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PREFACE TO THE DOVER EDITION

INCE 1234 Modern End Game Studies first appeared in 1938
numerous errors have been discovered and I have taken the
opportunity of this Dover republication to have them cor-

rected wherever possible. Typographical and other trivial errors
have been amended silently in the body of the text. The “Errata”
section discusses every ending which has been ‘‘cooked,” i.e.,
shown to be in error, either by me or by colleagues with whom I
have been in correspondence, and in many cases the original
ending has been restated in such a way as to make it sound.

There are a number of other endings which reliable corre-
spondents have cooked, some of them a long time ago, but owing
to the work involved looking up old files and writing out the
demolitions they have not found the time to be more explicit.
A. Chéron has cooked endings Nos. 14, 36, 60, 88, 111, 125,
180, 263, 303, 333, 346, 394, 423, 425, 433, 484, 499, 502, 505,
514, 596, 598, 636, 644, 669, 721, 772, 835, 868, 912, 046,
1016, 1021 and 1203, and considers endings Nos. 603 and 1185
suspect; Rabinovitsch has cooked ending No. 119, Bron ending
No. 582, and a Russian endings Nos. 150, 393 and 420, whilst
Malpas has demolished ending No. 1198. No. 477 is also incorrect.
In addition, A. Chéron has discovered a dual to No. 247 and
many duals to No. 491; H. Rinck knew of a dual to No. 1050.

I wish to thank all those who have helped me discover flaws
and errors and in particular my old and good friends André
Chéron and Walter Korn.

H. M. LOMMER.
Valencia,
August, 1967.



PREFACE TO THE FIRST EDITION

HE aim of this book is to give permanent habitat to the
very considerable amount of excellent work which has been
accomplished in end-game composition since the publication
of ““A Thousand End-games,” by Mr. C. E. C. Tattersall more

than 25 years ago.

To mention by name all those to whom we are indebted would
necessitate naming everyone. Instead we convey our thanks and
acknowledgment collectively and except for especial mention F.
Dedrle for his many examples of Eastern European composers
whose work was not readily available, Messrs. Duras, Fuchs,
Havasi, Halberstadt, Henneberger, Holm, Karstedt, Lazard,
Prokes, Prokop, Przepiorka, Rinck, Sehwers, Troitski and Count
de Villeneuve Esclapon for selecting the examples from their own
work, Messrs. Gorgiev, Kaminer, Korolikov, Liburkin, Neumann
and Simchovitch for sending almost all the examples of the
modern school of composers in the U.S.S.R.

Acknowledgment of indebtedness also to André Chéron and
Dr. Fischer for their respective Introductions, Messrs. L. Alexan-
der and G. C. Burger for assistance in proof reading and to
L. Downing for his translations from the Russian.

M. A. SUTHERLAND,
H. M. LOMMER.
London,
November, 1938
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INTRODUCTION

BY

ANDRE CHERON.

(Three times Champion of France, Author of the ‘¢ Traité Complet ”
“ Les Echecs Artistiques,’’ Chess Editor of *“ Le Temps,”” ‘‘ L’Illustration,’
‘¢ Journal de Geneve,’’ etc., etc.).

viz., artistic and didactic. Despite their similarity

in appearance their respective aims are different. In

my book ‘‘ Traité Complet d’Echecs,”” 1 have
exhaustively considered the didactic end-game. The
authors of the present book cover an essentially different
sphere, viz., the artistic end-game.

The sole aim of the didactic end-game is to be of use
to the player of chess by giving him a few general rules
which are easy to retain, and which will enable him to
perceive the ultimate result in certain elementary positions.
In this way he will learn with little risk of error, if the
complex content of a certain position leads either to a win
or a draw and to know the easiest and safest method of
achieving this. Didactic end-games are elementary positions
from which all unnecessary forces are absent, the presence of
which would change a general position into a particular one
without practical value.

From this it will be seen that it seldom has a beauty
component, when it has it is accidental, as its primary aim
is not beauty but utility in providing guidance for practical
play. Should a didactic end-game have more than one
solution this is not a fault, as it would be in an artistic end-
game, as a multiplicity of solutions renders the task of the
player easier. To state an example : to teach a beginner to
mate with Bishop and Knight against the lone King, really
means to practise the didactic end-game. In this example
there will, of course be thousands of possible solutions, and
the more ways there are the easier it will be to achieve.

In the artistic end-game things are essentially different.
Here the sine qua mom condition is soundness. Before
everything an artistic end-game must be sound and have
only one solution. This reason will be understood after we
have stated that its aim is not to instruct, but to please, and
to astonish the solver by some extraordinary combination.
This, however, does not mean that the content of such a
composition necessarily bears the character of a record. It

END-GAMES may be roughly divided into two types,
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means that the content must be out of the ordinary, and have
little in common with the banality of the every-day game.
The end-game must charm and give a sensation of beauty
wherein are compounded surprise and astonishment, and
admiration for the genius of the composer. It must give
that intellectual joy which can be communicated to all minds
capable of enthusiasm for a common interest. The artistic
end-game is the poetry of chess, whereas the didactic is the
science and grammar. The principal aim of the artistic
end-game is to please. The means? All are allowed, one
alone is ruled out—the tedious !

As soon as the artistic end-game pleases, it has
established its raison d’étre. Of little consequence are the
means by which this is done; that depends on the talent and
conception of the composer.

The reason why an artistic end-game must have only
one solution is now evident. Its aim is not to mate or draw,
but the manner by which these ends are brought about.
Figuratively speaking, I would say that the aim of the
composer 1S not what the solver will find at the end of the
road, but the beauty along the trail leading to the stated
conclusion. Should there be more than one solution the
solver may easily take the prosaic lane and thereby miss the
flowers strewn along his path by the composer and at the
end, having missed the right way, ask himself what could
have been the reason for this stupid ambling.

Does this mean that the artistic end-game is of no value,
and that utility is the attribute of the didactic alone?

Personally I have always maintained the contrary. The
utility of the artistic end-game is not that of the didactic, but
in that it offers a possibility of using one’s imagination. It
does this not by tedium, but in pleasing and in developing
one’s taste for beautiful combinations. A boxer does not
only train by boxing, he also does road work to develop and
increase his staying power, etc.

The player who would shun the artistic end-game would
thereby deprive himself of a spiritual training which is as
useful as it is pleasing. If to this disregard he adds that of
the problem, he can compliment himself in the knowledge
that out of the noble game of chess he has drawn only one
third of its potential intellectual enjoyment. The artistic
end-game has this advantage over the problem in that it
presents riddles of a similar nature to those of the practical
game.
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This alone should render it popular among players—
who have never had the opportunity of giving mate in five
moves in an actual game even if they have announced it.
This, however, does not imply that I consider the art of the
problem inferior to that of the artistic end-game. I consider
that the game of chess has three components, all of which
are equally fascinating : the game itself, the artistic end-game
and the problem. Anyone who wishes to excel in any one
of these must necessarily specialise. This is in the nature
of things. The great mass of players, however, who may
not dream of laurels and who simply seek without discrimin-
ation in the King of Games an inexhaustible source of
intellectual joy, cannot know too well these three aspects to
reap all it contains in intellectual wealth.

It is to the great merit of the authors of this volume to
have undertaken an anthology of the poetry of chess,
which is:

THE ART OF BEAUTIFUL COMBINATIONS.

ANDRE CHERON.
Lcysin, May, 1938.
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INTRODUCTION
DR. J. C. A. FISCHER,

END GAME EDITOR OF THE ‘“ DE SCHAAKWERELD.”

ment of the end-game to date.
Since the publication, 25 years ago, of Mr. C. E. C.
Tattersall’'s ‘“ A Thousand End-Games,”’ which this
compilation closely follows in form, two points are easily
discernible :
(1) the phenomenal growth in the interest taken 1in
end-games, and

(11) the increase in the number of composers.

So much for the quantitative aspect. — The qualitative
aspect ts not so easy to assess, and it cannot be stated with
certainty that the quality is noticeably higher. In the first
decade of this century there existed masterpieces which pre-
sented ideas in a perfect form. Since the publication of the
above-mentioned work, it is in the thematic end-game that
development has been greatest.

It is not generally known that the Dutch end-game and
problem composer, H. Weenink (whose death at such an
early age is so deplored), outlined a scheme of classification
of end-games. This appeared in 1928 in an article in a
local journal and has been reprinted in the ‘‘ Weenink
Gedenkboek ’’ (Memorial Book) Amsterdam-Harlem, 1932.
The pregnant part of this article is that the author dis-
tinguishes three schools in the end-game : —

(1) Natural School,
(11) Artistic School,
(ii1) Thematic School.

The Natural School of end-games comprises studies with
simple and slight material, a natural position (by natural is
meant probable, as arising out of play), and ‘‘ finesse >’ of
solution where, having the ‘‘ move,”” frequently plays the
dominant role. Qutstanding composers of this School are
the late Richard Réti, Selesniev, Grigoriev, Halberstadt,
Moravec and Hasek. These names are taken more or less
at random and it is not to be understood that others are less
important in this School.

The Artistic School is, in the first place, characterised
by its form. Economy, absence of duals, liveliness of the
variations, purity of stalemate positions (many stalemate

THIS work gives a comprehensive review of the develop-
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studies belong to this group) and a natural open position are
elements which are found in the Artistic end-game. The
School has not many significant figures, the most important
being Henri Rinck, the number of whose compositions now
passes the thousand. K. A. L. Kubbel, and many of the
modern Russian composers, also belong to this group.

The Thematic School presents studies with cameo-clear
ideas (themes). In many instances the theme is realised
only at the cost of the form and naturalness of the position.
This, however, is not inherent, as may be seen in a number
of examples in this collection. These themes are derived
from the territory of the problem, Novotny and Plachutta
interferences, Bristol, Indian and Roman ideas. Other
themes are more specific for the end-game, and can be
developed better there. These are the ** marche en escalier,’’
fortification theme, eternal attack, auto-stalemate, and the
notable composers are Simchovitsch, Korolikov, Kok, etc.

These schools, however, are not so sharply distinguished
as are the schools of problem composition, the Bohemian
and the Neo-German, etc., and it is not possible to classify
many of the end-games as they contain thematic and artistic,
and thematic and natural elements together; in other words
all sorts of combinations of the elements of the three schools
are to be found. (A. O. Herbstmann calls this synthesis
the *‘ realism ’’). In addition to this, most of the composers
do not restrict themselves to one ‘‘ School ’’ but present to
us all three, as do A. A. Troitski, Gorgiev, Herbstmann, etc.

To return, although the first two Schools, the Natural
and the Artistic, continue to develop and have not reached
the point where further advance can no longer be envisaged,
development takes place in depth and complexity rather than
in new ideas.

The Thematic School, however, is developing and
extending its scope, new themes being constantly discovered
and successfully presented in end-game form. At present
it cannot be said where the limit of development will be, if
the idea of limit can be held to apply to the ingenuity and
creativeness of the human mind.

This work presents the most famous examples and is a
comprehensive documentation of the end-game and a
valuable addition to its literature.

Weert (Holland), DR. J. C.  A. FISCHER.

July, 1938.
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PUBLISHER'S NOTE

HERE is one feature of this book which makes it
I vastly superior to its predecessors.  The algebraic
notation is used—and is used in its most commonsense
form. From a purely scientific standpoint, the use of
the most abbreviated form of the algebraic notation which
merely gives the starting square and the finishing square
and makes no special note of captures might have been more
logical.  Admitted that its use is perhaps an experi-
ment with the present work, but End-Game composition
is closely allied to Problem composition, and problemists
use an almost identical form of notation to that adopted in
the present work.

It has so many advantages that in order to forestall
criticism, some of them are enumerated :

Every square has one name only instead of two.

The confusion between the King’s side and the
Queen’s side does not exist.

The confusion between White’s and Black’s side of
the board is banished.

The FORM of notation is much more simple.

The liability to make errors in playing the moves on
the board is practically eliminated.

The system is much more easily learned.

We are brought into line with several European
countries using this system—which 1is capable of
universal application.

Even its opponents admit many of these advantages, but
so conservative are we that our archaic form of Chess
notation persists, just as we continue to drive on the left-hand
side of the road, to handicap ourselves in the World’s affairs
by refusing to adopt the decimal system for our calculations
and the metric system for weights and measures, etc.

It is to be hoped that the present experiment suffices
to convince British Chess players. The contents of the book
will achieve World-wide approval and equally it is hoped
that its form of presentation will be acclaimed.

Even without a table giving the names of the pieces
in all the European languages, the book should quickly be
understandable by any Chess player, whatever his nationality
—another and very obvious reason for the adoption of the
algebraic notation.

Maybe—soon—we shall see a tournament book published

in this form.
W. H. Warts, Publisher.
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NOTATION

The following diagram will be helpful to those not familiar with the
algebraic notation.

7 a7c7e7y7 A7
o,
a5c~_5e.‘>’ g5 a5

J
4 #4 ct A s ﬂ/w
3

ad c3 _93?3
3 < () - [0 - B +-

a ¢ c d e ¢ ¢ 4

EXAMPLE: SOLUTION TO No. 967

EQUIVALENT ENGLISH
ALGEBRAIC NOTATION : NOTATION :
1, byt, KDb8; 2, Ktdg, BXKt, 1, P-QKt7+, K-QKtr; 2, Kt-Qg,
3, Bfz, Begt; 34, Kfs, BxKt; BxKt; 3, B-KBz, B-Kg4t; 4,
5, BxKt, Rezt; 6, Kf6, Regt; K-KBjs, BxKt; 5, BxKt, R-Kat;
>, Kfs, Rha; 8, Rgs = 6, K-KB6, R-Kzt; %, K-KBs,
R-KRs; 8, K-KKtg =

EXPLANATION OF SYMBOLS USED

In Diagrams— In Solutions—

4+ White to play and win. + Wins. = Draws. t Check.
= White to play and draw. I Mate. X a Capture.
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NAMES OF THE CHESS PIECES

IN

FRENCH & GERMAN LANGUAGES.

¥ E.E v

K : S8 '

b ¢ 2.3 £ g

EQ. E; 24 ¢ :

7 5E = < &% 3 S
W Queen Q. Dame | Dame
l | Rook R. Tour Turm

. | .
] Bishop | B. | Fou Liufer
! Knight Kt. Cavalier| Springer
i Pawn P. Pion Bauer

This table is included to assist

foreign readers,
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CLASSIFICATION OF

1234

MODERN END-GAME STUDIES

The numbers refer to the Endings.

Pawns only

One Knight

Two Knights

Knight v. Knight ...

More Knights

One Bishop

Bishop v. Bishop (same colour) ...
Bishop v. Bishop (opposite colour)
More Bishops

Knight

Bishop and Knight v. Pawns

Bishop v.

Various combinations of Bishops and Knights
One Rook

Rook v. Rook

More Rooks

Rook v. Knight

Various combinations of Rooks and Knights...
Rook v. Bishop

Rook and Bishop v. Pawns

Various combinations of Rooks and Bishops
Rooks, and Knights (3 Pieces)
Rooks,
Rooks,
Rooks,

Queen v. Pawns and Queen v. Queen and Pawns

Bishops
Bishops and Knights (4 Pieces)
Bishops and Knights (5 Pieces)
Bishops and Knights (6 or more Pieces) ...
Various combinations of Queens and Knights

Various combinations of Queens and Bishops

Queens, Bishops and Knights (3 Pieces)

Queens, Bishops and Knights (4 Pieces)

Queens, Bishops and Knights (5 or more Pieces) ...
Queens and Rooks :

Queens, Rooks and nghts

Queens, Rooks and Bishops ..

Queens, Rools, Bishops and Knights (4 Pleces)
Queens, Rooks, Bishops and Knights (5 Pieces) ...

Qucens, Rooks,

Bishops and Knights (6 or more Pieces) ...

To No. 81

82-105
106—114
115-131
132-137
1381753
176-205%
206~230
231-242
243~285
286313
314-443
444463
4663522
523—534
535-564
565—648
649-639
690—-701
702-794
795-852
853-932
933-964
965-976
977-988

9809—-1014

1015-1034
1035—1056

1057—-1083

1084—1103

1104-1116
1117-1155
1156-1186
1187-1196

1197—1207
1208-1233



XVII

CLASSIFICATION OF POSITIONS
IN APPENDIX

Pawns only .. 8, 9, 17
One Knight . 13, 18
One Bishop ... . 16
Bishop v. Bishop (same colour) ... .. 15
Bishop v. Bishop (opposite column) ... 4
More Bishops . 2
Bishop v. Knight ... 5, 10, 19, 24
Rook v. Knight ... . 11
Various combinations of Bishops and Knights .. 1, 7, 22, 23
Various combinations of Rooks and Knights... 20
Various combinations of Rooks and Bishops ... 12, 21
Rooks, Bishops and Knights ... 6
Rook v. Rook . 14

Queen v. Rook . 3
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ERRATA

26—The source is wrong. This world famous ending was first
published in the ‘“‘Sunday Express,” Dec. 1921, as follows:
Wh. Kd8, Ber, Pas, h6/Bl. Ka7, Ra6, Pa4, b7 wins. 1 Bf27,
Kb8; 2 Bb6, R x B; 3 P x R, a3; 4 h7 etc.,—see solution.

28—Cooked : 5 Kg2 or g1, Kcg; 6 {6, d3; 7 f7, d2; 8 {8 (Q),
dr (Q); 9 Qfr T also wins. Chéron published his own correct
version in the ‘“‘Journal de Genéve,”’ 1955. Wh. Khi1, Pf3,
h3/Bl. Ka3, Pc7, d7, h2 wins. 1 f4, Kbg4; 2 hg !, d5; 3 f5!,
Kcs; 4 hs!, dg; 5 {6, Kd6; 6 h6, d3; 7 {7, Ke7; 8 hy, d2;
0f8 (Q)t, Kx Q; 10h8 (Q)T wins.

62—Faulty. The dual : 5 Ke6 !, Kif8; 6 g3(h3), g5; 7 h3(g3), g6;
8 7, h5; 9 hg also wins.

100—Cooked by 2 ...... , Kc7 ! wins.

100—Cooked by A. Chéron: 1 P x P, b2; 2 Ktc6, br (Q)f;
3 Ktbgt followed by 4 Ktf6 and 5 Kt(f6)ds. Chéron cor-
rected by adding a black pawn on *b7.”

116—The solution says 4 Kb7(c7) wins. This is not so e.g.
4 Kc7?, Kt x Kt; 5 a7, Ktdst and 6......... , Ktb6 draws.
Therefore only 4 Kb7 ! wins.

146—Demolished by 2 ...... , Be2 draws. A. Chéron published
his own version in the ‘‘Journal de Genéve,”’ 1955 : Wh. Kd7,
Bf3, Pg2/BIl. Kf4, Pa6, g5, h4 draw. 1 Bc6!, Kes!; 2 Kc7,
a5!; 3 Bd7!!, Kds; 4 Kb7!!, Kcg; 5 Kc6!, ag; 6 Kd6, a3;
7 Kes!, Kd3; 8 Be6, Ke3; 9 Kf5 drawn. Chéron’s analysis
covers two and a half pages of print, and the above short
solution hardly does it justice.

177—Cooked : 1 bg, Bd1! draws e.g. 2 bs, Bag!; and amended
by placing the Pawn b2 on ‘‘bg,” and the black Bishop on
“e2.”” White wins by 1 Bdjs!

236—Has a neat try: 3 Kc6?, Bx B;4 P x B, h1 (Q); 5a8 (Q),
Qx Pf; 6 Kd7!, Qh3f!; 7 Kc6, Qhrt; 8 Kd7, Qh77;
9 Kc6, Qeqt; 10 Kd7, Qe6T and mate follows.
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258—Cooked by C. J. de Feijter. After 1 Ktc6, Kh7!!; 2 Kb8!,
Kh8! there is a dual by 3 Ka8!, Kh7y (or 3 ...... , Kg8;
4 Ka7, Bc8; 5 Kte7f;or3...... , Kg7 ;4 Kte7,d4; 5 Ktf5 1) ;
4 Ka7, Bc8; 5 Kb8, Ba6; 6 Kc7. Now we have reached the
same position as occurs in the original after Black’s first
move with the difference that it is now Black’s turn to play.

Bad would be 6 ...... , Kh6éor6...... , Kgb6,aswell as 6 ...... :
Kg7, and if 6 ...... , Kh8, then 7 Ktbg4, and 8 Kt x B etc.,
as White queens with check;orif 6 ...... , Kg8, then Kte7f

wins at once.

348—Cooked by W. Korn: 3 Be67, Khg!; 4 Kf4 also wins.

353—Cooked by A. Chéron, with 6 ...... , g1 (Kt)!!. Thisisa
theoretical winning position for Black.

429—Cooked and amended by the author by placing the Knight
d4 on “‘bs,” the black King on “‘e5,” and the black Bishop

on ‘‘c1.” The solution now a move shorter starts with
1 Bh1!! Bdz; 2 Kta7y etc.

444—Cooked by a Russian and corrected by A. Chéron by plac-
ing the black Rook on ‘“‘a2.” Variation ‘‘A” the same;
variation “B”: 1 ...... , Raq; 2 d4, Kaz2; 3 f4, Ka3; 4 {5,
Ra8; 5 Kc4, Kag ; 6 {6 draws.

452—Cooked by A. Chéron. 1. Rg4f or Rd7 71 wins.

470—Cooked by A. Chéron who demonstrates that white can
only draw, viz. 1 Kb2, Rb8t; 2 Kc3, Ra8; 3 Kb3, Rb87;
4 Kcg4, Rc871!; 5 Kbs, Rb871; 6 Kc6, Rc8t!; 7 Kb7, Rc3!;
8 Rg8, Rf3!; 9 a4, Rf7T!; 10 Kb6, Rf61; 11 Kbs, Ri5t;
12 Kcgq, Rf47; 13 Kb3, Rf31; 14 Kc2, Raz!!; 15 Ras,
Kg6; 16 Kb2, Rf3!!; 17 a5, Kg7; 18 Ra7{, Kif8; 19 Rb7,
Rf6; 20 Rb6, Rf5; drawn e.g. 21 a6, Ras; 22 Rh6, Kg7!!;
23 Rb6, Kif7; 24 Kb3, Ke7; 25 Kb4, Rar =

472—Incorrect. Amended by A. Chéron by placing the white
Rook on “f7” and the black King on “bs.”” Solution is now :
1 Re7!! (1 Kb7?, Keg=), 1 ...... , Rd8; 2 Kb7, RhS§;
(2 ...... , Rf8; 3 Rg7!); 3 Rg7 (3 Rd7?, Kesg=), 3 ...... :
Kcs; 4 Ke7, Kds; 5 Kd7, Kes; 6 Key, Kfs; 7 Kf7, Ra8;
8 Rgr and wins e.g. 8 ...... , Ra7T; 9 Kg8, Ra87; 10 Kg7,
Ra7t; 11 Kh6, Ra67; 12 Khs, Ra2; 13 Rgg!
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474—Cooked by A. Chéron who demonstrates that there is no
win: I Kb3, Rf3f; 2 Kbg4, Rfg7; 3 Kbs, Rf57; 4 Kc6,
Rf6t; 5 Kds, Rfs1; 6 Ke6, Ras; 7 Rar, Rag!; 8 Kds,
Kg6!:; 9 Kcs, Kf6!!; 10 Kbs, Reg!!; 11 a4, Re5t; 12 Kcg,
Reqt!; 13 Kds(cs), ResT; 14 Kdg4, Ke6; 15 a5, Kdb;
16 a6, Re8 drawn.

478—Cooked by 1 Ki6, Rf21; 2 Kg7, Ke7 drawn. Amend as
follows: Wh. Kf6, Rd6, Ph6/Bl. Ke8, Rg2, Pa3 wins. The
solution, now a move shorter, begins: 1 h7, Rh2, etc.

482—Cooked by 4 ...... , Kd6!; 5§ RxP, RxR; 6 g8 (Q),
Rf2t draws. W. Korn suggests the following correction :
Place the black King on ‘‘d8,” the black Rook on ‘“b3,”
and the black Pawn on ‘“a2.” Solution: 1 Rar etc.

491—A. Chéron found many duals.
497—Cooked by 5 ...... , Ka2 drawing.

539—This ending is anticipated by Marvin F. Palmer, “Iowa
News,”’ 1917.

541—Cooked by A. Chéron : 1 e6, Kf2!; 2 Ktes, Rg1; 3 e7, Rg8;
4 Kcs, Re8!; 5 Ktg6, Kez; 6 bg, Kegqg!; 7 Kd6, Kdg!;
8 bs, Kc4; 9 b6, Kbs; 10 Kc7, Ka6 drawn. He corrected by
placing Pawn b3 on “b2” and the white King on ‘“b3z.”

1 e6, Rer; 2 Kteg!, Kdg(d2); 3 Ktfzf; if 1 ...... , Kdg;
2 Ktegs!, Rai(cr)(hr); 3 e7, Ra8(c8)(h8); 4 Ktf7, ReS8;
5 Ktd6!, Rxe7; 6 Ktfsf; if 1 ...... , Kfg; 2 e7, Rer;
3 Ktf6, R x e7; 4 Ktdst;if 1 ...... . Kf2; 2 Ktes, Rar(gr)
(h1); 3 e7, Ra8(g8)(h8); 4 Ktggt, K any; 5 Ktf6 wins;
if 1 ...... . Kd2; 2 Ktesg, Rar(c1)(hr); 3 e7, Ra8(c8)(h8);
4 Ktcegt, K any; 5 Ktd6; if 1 ....., . Kds(f3) ; 2 Ktes
and 3 e7, finally if 1 ...... , Rar(cr)(gr)(hr); 2 e7 and
3 Ktf6 wins.

564—S. M. Liburkin, having cooked an identical ending of mine
published in 1935 in the ‘“Journal de Genéve,” sent me his
correction just prior to the publication of this book. I just
had time to take out my faulty setting and replace it by his.
Unfortunately at a later date I found two cooks in Libur-
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kin's: A) 3 Ktd6, e x Kt; 4 e7, d5; 5 €8 (Kt), dg; 6 Ktd6,
cx Kt; 7c7,ds; 8 Rar, dr (Q); 9 R x Q, d2; 10 c8 (Kt),
d3; 11 Ka3, d4; 12 Ktb6, P x Kt; 13 a7, bs; 14 a8 (Kt),
bgt; 15 Kag, b3; 16 Ktb6, b2; 17 Ktcg, b1 (Q); 18 R x Q,
dr (Q);19R x Q,dz2;20 Kt x d2,d3 ;21 Kte4, d2 ; 22 Ktf21.
B) 4 {4, h5; 5 f5, hq; 6 {6, e x f6; 7 e7, f5; 8 €8 (Kt), f4;
9 Ktf6, f3; 10 Ktgg, f2; 11 Kt x f21. During the next 30
years I tried many settings of which two published in the
“B.C.M.,”" 1945 & 1946, were also found faulty. Finally a
correct setting of mine appeared in “‘Szachy,’” 1965 : Wh. Kfs,
Rdi1, Pa6, c6, dz2, e6, f7, g4, g6/Bl. Kgi, Qh1, Re8, h2,
Ktf1, Pay, c7, d4, e7, f2, g7, g2, h3; wins: 1 f x R (Kt), d3;
2 Ktf6 (2 Ktd6 ?, e x Kt and black gets stalemated), 2 ...... .
gx Kt; 3¢5 PxP;4g7,24;5¢8 (Kt), g3;6 Ktf6, P x Kt;
7 Kgb6, f5; 8 e7, f4; 9 e8 (Kt), f3; 10 Ktd6, P x Kt; 11 7,
ds; 12 c8 (Kt), d4; 13 Ktb6, P x Kt; 14 a7, b5; 15 a8 (Kt)
wins e.g. 15 ...... , bg; 16 Ktcy, b3 ; 17 Kte6, b2 ; 18 Ktgs,
br (Q); 19 Kt x f31.

571—Cooked by A. Chéron who corrects by placing the Knight
on “f6” (thus eliminating the black Pawn). The solution
remains the same.

578—Cooked by A. Chéron: 3 ...... , Rc6 x Ktf; 4 Kcgq, Kg7
wins. Can be mended by adding a white Pawn on ‘“h7.”

588-—Cooked by 1 Rhg, Ktd3;2a3!,b3;(2...... , Px P;3Raq);
3 a7, Ra6; 4 Rd4t, K any; 5 R x Kt drawn.

651—Cooked by 1 Bc3, Rci!!; 2 Bd2t, Kes; 3 B x R, Kdé
draws.

674—Cooked by A. Chéron and reconstructed by him as follows :
Wh. Kh7, Rei/Bl. Kf7, Bb3, Pa3, e4; White draws.

I Rx P!, Be2; (1 ...... , a2; 2 Rer, Bc2t, 3 Kh8!);
2 Kh8!, a2; 3 Rer!, (3 Re5?, a1 (R) wins), 3 ...... , Bbr ;
4 Res!, (4 RxB?, PxR (R) wins), 4 ...... , al (R);

5 Raz, Ba2; 6 Ra7{ drawn.

692—Cooked by A. Chéron: 1 Bgg!, and corrected by him by
placing the white Rook on ‘‘g3.” The solution remains the
same.
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699—Cooked by 3 ...... , Kf6 wins.

267—Cooked by 3 ...... ,PxB (Qt;4 KxQ, Bb6. +

794—A. Chéron points out that the solution is wrong and should
read; 8 Rar!! (Not 8 R x b8f? as given, as Black draws
by 8 ...... , R x R;9Rar, (9 Kg3z, Bfr) ;9 ...... , €5 ; 10 Rh1,
gq4!; 11 P x P, Rb2t!!; 12 Kg3, (12 Ke3, Rb3{; 13 Kdg,
Kh7!); 12 ...... , Rb3t; 13 Khg, (13 Kfg4, Kh7); 13 ...... ,
Bg2; 14 Rh2, B x P; 15 g5, Kh7; 16 Kg4, Bfs5f; 17 Khg4,
Kg6 drawn.) 8 ...... , 2€5; 9 Kg3, g4; 10 P x P and wins as
the black Bishop is lost.

817—Cooked by A. Chéron. There is no win after 1 Kf3, Baz;
2 Rag, Kc8; 3 R x B, Kd7; 4 Rd2 (If 4 Ra6, Ktb4 ; 5 Rag,
Ktc6 or 5 Rb6, Ktds =) 4 ...... , Ktf6; 5 Kf4, Ke6 draws.

820—Cooked by A. Chéron who found the following dual : 1 g7,
Bcg4; 2 Rdy, Ktag or Ktcs; 3 Rdg&, Ktd3 or Kte4 ; 4 Rh87,
K any; 5 g8 (Q) T draws.

822—Cooked by W. Korn : 1 Bf4, Rg2 winning the white pawn
drawing. He suggests adding a black Pawn on ‘‘g6,”’ keeping
to the original solution. Also cooked by A. Chéron who found
the following dual: 1 Bfg4, Rag (1 ...... , Ra7 also draws) ;
2 b6, Rbs draws.

826—Cooked by a Russian: 1 Kthy, K x Kt; 2 g71, Khé6;
3 g8 (R)!, (3 g8 (Q)?, Rfit; 4 Kh2, Rhi{ draws; or
3 g8 (Kt)77?, Kg7; 4 Kt x R, K x Kt draws), 3 ...... , Re6!!
/This is the move the composer overlooked/; 4 Kh2, (if
4 Bd7, Rg6t draws; if 4 Rf8, Kg7; 5 Rf7f, Kg8 draws;

or if 4 hs, Kh7; 5 Bf7, Re7 draws); 4 ...... , Kh7; 5 Bf7,
Re2t!; 6 Kh3, Re3t; 7 Kg4, Re7; 8 Bds, Rg7t; 9 R x R,
K x R drawn.

854—Cooked by: 1 e7, B x PT; 2 Kd2, Ktfi1{; 3 Kc2, Rg8;
4 Bg6, Bist; 5 B x B, Kte3f; or if 4 Bg6, Bhs; 5 by,
Rb8 wins. The author has amended as follows: Wh. Kdi,
Be4, Pb6, e7, g4/Bl. Kc4, Rg4, Bhs, Kth2 draws. 1 €8 (Q,!)
R x Pt; 2 Kd2!, Ktfit; 3 Kc2!, Ktezt; 4 Kc2, Ktfrt;
5 Kc2, BxQ; 6 b7, Rg8; (6 ...... , Bagt; 7 Kci, Rbs;
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8 b8 (Q), Bagt; 9 Kcr, R x Q; stalemate, or if 8 ...... ,
Bg61; 9 Kc3z!, R x Q echo stalemate.

935— T his beautiful old classic is demolished by the startling
2 ... , Kb7!! wins, whilst 2 ...... , K x Kt, in the original
solution, only draws.

1053—Cooked by 1 B x f6. The author amends by placing the
Knight d5 on ““d3.”” The solution remains the same.

1090—Cooked by: 1 g3t1, Khs; 2 g41, Kx P; 3 f7, Qbr;
4 8 (Q), Bazf! and if 4 Ktest, Khs; 5 Kt x P, O x B
draws. The author amends by placing the white pawn g2 on
“o3” and the black King on “‘g4.” The solution is one move
shorter starting with 1 {7 etc.

1123—Cooked by Klaman: 2 ...... , O x Kt;3f8(Q),0Q x Pt with
perpetual check. Amend by placing a white pawn on ‘“‘a4.”

1182—Cooked by 6 ...... b3!; 7 Px P, Rx B; 8 Qa8f, Raz2
draws. Amended by the author as follows: Place the white
Queen on “a7,” replace the black pawn hs by a white
one and add a black pawn on ‘“g7.”” The solution remains
the same.
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