAH-S,
RGr, EdHo, JRHo, AIH, MBJ,
DHL, CMa JLRa, CPK-F; LMa,
RMi, GNe, MBet RKG, LMu, ADu,
PLe, SSa, HHS, JdeJ, WJGM,
WAR, ARuSt, JvD, DFr, BSh,
AvT, WPr, WI (3), MSch; RBr,
WLa, PCL, FJSk, MGvP, HWT,
OWe; (KAB, LAK, NeMcK, EMar,
RWe, BiWh).

Obituary. Robert Smith (see EG32,
p. 493), of Buckfastleigh, South
Devon, died in September, 1973.
One of our older and most loyal
members he was also well known
in draughts circles.

Rev. F. Guillaume, known in Ca-
nadian chess circles as "Charlie
Hess", died 17.X.72. He ran the
compositions column in Canadian
Chess Chat (see EG32, p. 492).



DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS

No. 1901 S. A. da Silva
Shakhmaty/Sahs iii.72

Draw 3+3

No. 1901: S. A. da Silva. 1. c7
Kf6/i 2. Rf8t Kg5 3 Rg8t/ii Kf4
4. Rf8t Ke3 5. Re8t Kf2 6. Kb8/iii
Rblt 7. Ka8 Rxc7/iv 8. Re2t Kfl
9. Rf2t Kgl 10. Rg2t Khl 11.
Ph2f and draws, i) 1. . . Ralf 2.
Kb8 Rblt 3. Kc8 Kd6 4. Rd8t Kc6
5. Rd7 Rxd7 stalemate, ii) 3. Kb8?
Rblt 4. Ka8 Rh2 5. c8S Rait 6.
Kb7 Rb2t 7. Kc6 Rclt 8. Kd7
Rd2t 9. Ke6 Relt 10. Kf7 Rd7t
11. Kg8 Kg6 wins, iii) 6. Rf8t?
Kgl 7. Rg8t Khl 8. Kb8 Rblt 9.
Ka8 Rh2 wins, iv) 7. ... Rh3 8.
c8S draws. JRH: "Basic idea is
Rinck (1938), etc Nos. 880, 883,
884 and Kasparyan's '2,500'."

No. 1902 Al. P. Kuznetsov
Shakhmaty/Sahs vii.72

Draw 5-1-8

No. 1902: Al. P. Kuznetsov. 1.
Sd2t/i edt/ii 2 Kxd2 e3t 3. Kxe3
c4t 4. Sd4 Bxd4t 5. Kxd4 alQt 6.
Rc3 Ka2 7. Bcl/iii Kbl 8. Ba3 and
so on. i) 1. Bb2? ef 2. Bc3 Ba5 and

wins, ii) 1. ... Kc2 2. Sb3 Ba5t 3.
Ke2 Bc3 4. Salt Bxal 5. Rgl Bb2
6. Bxb2 Kxb2 7. Kxe3 alQ 8. Rxal
Kxal 9. Sc7 d4t 10. Kxe4 Kb2 11.
Sb5. iii) 7. Bxd6? Kb2 8. Rg3 Qhl
9. Re3 Qgl 10. Bc5 Qg5 11. Re2t
Kb3 12. Re3t Kc2 13. Re2t Kdl
14. Rf2 Kel 15. Ra2 Qf4t and
wins. JRH: "Cf. Herbstman
(1936), No. 53 in his collection."

No. 1903 V. A. Bron
Shakhmaty/Sahs vi.72

Win 114-8

No. 1903: V. A. Bron. 1. Qxe4t
Bxe4 2. a8Q Bxa8 3. fg g2 4. g8Q
Rxe3 5. Qxg2t Bxg2 6 Rflt Bxfl
7. Bb7t Kxh2 8. Rh8t Bh3 9. e8R.

No. 1904 S. Chimedtzegen
Shakhmaty/Sahs, ii.72

Win

No. 1904: S. Chimedtzegen. The
composer is from Ulan Bator. 1.
Sb3/i Kf5 2. Kg7 Sg6 3. Sxd4t
Kg5 4. Sf3t Kh5/ii 5. Se5 d2 6.
Sxg6 dlQ 7. h8Qt Kg4 8. Qh4t
Kf5 9. Qf4t Ke6 10. Qf6t Kd7 11.
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Se5t Kc8 12. Qc6t Kd8 13. Sf7t
Ke7 14. Qf6t Kd7 15. Qd8t and
wins i) 1. Sc4? Kf5 2. Kg7 Sg6
Sd2 Kg5 4. Sf3t Kh5 draw, ii) 4.
... Kf5 5. Se5 d2 6. Sc4 dlS 7. Se5
Sxe5 8. h8Q wins.

No. 1905 A. K. Kalinin
Shakhmaty/Sahs v.72

Draw 4+4

No. 1905: A. K. Kalinin. 1. e4/i Qb5
2. Rgl Qc5 3. Rhl Qf2 4. e5 Kf5
5. e6 Qg2 6. Rcl Qd2 7. Rhl draw,
for example by 7. ... Kg4 8. e7
Qe2 9. e8Q Qxe8 10. Rglt Kh3
11. Rhlt Kg2 12. Rglt and so on.
i) 1. Rf3? Qd5 2. Re3t Kf6 3. Rf3t
Kg5 4. Rg3t Kh4 5. Rgl Kh3 6. e4
Qd2 7. e5 Kh2 8. Rfl Kg2 and
wins. A refutation of 3. Rh6f? is
also given, but it makes no sense.

No. 1906 P. Perkonoja
1st Pr., Themes-64, 1970-71

Dedicated to Harold Lomraer
Award: x-xii.72 and i-iii.73

Draw 4+6

No. 1906: P. Perkonoja. 1. e7 Rd6t
2. Kc4 Re6 3. e8Q Rxe8 4. Rxe8
g2 5. Rel/i Sf3 6. Rcl/ii Sd2t/iii
7. Kd3 Sfl 8. Rc6t Kg7/iv 9. Rc4
Sh2 10. Rcl Sfl 11 Rc4 glR/v 12.

Rxb4 Rg3t 13. Ke2 Sh2 14. Kf2
Rd3/vi 15. Ke2 Rh3 16. Kf2 (for
Kg2) 16. ... Rd3 17. Ke2 drawn,
i) 5. Re6t? Kg5 (same reply to 1.
Rh8t?) 6. Rel Sf3 7. Rcl Kf4 (for
... Sd2t and ... Sfl) 8. Kxb4/vii
Ke3 (for 9. ... Kd2 and 10. ... Sel)
9. Kxb3 Sd2t 10. K- Sfl 11. Rc3t
Kd2. ii) 6. Rdl? Sd2t 7. Kxb4 Sfl
8. Rd6f Kg7 9. Rd7f Kf6 10. Rd6f
Kf5 11. Rd5t Kf4 12. Rd4t Kf3
13. Rd3t Ke2. iii) 6. ... Kg5 7.
Kxb4 Kf4 8. Rc4t Kg3 9. Rc8. iv)
8. ... Kg5 (h5) 9. Rc8 Sg3 10. Rcl
Sfl 11. Rc8, a positional draw, v)
11. ... glQ 12. Rg4t. vi) 14. ... Rh3
15. Kg2. vii) 8. Kxb3 Ke5 9. Kxb4
Kd2 10. Ral Sel. Or 8. Kd3 Ke5
9. Rdl/viii Ke6 10. Ke3 glQt 11.
Rxgl Sxgl 12. Kd4 Se2t 13. Kc4
Sel. viii) 9. Kc4 Sd2t 10. Kxb4
Sfl 11. Rc5t Kf4 12. Rc4t Kf3 13.
Rc3t Kf2 (e2). "Two positional
draws - very interesting and dif-
ficult.1* Judge: A. Hilbedrand.

No. 1907 AL P. Kuznetsov
2nd Pr., Themes-64, 1970-71

Version x-jdi.70

Win 7+8

No. 1907: AL P. Kuznetsov. 1.
Kd2t/i Kg2 2. c6 h2 3. Rhl Bgl
4. Ke2 Kxhl 5. Kf3 g2 6. Kg4 e5
7. f6 e4 8. f7 e3 9. f8B e2 10. Bb4
elQ 11. Bxel Bc5 12. Bf2t glQt 13.
Rxglt hgQt 14. Bxgl Kxgl 15. Kf5
wins, i) 1. c6? Be3 2. Rc2 g2 3.
Ra2 glQ 4 Kc2t Ke2 5. Kc3t Kf3
6. Rxgl Bxgl 7. Kc4 h2 8. Rxh2
Bxh2 9. Kd5 Kf4 10. Ke6 Kg5 11.
Kxe7/ii Kxf5 12. Kd7 Kf6 13. Kc8
Ke7 14. Kb7 Kd8 15. Kxa8 Kc8
stalemate, ii) Or 11. Kd7 Kxf5 12.
Kc8 e5 13. Kb8 e4 14. Kxa8 e3 15.
Kb7 e2 16. a8Q elQ draw.
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