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SPOTLIGHT
editor: Jtlrgen Fleck
NeuerWegllO
D-47803 Krefeld

HASTINGS-100 definitive award
judge: John Roycroft

Before detailing the modifications to the
preliminary award we seize the opportunity to
present a study by the legendary GM who sadly
had to bow out from jointly judging this event.
The annotations are due to Spotlight's editor.

D.Bronstein, "64", xi91, d7g4 0010.23
C2.f4f5f7g7h5 4/4+.
This most excellent study was composed during
convalescence. It solidly bestrides the frontier
dividing the study from the practical game, and as
such will appeal to devotees of both.
I.f6/i gxf6 2.f5 Kf4/ii 3.Ke7 Ke5 4.Kxl7 h4
5.Kg6 h3 6.Bdl/iii Ke4 7.Be2 (for Bfl) h2 8.Ba6
(Bb5?? Kd5;) hlQ 9.Bb7+ and lO.Bxhl wins.
l.Ke7? Kxf4 2.Kxf7 h4 3.Ke6 (Kxg7,h3;) h3

4.Ba4 h2 5Bc6 Kg5 6.Ke5 Kg4 7.Bhl Kg5
8Bf3, and now Black must watch his step:
8.... Kh6? 9.Kf4 Kh7 10.Kg5 Kh8 ll.Kg6
Kg8 12Bg2 Kf8 13.Bd5, and White winst

but Black saves himself with 8.... Kh4 9.Kf4
Kh3 10.Kg5 Kg3 U.Bc6 Kh3 12.Kg6 Kg4,
and there is no way for White to make
progress, so it's a positional draw.

This is a clever try! It would be hopeless to play:
2.... h4 3.Ke7 h3 4.Kxf6 h2 5.Be4 Kf4
6.Bc6 Kg4 7Ke5 Kg5 8.f6 Kg6 9Bb7 Kg5
10Be4 Kg4 ll.Kd6 Kg5 12.Ke7 wins.

6.Ba4 Kd5 7.Bdl, neither helps nor hinders - it
merely wastes time.

Definitive award
1. Eliminations. No.10206 (V.Kovalenko).
No.10214 (V.Kos). No.10219 (A.Foguelman).

2.1 Modification. No. 10200 (S.Osintsev).
A.Foguelman (Argentina) having cast doubt on
the analysis of 1.... Kh5; the first move (l.Rxf4
Kh5) is now stripped from the solution, which
commences with l.Kf7. The study retains its first
prize. (The composer has had no time to respond.)

2.2 Modification. No. 10205 (P.Byway). Spot-
light's editor having cast serious doubt on the
uniqueness of the drawing method, the composer
adds bPe7, with the solution essentially unaltered.

The correction is accepted and the study retains
its 6th prize.

2.3 Elimination. No.10206 (V.Kovalenko).
Several analytical flaws have been detected.

2.4 No. 10207 to 10212 are each promoted one
place, occupying honourable mentions 1 to 6.

2.5 Elimination. No.10214 (V.Kos). The com-
poser accepts the claim by Spotlight's editor of a
second solution.

2.6 Elimination. No.10219 (A.Foguelman). The
composer accepts the demolition proposed by
Spotlight's editor.

2.7 Commendations (definitive).
1st
2nd
3rd
4th
5th

John Roycroft
London
17vi96

No.10213
No.10215
No.10216
No.10217
No.10218

Avni
Letzelter
Pye
Vandiest
Fleck

Alexander Hildebrand (Uppsala) informs us that
EG/75.9756 by Jttri Randviir was disqualified
from its 2nd prize in Suomen Shakki 1991-92.
Alexander Hildebrand points out that the diagram
and solution to his EG7 76.9852 do not cor-
respond. We apologise. The diagram is in error,
but not the solution. However, the extended GBR
code version below the diagram is correct! Should
EG dispense with diagrams altogether?!

EG 119
p.743, d8b4, A.Troitzky. Harold van der Heijden
draws attention to the many versions (corre-
ctions?) of this study, from which only one seems
to be sound: A.Troitzky, Deutsche Schachzeitung
ixl906, b8a4 0040.12 hlbl.d6b3d7 3/4=, l.Bc6+
Ka3 (1.... Ka5 2.Bxd7 b2 3.Be6) 2.Bxd7 b2 3.Ba4
Bf5 4.Bc2 Bxc2 5.d7 blQ+ 6.Kc7.
p.748, a2a7, A.Troitzky. Harold van der Heijden
points out that the simple correction of adding a
wPa4 was suggested by Michel (source unknown).
EG 120
Alexander Hildebrand kindly informs us that none
of the studies by the late Helmuth Steniczka
(Vienna) in EG 120 was in fact original to EG.
The all-Scandinavian places of first publication
were:
EG/20.10194 Springaren 37/1989 corrected
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40/1990 with bPb7 added
10195 Tidskriftfdr Schack 1/1990
10196 Springaren 40/1990
10197 Springaren 50/1992 (but with a different
setting). These sources were missing from the
composer's manuscript which we were privileged
to see. (AJR)

No. 10198, H.Steniczka. The solution and notes
are taken, with minor modifications, from the
composer's, which he supplied in these two
instances in English.
l.bSd4 Bh5/i 2.Rg2+ Ke3 3.Re2+/ii Kf4 4.Rf2/iii
Bxf3+/iv 5.Kgl/v Se3 6.Rxf3+/vi Ke4 7Kf2
Sg4+ (Sdl+;Ke2) 8.Kg3 Se5 9.Rf4+ wins.
1.... c5 2.Rg2+ Ke3 3.Re2+.
An important component of the black counterplay

arises after 3.Rg3? Bxf3+. Now White is
forced to capture the bishop. 4.Sxf3 Kf2
5.Kh2 (Rh3,Sf4;) Se3 6.Kh3/vii Sfl (Sf5?
Rg5) 7.Rgl Se3 8.Rg3 Sfl, with perpetual
pursuit of the white pieces.

4.Kg2? Bxf3+ 5.SxO Se3+ 6.Kf2 Sg4+ 7.Kg2
Se3+ draw. If 4.Kgl? c5, and either 5.Se6+
Kg3 6Rg2+ Kxf3 7.Rg5 Bg4, or 5Re5 Bxf3
6.Sxf3 Se3 7.Kf2 Sg4+ drawing. By exchan-
ging the positions of bK and wR a position
is created with which we are already
familiar. Therefore the following moves are
a mirror image of the aforesaid black
counterplay.

4.... c5 5.Sel + Ke3 6.Rf5 cxd4 7.Sg2+ Ke4
8.Rxh5 d3 9.Rh4+ Ke5 lO.Sel Sf4 ll.Kgl
Ke4 12.Sxd3 wins.

Black's counterplay would succeed after 5.Sxf3?
Kg3 6.Kgl (Rfl,Se3;) Sf4, and if 7.Kfl Sh3
(Sd3? Rd2) 8.Rh2 Sf4 9.Rf2 Sh3, with the
thematic (set theme) perpetual attack, or
7Rfl Sh3+ 8.Khl Sf2+ perpetual check, or
7.Sg5 Kg4 draw.

6.Sxf3? Sg4 7.Rfl Se3 draw,
i) 6.Sd2 Ke2 draw. Or 6.Rh3 Sfl+ 7.Khl Sg3+

with perpetual check.
No. 10199, H.Steniczka. l.Qb3/i a6/ii 2.Qf7/iii
Kdl/iv 3.Qc4/v Qel/vi 4.Sf2+ Kd2 5Qd5+
Ke3/vii 6.Qd3+ Kf4 7.Qf3+ Kg5 (Ke5;Sd3+)
8Se4+ Kg6(Kh6) 9.Qf6+ Kh7 10.Sg5+, or
The thematic try l.Qf7? is met by 1.... Kdl 2.Qc4

a6.
1.... Ke2 2.Qf3+. Or 1.... Qd8 2.Qc3+ Kdl 3.Kfl

and 4.Sf2+. 2.Qc3+ or 2.Qe3+ will meet
other moves by the black queen,

i) Threatening 3.Qfl mate. Not 2.Qc4? Kdl,
and the crucial (thematic) position has arisen
but with White to move. No better for White
is 2.Qb2? Qd5.

2.... Ke2 3.Qf3+. Or 2.... Qb5 3.QO+.
ii) Now we have the forcing position with

Black to move.
3.... Qa3 4.Sc3+ Kc2 5Sb5+, or 3.... Qd8 4.Qb3+

Kcl/viii 5.Qc3+ Kdl 6.Kfl, or 3.... Qb5
4.Sc3+, or 3.... Kel 4.Qfl mate, with other
moves of bQ being met by 4.Qd3+ Kcl
5.Qd2+ Kbl 6Sc3+.

5... Kcl 6.Sd3+. Or 5.... Kc2 6.Qa2+ Kc3
7.Qa5+. Or 5.... Kc3 6.Qa5+.

iii) Or 4.... Ke2 5 Qf3+. Or 4.... Kel 5.Qc3+
Kdl 6.Kfl.

With his first move of l.Qb3, White forces Black
to play the tempo move I...a6, at a moment
wrong for him, and only then does the manoeuvre
2.Qf7, and 3.Qc4, reach the crucial zugzwang
position with Black to move.
No. 10263, D.Gurgenidze / V.Neidze. According
to Harold van der Heijden the dual (cf. Spotlight
EG 120) is explained by a diagram error; the
white rook should be on e2 instead of h2.
EG 121
No. 10276, D.Godes. A dual: according to Marco
Campioli 2.Kb4 Rxc5 3.e4+ Kd6 4.Ba3 wins, too.
No. 10277, V.Kovalenko. In Kasparyan's book
"Tainy Etyudista" (1984) we read on page 278:
"... no solution after 1.... Rf3!. This is corrected
by the rearrangement of the white bishops to d3
and g5.4\ Harold van der Heijden attributes this
correction to Kovalenko himself.
No. 10279, UShilkov. Unsound: both 4.Sc3 and
4.Sf4 (preventing ... Sd5 and threatening 5.Bg2)
win easily, one line is 4.Sf4 e5 5.Sd5 Sxd5
6Be6+ Ke8 7.Bxd5. Harold van der Heijden
draws attention to EG 113.9463, which looks like
a correction (after 26 years!).
No. 10286, V.Dolgov / V.Kolpakov. "This is a
correction of a study published in Heureka#23
1992 (where the white bishop h4 is at gl) . Ap-
parently the solution (or the cook?) runs: l.Bd4+
Ka2 2.Be6+ Ka3 3.Bc5+ Ka4 4.Bd7+ Ka5 5.Ra7
mate. The nice zwickmUhle of #10286 cooks this
study." (Harold van der Heijden).
No. 10291, V.PriguDOV. A dual win: 9.Ra7 Kd8
(9.... Qc4+ 10.Bd5; or 9.... Kffi 10.Ra8+ Kg7
ll.Sf5+ and 12.Sxd4+) 10.Sc6+ Kc8 ll.Bf5 Qf3
12.Kd6+ Qxf5 13.Rc7 mate (Marco Campioli).
No. 10299, N.Kralin / An.Kusnetzov. Again
Marco Campioli was on the alert: 6.Rb2+ Kxhl
7.Rb8 wins, too. This also demolishes EG
50.3218 which is almost identical (thanks, HvdH).
No. 10310, K.Presnyakov. No solution: 4.... Ne3
followed by 5.... eSd5+ wins on material (Marco
Campioli).

No. 10312, N.Ryabinin. The award states that
this is a correction of a study from "64" 1988,
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probably the winner of the first prize (102.8096).
Is anything wrong with it?
No. 10316, V.Kovalenko. Harold van der Heijden
aptly remarks: "The EG-introduction of this tour-
ney states: "The entries were tested". Great! But
one wonders by what (or whom?). Anyway this
study has only one correct line (2.... Rbl), after
2.... Re6 3.Kd7 Ra6 4.f7 does win. Instead of the
stupid 8.Kg5 (allowing the rook capture with
check), 8.Kf5 is the easily winning move.". Please
compare this to the annotations to No 9940 in
Spotlight EG 117.

No. 10323, I.Morozov. For once the database
gives us a crystal clear refutation: 9.... Kf2
10.Kb8 Ke3 Il.e5 Kd4 12.e6 Ke5 13.e7 Ke6
draw.
No. 10330, V.Anufriev. We have seen this
before: EG 115.9761.
No. 10334, P.Arestov. No win: 5.... Sd7 6.Sd8+
Kg8 7.Sc6 Sf6 8.Se7+ Kf7 9.Sf5 Sd7 (almost
every other legal move is dealt with in note iii),
and there is no way to make progess: 10.Kh7
Sf8+.
No. 10335, V.Kalyagin. No solution: 1.... Sf4
2.d6 Sd5 3.Kb7 (3.d7 Sb6+) Sf6 with a comfor-
table draw.
No. 10338, V.Kichigin. No solution, Black draws
by 2.... Rf6. Now 3.Ka5 is given, but this even
loses to 3.... Kc5 4.e7 (else ... Kd6) Rxf7 5.e8Q
Ra7 mate. Of course all this is long known! The
study can be corrected by shifting the position
one square to the right, but this is S.Tarrasch,
1912 (source unknown to us).
No. 10339, V.Kolpakov. The database points out
duals galore:
l.Bb5 or l.Bb3 Qcl+ 2.Bc2 both mate quickly. It

really does not make much sense to drive the
black king out of the corner.

l.Qg2+ Ka7 2.Qf2+ Ka6 3.Bc6 shortens the
solution by two moves in a most obvious way.

3Be4 wins: 3.... Qcl+ (3.... Qb3 4.Bd3+) 4.Bc2
Kb5 5Qb6+ Kc4 6.Qb3+ Kd4 7 Qd3+ Kc5
(7.... Ke5 8.Qd6 mate) 8.Qc3+.

No. 10340, V.Kalyagin. No solution, the database
plays 5.... Qe3 and wins in farther 60 moves
(please spare me to give a sample line). As we
have emphasized before: In the GBR class
4000.10 the f-pawn usually wins when the defen-
ding king is far off.
No. 10347, P.Rossi. The solution should surely
read 5.... Qb3 6.Qa2 Qb5 7 Qa4 Qb2 8.Qal and
positional draw by perpetual stalemate. Not new
(cf. EG 62.4143), but a very elegant setting.
No. 10368, D.Gurgenidze / V.Kalandadze. This
is more or less identical with the "STUDY OF
THE YEAR 1990" (cf. EG 112 p 436 and EG

113.9496). Did the award offer an explanation for
this?
No. 10378, A.Selivanov. Harold van der Heijden
points out: "Exactly the same study was published
earlier by A.Konstantinov in Diagrammes#2S65 in
1992. But curiously this Konstantinov plagiated a
twin study of Selivanov (and again another case is
known to me)." Incredible!
Grin article, 866-8. Harold van der Heijden notes
that "... some these positions were already used in
studies, a bit surprisingly also by the grand old
master himself." and quotes EG 85.6174 (Gl) and
EG 114.9605 (G3). Here are some more
examples:
H.Aloni, Shakhmaty v SSSR 1960, 2nd comm.,
a5al 0023.13 a3e4d2.c2b3c3d4 4/5=, l.Bh7 b2
2.Bxb2+ cxb2 3.c3 dxc3 4.Kb4 blQ+ 5.Bxbl
Sxbl 6.Kb3 draw (G10). Please note the uni-
queness of the first move: l.Bd3/Bg6 fail to 3....
Sc4+ 4.KM Se5 5.Bc2 d3, while l.Bf5 loses to
3.... Sc4+ 4.Kb4 Se3 5.Be4 Sd5+.
E.Pogosjanz, Bulletin ZSK SSSR viiil976, g6h8
3123.13 h4d2b6g8hl.g4d5e6h2 5/6=, 1.Kf7 Qg3
2.Bd8 Qf4+ 3.Bf6+ Qxf6+ 4.Kxf6 SO 5.Rxd5
Sxg4+ 6.Kg6 hlQ 7.Rh5+ Qxh5+ 8.Kxh5 Sf6+
9.Kg5 Sxg8 10.Kg6z draw (Gl).
p.866, G 2, A.Grin. Simply 1.... g5 wins for
Black (Marco Campioli).
p.866, G4, A.Grin. From AJR we received the
following note: "The correct source title ... is
Apprenti Sorrier, not L'Apprenti Sorcier. Ken
Macdonald of Etobickoke (Ontario, Canada) puts
us right on this, with the information that the
magazine was a problem-orientated publication
privately produced by Alain J. Godbout of
Gatineau (Quebec, Canada). 8 issues appeared
between vi!991 and vi!993."
p.870, V.Halberstadt bKe6 is missing and the
bSf3 should be white (thanks, HvdH).
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OPINIONS
editor: Alain Pallier
La Mouziniere
85190 La Genetouze

"All views expressed are those of the originators
of those views and should not be attributed to any
of EG's editors."

Getting the data right
There has recently been a certain amount of
public criticism of errors (in particular, of sourecs
incorrectly stated) in standard study collections
and databases: by Alain Pallier in EBUR 1996/1,
by John Roycroft in EG 121, and so on. These
particular criticisms applied to the Kasparyan
anthologies, to the latest Akobian anthology, and
to parts of the Van der Heijden database, but I am
sure that other collections of similar size would
disclose similar errors if subjected to independent
scrutiny.

Elementary calculations shows that such errors are
to be expected. It is the general experience of
organizations which have tried to establish
reliable reference databases on computer that the
total manpower needed to enter the information,
have it checked, correct the errors, check the
corrections, deal with any corrections that have
been overlooked or made wrongly, and organize
the whole thing, amounts between one and two
man-hours per 1000 characters of data. This is an
unpleasantly large amount of effort, which has
caused more than one ambitious project to run
hopelessly over budget or to be abondoned, and if
we apply it to the establishment of a comprehen-
sive and reliable endgame study database we find
that it amounts to far more than even the most
dedicated single spare-time enthusiast can be
expected to devote to the task.

Fortunately, the advent of computers makes it
easier to share the work around, and in particular
to send copies for checking and correction by
people who have access to primary sources. In
due course, therefore, we can expect the accuracy
at least of the Van der Heijden database gradually
to be refined to the point where it is to all intents
and purposes completely reliable. To criticize it
for errors at its present stage of development,
however necessary this might be as a warning to
prospective users, is merely to acknowledge a law
of nature long since discovered within the com-
puting profession.

John Beasley

DIAGRAMS AND SOLUTIONS
editor: John Roycroft
17 New Way Road
NW9 6PL London

XXVI Chervony girnik
It is unclear whether this formal tourney was
national or international, but technically it was
international. Provisional award published in the
Chervony girnik newspaper 7v96. Judged by
A.Zinchuk (Kiev).
43 entries received, 14 published in the
provisional award. The confirmation period was 3
months.
Text of award (by judge, organiser): "....28 were
eliminated for assorted reasons, a rejection rate of
65% ... each competitor is being informed of
detected inaccuracies... ".
Analytical comment added by: DB, translation
assistance from: Ukrainian from a rusty Alyona.

No 10383 V.VIasenko (Kharkov region, Ukraine)
1st prize XXVI Chervony girnik

f4g7 0001.13 3/4 Win
No 10383 V.VIasenko I.e7 C 2.Sf5+ Kf6 3.e8S+
Ke6 4eSg7+ Kd7 5.Sxg3 f5 6.Sfl Kd6 7.Se3
Kc5 8.Se6+ Kb4 9.Sg5 Kc3 10.Sh3 Kd2 ll.Sxf2
Ke2 12Sh3 wins.
"Would you prefer to play the white side or the
black? One is reminded of Alekhine's blindfold
performance game in which his opponent, a Ger-
man general, resigned three times!" [AJR: Who
can help track down this anecdotal reference?
Edward Winter? Ken Whyld? Judge A.Zinchuk
himself?]

No 10384 V.Kondratev and Yu.Solovyov l.Sgl+
Kg4 2.Sf6+ Kh4 3Sxe4 hlQ 4.Kfl c6 5.d5 cxd5
6.Sf2 Qe4 7.Sxe4 wins.
"Simply brilliant. The age of classicism lives on!"
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No 10384 V.Kondratev and Yu.Solovyov
(Gavrilov posad, Russia)
2nd prize XXVI Chervony girnik

f2h3 0002.23 5/4 Win
No 10385 Leonid Topko (Krivoi Rog, Ukraine)
3rd prize XXVI Chervony girnik

e2hl 0402.21 6/3 Win
No 10385 Leonid Topko l.Sc3 Rcl 2.Sxa2 Rxc2+
3.Kfl Rxg2 4.Rh8+ Rh2 5.Sh7 Rxa2 6.Sg5+ Rh2
7Sh3 R- 8.SO mate.
"The mating finale may look straightforward, but
imagine it in a practical game, where it would
earn a prize for beauty."
No 10386 A.Bezgodkov and V.Samilo (Kharkov,
Ukraine)
4th prize XXVI Chervony girnik

No 10386 A.Bezgodkov and V.Samilo l.Bh5 e2
2.Bxe2 Ke8 3.Ka7/i Bh3 4Bb5+ Bd7 5.Kb6 Bxb5
6.Kxb5 Kd7 7Kc5 wins.
i) 3Kb8? Kd8 4.Bf3 Bh3 draw.
"The judge has combined the composers' work,
submitted as inverted 'twins', into one study."
No 10387 V.VIasenko
special prize XXVI Chervony girnik

h4h7 0116.01 3/4 Win
No 10387 V.VIasenko l.Bg6+ Kh6 2.Be4 Sc5
3.Bc2 alS 4.Bbl aSb3 5.Rf2 Sd7 6.Rf7 bSc5
7.Bc2 gSe6 8Rh7 mate.
No 10388 I.Bondar (Gantsevichi, Belarus)
1st honourable mention XXVI Chervony girnik

a8ft 0040.21 4/3 Win

e6h5 0354.18 5/12 Win
No 10388 I.Bondar l.BdR Kh6 2.Sg5 Rf2 3.Bcl
Rf6+ 4.Ke7 Bc5+ 5.Ke8 Re6+ 6.Sxe6+ g5 7.Kf7
Be7 8.Bb2 g4 9.Bxg4 Bf6 10.Bcl+ g5 ll.Ba3
alQ 12.Bf8+ Bg7 13.Sxg7 Qfl+ 14.Sf5 mate.
"The author has conjured up a romantic miracle."

No 10389 E.Markov It seems that wPh6 is a late
addition to the diagram.
1 f8Q+ Kxffi 2.Kf6 blQ 3.h7 Qal+ 4.Se5 Qxe5+
5.Kxe5 Kg7 6.f6+ Kxh7 7.f7 Sf3+ 8.Kf6 Se5
9.Kxe5 a2 10.Bd4 alQ ll.Bxal Kg7 12.Ke6+
Kf8 13.Bg7+ Kxg7 14.Ke7 wins.
"The combat is ultra-sharp, but White sees just
one step farther ahead."
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No 10389 E.Markov (Saratov, Russia)
2nd honourable mention XXVI Chervony gimik

e5e7 0014.32 6/4
No 10390 Yu.Kuruoglu (Makeevka, Russia)
3rd honourable mention XXVI Chervony girnik

Win

hlg5 0341.11 4/4 Draw
No 10390 Yu.Kuruoglu l.Se5 gxf3 2.Bxf3 Bxf3+
3.Kh2 Rg2+ 4.Khl Rf2+ 5.Kgl Rg2+ 6.Khl
Rg3+ 7.Kh2 Kh4 8.Sg6+ Kg4 9.Se5+ Kf4
10.Sd3+Kg4 H.Se5+draw.
"Very precise play finishes up with a white knight
successfully holding the black rook and bishop at
bay."
No 10391 E.Markov
special hon. men. XXVI Chervony gimik

3.Rb5 Rc5 4Rxc5 Bxc5 5.Rh4 Bd6 6Re4 Sxe4
7.Kh7 Kf7 8.Kh6 Bf4+ 9.Kh5 Sf2 10.Kh4 Kg6
H.Sh2Bxh2draw.
"This entertained everybody, not just the judges -
long live humour, in chess as in music!"
No 10392 Yu.Kuruoglu
1 st commendation XXVI Chervony girnik

d4e7 0035.22 5/5 Draw
No 10392 Yu.Kuruoglu l.Sel hlQ 2SxhI Bxhl
3.f3 Sxh6 4.Ke3 Sf5+ 5.Kf2 h5 6.Kgl Sg3 7.Kh2
h4 8.Kh3 Sf5 9.Kh2 Sg3 10.Kh3 draw.
"Lively play in White's favour ends in a
positional draw."
No 10393 Yu.Kuruoglu
2nd commendation XXVI Chervony girnik

h8f7 0535.00 5/4 Draw
No 10391 E.Markov l.Sd6+ Bxd6 2.Rb7+ Kf8

a6b3 0451.01 5/4 Win
No 10393 Yu.Kuruoglu I.Be5 Rg6 2.Bxb2 Rxc6+
3.Kb5 Rc2 4.Rh3, and
Bxb2 5.Scl mate, or
Rxb2 5.Sb4 mate.

"This sprint would have been placed higher were
it not for the sacrifice of wBc6, doomed like the
Christmas goose."

No 10394 S.Abramenko I.a7 Sb6 2.Kxb6 Bc5+
3.Ka6 Bxa7 4.e7 Rf6+ 5.Kb7 Rxf7 6.Ka8 Rxe7
stalemate.
"Very interesting play, but the stalemate would
benefit from greater economy."
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No 10394 S.Abramenko (Volgograd region, Rus-
sia)
3rd commendation XXVI Chervony gimik

b7a4 0343.32 5/6 Draw
No 1039S O.Kovbas (Kiev) and l.Bondar
4th commendation XXVI Chervony gimik

d5a7 0013.22 4/4 Draw
No 10395 O.Kovbas (Kiev) and l.Bondar I.b6+
Kxb6 2.a7 Kxa7 3.Bxd7 f2 4.Bb5 Kb6 5.Bfl
Se3+ 6.Ke4 Sxfl 7.Kf3 draw.
"The introduction is unorthodox."
No 10396 I.Yarmonov (Mariupol, Ukraine)
special commendation XXVI Chervony gimik

Wincla4 0000.44 5/5
No 10396 l.Yarmonov I.e6, with:
dxe6 2dxe6 fxe€ 3.g4 e5 4dxe5 Kb3 5.Kbl Kc4

6.g5 Kd5 7.g6 Ke6 8.K-/i, and White wins by

zugzwang, or
fxe6 2.g4 e5 3.dxe6 Kb3 4.Kbl Kc4 5.d6 exd6

6.e6 dxe6 7.g5 Kd5 8.g6 wins,
i) David Blundell: 8.Ka2, is quickest.
".... The study doubtless has theoretical value, but,
sad to say, the pawn ending fails to include a
'full' zugzwang. Had it done so it would have
gone right to the top."

Moscow Town, 1994
This formal tourney was judged by
An.G.Kuznetsov. AJR received the provisional
award as a copy of Shakhmatnaya kompozitsia 12
(1995) from Vladimirov by hand of Vereschagin
5vi96. 6 entries were published in the provisional
award. No confirmation period was mentioned. In
this traditional tourney ho more than 10 men are
allowed in the (study) diagram. There was no
studies event in the year 1993.
Apparently there was no definitive award,
publication at all being a fait accompli.
No 10397 B.Gusev
1st prize Moscow Town, 1994

ble3 0311.11 4/3 Win
No 10397 B.Gusev I.b7 Rd8 2Sf7 Rg8 3.Bg4
Rb8 4.Sd8 Ke4 5.Be6 a5 6.Kcl/i a4 7.Kc2 a3
8.Kb3 Rxd8 9.Bc8 Rdl 10.Ka2 Rd2+ ll.Kxa3
Rd3+ 12.Kb2 wins.
i) The study's point: after White's move 7 Black
falls into zugzwang.
"Subtle and precise play by both sides, with a
fresh reci-zug find."
No 10398 V.Zholgov We start with another
recizug. l.Kc7. with:
Qg8 2.Qf3+ Kgl 3.Qd1 + Kf2(Kh2) 4.Sg4+ Kg3

5.Qel+ Kh3 6.Qhl+ Kg3 7.Qh2+ Kf3 8.QO+
Ke4 9.Sf6+, or
a6(a5) 2.Sg4 Qg2 3.Qel+ Qgl 4.Qe4+ Qg2

5.Qh7+ Kgl 6Qbl+ Qfl 7.Qb6+/i Khl 8Qh6+
Kg2 9.Se3+and lO.Sxfl.
i) Possible only because the a7 pawn was induced
to move. "Two known manoeuvres nicely com-
bined. Both lines end in forks, and the first move
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