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DRAFT COLLECTED CHESS PROBLEMS OF MICHAEL LIPTON   Last amended 22 July 2016 

   

Making a meal of it: chess problems by Michael Lipton will include discussions of themes/topics based on dia-

grams of my problems, with my other relevant work, on each theme/topic, in notation. Selected problems will be 

diagrammed (about 350-400), the rest (about 100) will be given in FEN (Forsyth-Emmerson Notation). The book 

will have 5 parts (each divided into sections and sub-sections):  

Introduction (about 20 pages) - my chess problem ideas and history,  

hors d'oeuvres (miniatures),  

mains,  

afters (and versions),  

index (menu?). 

 

Unless new anticipations, errors, or persuasive opinions emerge: 

Problems numbered below in block type will be selected and diagrammed; 

Problems numbered in ordinary type will be given in FEN (Forsyth-Edwards notation; N replaces S) 

I have yet to decide whether problems numbered in italics will be diagrammed selections, or in FEN only.  

 

I'll first write Mains, divided into thematic sections using some of the ordering below. I currently intend:1 

 Geometries: linery (Grimshaw-Nowotny, half-battery); criticality ( Bristol-antiBristol, critical-anticritical-peri-

critical play, ?separate sub-sec. mousetraps); checkery (cross-checks, changed checks);  pinnery (unpin, self-pin 

(subsec Schiff/Nietveld), half-pin); 

Oddities: grabs, promotions/underpromotions, castling, e.p., checking or unchecking keys, occupancy?, ... 

Modernities: correction; reciprocity, cyclicity; mate transference, Rukhlis; Zagoruyko; total/radical change; tries 

with commonalities (except criticality); sequences (reversal/Dombrovskis/le Grand/Banny/Sushkov etc) 

Cross-cuts and unclassifiabilities: tasks, twins, mates,  ...  To some extent, "Modernities" will be prefigured in 

earlier sub-sections (Geometries and Oddities). 

Obviously, many problems might fit into more than one category.(I have a file "problem ordering", numerically 

ordering each problem by its theme-group of primary allegiance, with its subsidiary themes in brackets.) 

   

Then I'll  write up miniatures, afters, perhaps twins & tasks, each grouped into thematic sections (like Mains). 

Miniatures (hors dôoeuvres) will precede Mains in the final version, so its readers will find that many themes in 

Mains have been prefigured, exemplified and briefly described in miniature. 

 

Introduction, renumbering and re-indexing come last. Where this draft contains several versions, only one will 

usually appear in the book. Drafting note: to avoid confusion, problem numbers, until the final draft, will be as in 

this latest (working draft) version of ML collproblems (with A's, missing numbers, and all retained).  In the final 

draft, all numbers, cross-refs and index will be changed to the normal 1-2-3, etc, sequence. 

 

If you think thatôs clear, you havenôt been paying attention. 

 

Many thanks above all to Paz Einat, and also to Barry Barnes, Paz Einat, Michael McDowell, John Rice and 

Brian Stephenson for major and indispensable help, and to  Charles Ouellet, Geoff Foster, Vaclav Kotesovec, Bob 

Lincoln, Bosco Miloseski, Jeremy Morse, Philippe Robert, Erhard Seipp, Ian Shanahan and Paul Valois for sub-

stantial, valuable help. Gaps remain. Please do not cite diagrams below unless they have already been pub-

lished. 

  

All problems are computer-tested. Non-sequential numbers mean that a late anticipation has been found. Any 

help, advice, notice of mistakes, anticipations or improvements will be appreciated and acknowledged; 

please email mlipton@onetel.com  In any case, try to enjoy at least some of the problems! 

 

Michael Lipton, Brighton, 17 July 2016 

Note: After the publication of the 1968-70 FIDE Album, I decided not to enter problems for future Albums. 

                                                     
1Some ideas (self -block, check, change, etc.), are probably too pervasive to justify separate sections.  

mailto:mlipton@onetel.com
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1. Michael Lipton, The Problemist, Sep. 1950, p.430. 3x. 5+2. First published problem.  d7h8  

1.h7, Kg7 2.h6+  Kh8/K~ 3.g7 model/h8Q. Sq-clearance, star-flight.   

 

2. ML Problemist, March 1951 v.17.11.14 (adds BPg7, v. dual Ke5) 2x. 5+1. b7d5 Paz Einat: no 

Kc4 2.Qd3. 1.Sc3++ Kc4/Kc5/Kd6/Ke6/Ke5/Kd4 2.Qd5. Plus-flights +2  

 

3 ML TP 1951 v.BPB 5-9-2012 3x. 8+7  h3h1   3a ML TP 1951 v. Charles Ouellet 16-9-2014 3x 7+6  f4h1 

       1f3 R~ 2.aR, cR, BxR 

g2 3.Sf2.  Complete R grab, "most original in view of the unpinning key" (CSK). The published version (3 with-

out WBc1) was ruined by 1..R on rank 2.Rc1 (and Rdéh6 2.Ra1) or 2.Ra1 as well as the intended 2.RxR  (un-

detected in 1950). Barry's +WBc1 stops these.  Charles Ouellet's version is a considerable further improvement. 
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4. ML, The Problemist, 1951. 2x. 3+1. b4b7. No - Paz Einat 

1.Re7+  K~6/K~8 2.Qe6/Qg8.6 flights; min; 5 'distinct' models. 

5a ML TP Nov1951 In memoriam A.C.White 2x 7+7   h6e4    5. Version Paz Einat. 2x. 7+7 a2e4  better 

        5a 1.Qa7 ~2.Qd4,Qe3. 

Rxd5/Re5/Rf3/Rf4 2.Re3/Sd6/Rd4/Sg3. 4 self-block unblocks by unpinned BR. 5: ~2.Qd4 only. Be3 2.Qxe3. 

 

6a. ML,v. The Problemist, 1951 3x 3+4   6 ML, v. Charles Ouellet 8/9/14. 3x. 3+4. b3h4.   514 replaces 

                   
6a 1.Rg7? ~2.Rb8. Kh5! (2.Rb8 Kh6!) 1.Rg1? ~2.Rb8. Kh3! (2.Rb8 Kh2!) 1Rbb8 ~2Rg7,Rg1. Kh3 2Rg7 (2Rg1? 

Kh2!). Kh5 2.Rg1 dual Rg2 (2.Rg7? Kh6!) Banny-Kontrawechsel; 1.Rbb8 Kh5 2.Rg1 or Rg2 ruins. Published 

with BPe3 on f3, when 1.Rg1?? also f2). Charles's rescue: 1.Rg1? ~2.Rb8. h2! (2.Rb8 hxg1!) 1.Rg7? ~2Rb8 Kh5! 

(2.Rb8 Kh6!) 1.Rbb8 ~2.Rg7,Rg1. h2 2.Rg7 (2.Rg1? hxg1!). Kh5 2.Rg1 (2.Rg7? Kh6!) 514/a = 6b/c better! 
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7 "Sixty years on": ML 16/9/2011, after ML 1951. The Problemist, March 2013. 3x. 10+5.   f3a6 

1.Bf1 e2 2.Rxe2 IndianĄBS wheel. 1.Rc2? e2 2.Rxc4 e1S+! Earlier steps: ML, TP Nov 
1951: 2RN4/k2P4/3p4/1PnPR3/N7/5p2/5Bp1/6K1. 2x. 9+5. Mutate. 1.Re3. Reconstructed ML 16/9/2011: 

NK6/3p4/k2P4/3p4/1PnPR3/N7/5p2/3B2. 2x. 8+5. , but identically anticipated by G. Paros, 2nd h.m., Magyar Sakvillag 1928 (Brian Ste-
phenson). This 3er attaches the 2-move BS wheel to a capture-Indian. 

8. ML, Chess, Oct. 1951v. 2x. 7+11. h2h5 

1.Rg1 ~2.Sg7. Rb3/Rb4/Rc2/Rd2,Bf4+/Rxe2+ 2.e3/e4/e8Q/Sf4/Bxe2. Of 4 BR 

openings of a1-g7, two are unpins, two bivalves. 
9. ML, TP, Nov. 1951. 2x. 6+6. C-;  cook Qb1.              9a. v. Bosco Miloseski 11.9.13. 2x. 6+6.  e8d6          

  1.Qg4/Qh5/Rb,a2/Rf2/Rxh2? 

Qh3/Qd4/Bg1/Bf4/e3!) 1Qd2 ~2Qxh6 Generalized correction. e3 (pri defence BQ gains h6-d6; pri error BQ loses h2-d6) 2Qxh2 antiGa-

mage-Gamage. Qd5!/Qd4!/Qxd2! (sec defs, BQ gains h2-d6; sec errors, arrival unguards) .Qxd5/Qxd4/Rxd2. (Bf4/Be5 2.Qxf4/Bb4) 
1...Qd5, anti-Gamage 2 (cf Schiffmann 2) v ~Qxh6 & v sec thr Qxh2; 1...Qd4 sec anti-Gamage 2 only.  
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10. v.9 JMR Sep 2011, unpub 2x 6+5   b7d8        10a. v.9 Paz Einat (or Bf7Ąg8, +WPh5) 6+5.  h3e3.  

                       
(1Qh7? ~(e5) 2Qc7. Qxc6+/Qxh5 2Sxc6/Qd7. Qb3+!)    1Qe7 ~2.Qa7. d5/Qxe7,Qe5!/Qe4!! 2.Qa7/Qa3/Rf3/Qxe4  

1.Qd4 ~/e5/(Qxd4)/Qd6/Qd7+/(Be7/Bf6) 2.Qh8/Qxh4/   (Bg7 2.Qg5) Tertiary (generalized) correction this time.   

Rc8/Qxd6/Qxd7/Bb6/Qxf6. 9's Q recapĄ unpin; Qd6,7 Anti-Gamages pure. 

11. ML-JMR, alternative v. 9, unpub. 2x. 6+6.  b4d6  

 1K4B1/2R5/3k3p/8/2p1p3/2Bq4/2R4b/3Q4 1.Qd2 

1Qd2. 1.Kb6? e3! Still Meredith; loses try 1.Qh5? (QxR+/Qb1+). 

12. ML. The Problemist, Nov. 1951, 2x. 9+8.          e5c5 

1. Sg5 zzw. Bb4/Bb6,Kb4/Bxc4/Bxc6 2.Qa6/Qf8/Se4/Se6. Muleblocks (2 

with white interference), with provided flight.   13 fully anticipated by 13b (Gooderson 1945), a better construction!  
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14. ML, v. TP,  Jan 1952  7+5  a8a1  

 

1.Kxb7 zzw. Qh7+ 2.Bd7. Bf3+,Qe4+,Qg6 2.Bc6.  

Be2,Qd3,Qf5 2.Bb5. Bb3(,Ka2) 2.Bxb3. Qa2 2.Sc2.  

Bxa4 2.Rxa4. 6 half-pin mates, 2 with cross-check all- 

owed  by key; provided flight. Bad black moves (Qc1 

c2; Bc2,g4,h5) allow WB duals or worse. Even in a  

block they matter little to me, or perhaps to un-brain- 

washed solvers, who judge problems by content, not 

potential flaws after Black folly. (Orig WPc3, BPb2;  

triple after Ka2, a prominent, strong move). 

 
15. ML vTP 1952/7 2x 8+10  a8d8 Cp 333 15a ML v15.2.2015 2x 7+8  c8e8 15b ML v16.2.2015. 2x. 8+10.  g8e8 

  
15: 1Bd4 ~2h8Q c6/c5!/e6/e5!/(Qc6) 2.Bb6/Qa5/Bf6/Qg5/aSxc6. Magee. Each interfering P corrects line-opening by clos-ing. 1Bg7,Bf6,Be5? c6! 

Orig +BPh3; WRh7, h5Ąg5, a8Ąh6. 15a: 1Kb8 ~2Rc8. f6/f5!/d6/d5!/(Rc5) 2Qg6/Bh5/Qc6/Qa4//(Qxe7). Uses WQ laterally, saves 3 units. 1.Qxe5? 

~/Rxe2/Qxe2 2.Qxe7/Sd6/Sf6 but e6! is a useful cook-try. 15b: 1.Qe4! ~2.Kh7. Qxe4/Qh2/Qxg7+ 2.bxa8Q/Qxe7/Kxg7. 1.Qf5? Qh2! Else as 15a. 

16. ML, The Problemist, July 1952. 2x. 11+7.  b1d6 

1.Sxd7 ~ (eS~,Qh8)2.dxc5, (cS~)2.dxe5. eSxd7/cSxd7/Bxd7/Qxd7  

2.e5/c5/c8Q/e8Q. Four self-pins are also unblocks for white Pawns. 
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17. ML, v. The Problemist, July 1952. 2x 7+5.    g5c8 Paz Einat: no 

1.Qc3 d5 Bxe6. e5 2.Bxd7. (d6/exf5/Qxc3/b4/Qc4/Qc5/Qc7 2.Qh8/Re8/Rxc3/Qxc5/ 

 Qxc4/Qxc5/Qxc7) 1.Re1? d6! 'Unusual' (constructive concurrency) mates by unpinned WB. 1..d6 Gamage. Meredith. 

 

18a ML TP 11/1952 3x b8h3               18b ML v. 27.7.14 3x c8h3          18c ML Independent  6.4.2015 3x, v. TP Jan 2016   

     
(a) 1.Kc8, Sc5,f8 2.SxS. Sc7,d8 3.KxS. S else 2.RxS. Complete BS grab. Not 1éSc5 2.Rxc5? Kh4! 3:3, 6 units. (b) adds tries 1.Rd2? 

Sf4! 1.Rf2? Sd4, & changed flight & mate. (c) is a complete block! 1.Ke7? (or 1.Re4?) Sc7! 1Kd7!? Sc7 2Kxc7! but Sf8+! 1.b5? 

Sc5! So 1.Rg8! Now S~ (=Sc7+ only), 2.R(x)c7; the other 7 BS moves are grab corrections: Sd8 2.Rc7? Sf7! so 2.Kxd8; Sc5 

2.Rc7?? so 2.bxc5; Sd4 2.Rc7? Sf3,5! so 2Rxd4; etc. Pioneer min S grab L. Szabo Offiziers Schachztg 1904: 6Bk/ 

3K2pP/16/3s4/2Q5/16. 18a is among 11 original ML 3x mins (+ 6 CSK, one with 6 bits at 2:3: Nottinghamshire Gdn 1911: 

5S2/8/B7/2R5/5s2/8/P1K5/k7: 3x)  in CSK-ML Nov 52 article exploring matrices for complete BS grab in min; 3 examples of 3:5, 

but C. Lysaiak, TP Supplement 2004, did it with 6 bits & flight-giving key: R7/8/1R1n4/8/8/3K4/P7/k7 3x. 1.Rf8.  

 

19. ML, The Problemist, Nov 1952. 3x. 5+2.   c1a1 See better versions below diagram 

1.Re6! S~ 2.RxS. 3:4. Slightly surprising key, but (26.4.2013) flight -

giving keys 1.Ra6-e6 or 1.Ra4-c4 are  and better. See 18, 18a, 23, 38, 494, 507a-b, 510. 
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20. ML, The Problemist, Sep 1952. 2x. 6+4. 2x     b8a6 

1.Qc6+ aSb6 2.bxc8Q. cSb6 2.bxa8Q. Rb6 2.Bd3. Checking keyĄ 

self-pins to unpin WP.  (14-2-2012): WQĄd7,WBĄc2 (for set Rxb7+ 2.Qxb7). Still improvable? 

 

21. ML, The Problemist, Sep 1952 2x 4+3 h3g1   

1. Qg6. Qd1,Qe2 2. Bf3; Qb1,Qd3,Qc4 2. Be4; Qb5 2. Bd5; Qa6  

2. Bc6; (Qxg2+ 2.Qxg2). Miniature where 4 BQ unpins lead to shut-offs by the WB. Black's 8 Q moves 

 

to white squares are dual-free; her 3 moves to black squares aren't! 

 

 

 

22. ML, Problemist Sep 1952. 2x. 6+3.   g6a8 Put in selection (Paz)  Cp 481 b5a8 , 254 b1a8, [204 h5h1] 

Set R~a 2.Bxc6 1.Re8,dRe7,Sxc6? Rb6! 1.eRxc6! ~2.Ra6, (1...Rb6) 

R(x)b6. Ra1/2/3/4/5 2.Rc1/2/3/4/5. (Rxa7/Rxc6+ 2.Rc8/Bxc6). 5 BR unpins of self-pinned WR. 
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23. ML. The Problemist, Nov 1952. 3x. 5+2.    c2a1 

1.Bd7? Sc8/Se8/Sc4/Se4 2.BxS/BxS/RxS/RxS. Sb7! 1.Rf8! Sc8/Se8/ 

Sc4/Sxe4 2RxS/RxS/bxS/BxS. Sf5,7/Sb5,7 2RxS/BxS (Kxa2 3.Ra#) Complete BS grab miniature at 3:5; four 

changes from try-play to post-key play. See 18, 18a, 19, 38, 494, 507a-f, 510. 

 

 24. ML, Chess, March 1953. 2x. 5+4.   h1f1 

(Set Qd1/e1 2.Rxd1/Rxe1) 1.Sc1 ~(Ke1)2.Rg1. Qb7/Qe4 2.Sb3/d3. 

(Qxc1 2.Rxc1). Two pins, by unpinned BQ, of WR are critical errors, allowing WS mousetraps to open other 

WR's battery. Key gives flight. 

 

25. ML, Al Hamishmar, 11.2.1953 2x. 8+10  b3d5  

 

 

 

1. Qd3! ~2.Qc4. Sd6 2.Sxf4 (2.Scx7?)  

Se5 2.Sxc7(2.Sxf4?) (Kxe6/Bf1  

2.Qf5/Qe4) Mutual-guard-cut  

(one-way) Herpai, with dual avoidance 

by black self-unpin, and a flight-giving 

key. Options (): WK to h7, +WPb3, -BPb4  

(for Be4+ allowed by key), or even +BPa4 for  

1...axb3 2.Qxb3 (too fringey). Irritating that  

2.Ba2 apparently can't be achieved. 

Compare 40 
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26. ML The Problemist Mar. 1953. 2x. In memoriam Godfrey Heathcote. 5+3.   h6h8 

1.Sg5 Zzw. Q~8/Qg8!/Qxg7+/Qxf7 2/Rh7/Rg8/fxg7/Sxf7/ 

Min with H in the diagram, G after 1...Qg8 2.Rxg8. H becomes G (sort of). Two withdrawal unpins of WR. 

 

27. ML, v. TP, 1953 7.8.2011. Probleemblad 2013. 3x  5+5 Twin c7Ąe1  c2a8 [orig WBc7Ąh2 1Bg1,Kd1]   

1Kd1c5/d4/e3 2.Sxc5/Bxe4/Ke2. Twin 1Bf2 c5/d4/e3 2.Bxc5/xd4/ 

xe3. Black units x, y, z part-open gates. In the twin, W takes/blocks x, y, z. Then Black must move, respectively, 

y or z; z or x; and x or y, completing open gates. They are then exploited by mates capturing z or y; x or z; y or x. 

'Unusual' (constructive concurrency) motif again.  

 

28. ML, The Problemist, Sep. 1953. 2x. 4+3.  a3a1It's this or 31 

1. Rd1! ~2. Qd4,Qe5. B~/Sb3 2.Qa2/Sc2. B1S2 half-pin miniature. 
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29. ML and E.H.Shaw, The Problemist, Sep. 1953. 3x. 4+3.  f3f1 Compare 165 c3c1 

Set Rd2,Re1 2.R3xe1#. 1.Rg4! zzw. Rd2 2.Re1+ Kxe1 3.Rg1. Re1 

2.Rxd3 R~,Re2/Re3+ 3.Rd1/R3xe3. Miniature, sacrifice, battery-forming. WKĄg3, WRe4Čg4 1.Kf3 is . 

 

30. ML, The Problemist 9/1953. 2x 4+3  c7a8 

 

 

1. Be4! Zzw. Sa4 etc 2.Rh8. Sd8 etc. 2.Ra1.  

(Sa7,Sb8 2.Bxb7.) S1S2 diag HP may (1952)  

have been new in miniature, but it's related to  

A. Jakab, Chess Amateur, 1922: W Kg6,  Re5,  

Bb2, c4; B Kh8, Bg7, Sf6. Sf6. 1.Re7  

(1 half-pin mate changes).  

 

 

31. ML v. The Problemist Sep. 1953. 2x. 4+3.      h3h1 

1.Re1! ~(pseudo) 2.Qa8,Qb7. B~ 2.Qh2. Sg3 2.Sf2. 

(Original, also : 24/3Q4/1N1R4/K7/8/kbn5). Another half-pin matrix in miniature.  
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32. ML, v. The Problemist, Sep 1953. 3x. 7+5.   c2c6      32a. ML v.17.1.2014. 3x. 6+5.     c2c6 

                               
1.Kb3? d5! 2Kb4 d4! 1.Kd3! d5 2.Kd4 d6 3.Sa5.                    Later v. saves WPg4 as 1.Rg4? now fails to d5; & 

e5 2.Kc4 any 3.Sa5. Prevention-of-check half-pin Meredith;  WP replaces Bd8 (same play except mate 3.Sd8). 

1éd6,e6 unblocks harm black (anti-stalemate). Orig WKd2 

33. ML, The Problemist, Sep. 1953. 3x. 5+3.    e2b1 

1g8Q?(or 1.h8Q?) a1B! 1g8B! a1B 2.Bc4 Kc2 3.Ba2. a1Q 2.h8Q 

Qa4,Qa5,Qa7/Qa2,Qa3 3.Qxb2/Qh1. Both sides promote to B. 

  

 

34. ML, The Problemist, Sep. 1953. 3x. 10+6.         b7e1 
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1.h8Q? Ba1!! 1.h8B for complete grab of BB.  

 

35. ML, 6th Place, 1st McWilliam Tourney, The Problemist 1953.  2x. 7+4.  (1.Bxd8? Sg7!) a7c8 

1.Sa4! ~2.Sb6. Sd7 2.Se7. Bxc7 2.d7. Half-pin plus white interfer-

ence in Meredith. 

 

36. ML, The Problemist, 1953. 2x. 7+4.   d3h1  Compare 37 b7f5 

1.Rxf3! ~2.Rxh3. Bg3 2.Rf2. Qg2 2.Rf1. (Qxh7+ 2.Rf5, set 2.Bxf3. Qg3/Qxf3+ 

2.Rxg3/Bxf3) Half-pin mates follow unpins of Rf3 by each half-pinned piece. 11 units (-WB, WP; WQ for WRf5, 

WR for BPf3: 1.Qf5-d5. Or Kd3 Qg4 Rs c3, h7 or h6 Ss e1, e2; Kh1 Qh3 Bh2 Pd4). 59 years later I durch-kom-

poniert this Meredith: see 37. [Paz Einat: 37 better, probably should supersede 36]  

 

37. ML, Problemist Supplement, Jan 2012. 2x. 8+4.  b7f5  Compare 36 d3h1 
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(Set.Q~,B~d8-h4 2.Qe5, 1...Qe6 2.Qg6 (Qd5+ 2.Rxd5)) 1.R,R,Qxf7? 

Stalemate. 1.Qc8! ~(B~)2.Rxf7; Qe6 2.Rd5; Be7 2.Rd6; Qe7 2.Rxe7; Qxd7+ 2.Qxd7;  Ke6 2.Bg4; Qxh5 2.Rg7. 

59 years on: cp. 36 (d3h1); 37 loses cross-ch unpin; gains flight, BK midboard, set play, better key. 

 38. ML, The Problemist, Sep. 1953. 3x. 5+2.  a8f3  

1.e8=R! S~ 2.K, S, aR or eRxS, Kg3 3.Re3. (Sd8 2.Rxd8? Ke3!)  

1.e8=Q? Se5! CSK: 'The composer has been researching this grab [BS miniature] and finally achieves one with 

BK off board edge' (at 3:3). See 18, 18a, 19, 23, 494, 507a-b, 510. 

39. ML, British Chess Magazine, Nov. 1953. 2x. 9+12.  a1f4 

1.Sh4, ~ (Ke5) 2.Sg6. S4e5 2.Sxe6 (Sxe2?). S6e5 2.Sxe2 (Sxe6?) 

'Einbahnherpai' dual avoidance + self-blocks on flight + unpins of WS. Paz Einat: remove both BRs (and BPd2)?!  
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40. ML, Haboker, 25.12.1953. 2x. 8+11.   a8d5  Compare 25 

1.Re6! ~2.Be4. Sf6,Sc7+ 2.S(x)c7. Sed6! 2.Sxb4 (2.Sc7? 2.Sxe7??) Sac5 

2.Sxe7(2.Sxb4??) 1-way Herpai; Barulin dual avoidance by (discovered) pin of white. Note correction by Se8. for WPb3 to 

replace BPc4 and/or for b6Ą b5, +WPb6 for one or two bits of by-play, but why? 
41. ML. The Problemist, Jan. 1954. 2x. 8+8.    a1f5  Compare 418-418a a2f4. 

Set Qxc5/Qd5 2.Sg3/dual. Mutate 1.Qxd4! Qe4,Qxd6/Qf4,Qxe2/ Qe3 

2.Q(x)e4/Q(x)f4/Qg4. Qxd4+ 2.Sxd4. Unpinned BQ thrice unpins self-pinned WQ. 2.Sg3 unforced post-key.  

42. ML, The Problemist, March 1954. 2x. 5+7.   f6d6    

 
1.bxc7, ~2.c8=S. b6 2.Rcx6. b5 (or Qa8) 2.Rxd3. Key - the only one feasible - allows Meredith Pawn switch.  

(43 deleted) 44. ML,  v. 10-2-2012  of 43 (ML, The Problemist, March 1954).  2x. 6+3.  c8c6 
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 1.Ba7 ~2.Rc5. Bb6 2.b8S. Rb6 2.d8S. (Rb5 2.Rd6.) Key anticritical 

re c5, critical re b6, where defences are a Grimshaw allowing promotions 1.Ba7. Original 43:  +BRa4, BPc4, 

BRb2Ąb4; WPs e4, e5 instead of WRd3. Same play, but three units (25%) are economized, and key anticritical 

also re f2 (1.Rxa5? Rf2!), so more strategic (if more obvious). What we learn is how to construct. 

45. ML, The Problemist, May 1954. 3x. 2+5.    f1h1 

(Set S~ 2.Qxb7+) 1.Qg8! ~2.Qg1#,2.Qg2# Rg7 2.Qh8+. Bg7 2.Qh7+ 

(technically a Dresden!) Minimal-miniature RB Grimshaw, but (Dresden notwithstanding) a built-up 2-mover. 

46. ML, The Problemist, July 1954. 2x. 10+12.     d6d8 

1a4! Zzw. Rb6/Bb6/Rf5/Bf5 2.Kxc5/Kxc6/Kxe6/Kxe5. 1.a3,fxg4? 

Ra3! Grimshaw ints. v WK battery. Paz Einat sends Th. Siers Brisbane Courier 1932: 1n6/5p1p/5RbP/P1pKp1rp/ r1p1p2B 

/b1p1P2/S4Q2/3k4 1.Rd6; same theme, different matrix, worse key, economy; bad dual 1...f5; but +WK6, 2 self-blocks; less pawny. 
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47. ML lecture, 'Herpai-Anti-Bristol', The Problemist, Sep 1954. 2x. 8+10.   e8e4 

1.Sf5! ~2.Sd6,Sf6. Sd3 2.Sxc3 (Sg3?). Sf32.Sxg3(Sxc3?). Sg4 2.Rf4. 

gxf5 2.Bxf5. 1-way Herpai with dual avoidance by closing white lines.  Thematic key. 

 
48. ML, 'Herpai-Anti-Bristol', The Problemist Sep 1954. 2x. 9+7.   c4h1 Cp. 94 

Set B~ 2.Qb7.1.Qa4! Zzw Ba3 2.Qxa8 (Qa1??) Ba5 2.Qa1 (Qxa8??) 

R1~a,Rg1/R8~a 2.Rg1/h8Q. Maximum-distance 1-way Herpai. Anticipatory dual prevention closes W lines. 

49. ML, TP Sep 1954 2x 7+14.  b8e6                    49a A. Goldstein, Probleemblad March-April 1954 2x 8+12  

        1.Ba4! 
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1.a8S! ~2.Sc7. Sde8 2.exd8S (2.exf8S?) Sfe8 2.exf8S (2.exd8S?). (f4/Qc4 2.Sd4/Sg5). 1-way Herpai with S promotions &  

pole-line openings. Paz Einat (8/2013) found 1br1r3/2pPpn2/2Pknp2/N5pq/1K1PR1b1/5N2/B7/8. 2x. 1.Kb5! 8+12. Better 

than 49a, but not than 49; both Goldstein and Einat lack one pole-line opening. 

50. ML, 'Herpai-Anti-Bristol', The Problemist Sep 1954 (version). 2x. 8+11.    c1c3 

1.Ba2! ~2.d4. Sfd5 2.Qxc5 (2.Qxe5?) Sed5 2.Qxe5 (2.Qxc5?) Bb5 2.Qa5. 

Rxe4 2.dxe4. Orig -a7 (diagram error, cook 1.Qb6), -f4, f5Ąh7 (my error, 1.Ba2 Sf5!) Herpai+Gamages. 

51. ML, 'Herpai-Anti-Bristol', The Problemist Sep. 1954. 2x. 8+12.     h6c4 -BPa3:  26/4/13  

1.Rxd3! ~2.Rd4. c5+ 2.Sxb6 (2.Sxe3??). Rd4+ 2.Sxe3 (2.Sxb6??). 

Re4+ (unprovided) 2.Rxe3. (Bxd3 2.Bxd3.) 1-way Herpai; anticipatory dual prevention by discovered check. 

52. ML, British Chess Magazine, Oct. 1954. 2x. 7+10.    c6e4 
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1.Sd7? (~2.Bf5) Qh6/Rf6 2.Sxc5/Sxf6. Rh6! 1.Sd3? (~2.Bf5) Rh6/ 

Qh6 2.Sxf2/Sxc5. Rf6! 1.Sg4? (~2.Bf5) Rf6/Rh6 2.Sxf6/Sxf2. Qh6! WS net; at each spoke WS handles 2 of the 3 

pinning defences but fails to the third (cyclic avoidance of 2 of 3 refutations). Post-key 1.Sf7, damn-all. 

53. ML, The Problemist, Nov 1954. 2x. 11+5.   e7g8  

1.Bh6 zzw. cxb6/c6/c5/cxd6 2.Sxb6/d8Q/Qg5/Sxd6. Qxd7+ 2.exd7. 

Piccaninny with BP at 4:1 and below the BK is not in CSK'sThe Chess Problem Science.  

54. ML, v. (25.1.16) British Chess Magazine Nov 1954, 2x. 10+12. f6d4 (Orig. had BSa5, BPb7 for BRh8.)  

 1.Sd3 ~(Kxd3) 2.Rd7. Rxd3 2.Ke6 (Kg5?) cxd3 2.Kg5(Kd6?) exd3! 

2.Sb5 (Kg5? Kd6?). (Rd8 2.cxd8=Q.) Two Stocchi-blocks open black lines to separate WK mates. 1éexd3! cor-

rects both, by opening a black line against the WK battery, but makes a new error by opening white line g2-d5. 
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55. ML, 3rd Prize, 2nd (1954) McWilliam Tourney. The Problemist 1955. 2x. 9+11.    d5a2  

1.Bd6 Zzw. Bc5 2.b4 (2.b3? Ka3. Set 2.b3). Be3 2.b3 (2.b4? Ka3). 

cxd6/dxc6+/e4/fS~ 2.Kxd6/Kxc6/Kxd4/Ke4. a3/Bxb2/bS~/Sc3+,Bc3 2.Qb3/Qc4/Ra3/bxc3. Java, WP3, WK4.  

56. ML, 6rd Prize, 2nd (1954) McWilliam Tny. The Problemist 1955. 2x. 13+9.   g4c4  

1Bd8~2Kg5 Sc3/Sc5/Bc3/Bc5/d5 2Sd2/Sxd6/Sa3/Sa5/Bb5. 

Bh5+/Bf5+/Qxh3+/g3+/f3+ 2Kxh5/f5/h3/g3/f3. 5 self-blocks + 6 WK mates. 1Be7? Rh8! 1Bh6? Re8!  

 

 

57. ML, 5th  (4th  ?? )   prize, British Chess Magazine, 75th Jubilee Tourney, 1955. 2x. 11+8.    h1f5 

 
Set Rxe6+2.Rf3.Rxg4+ 2.Rd5. 1.Bg3! Zzw. Rxe6+2.Rd5. Rxg4+ 2.Rf3.  (Sg5/ 

Sf6/Sf8 2.Sg7/Sh6/exf8=Q.) Reciprocally changed cross-checks. Cp. 69 d7f4;  

74 d8f5; 214 a5e5; 413-413a d2d4.  
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58. ML, Jerusalem Post, 8.4.1955. 1st  h.m. Israel  

Tourney 1955/1-6 2x 7+7.  b6d1  

 

 

 

 

 

  

1.Re2 ~(Sb5)2.Re2, ~(Sb3)2.Sbc3. Bxe2 2.c3 (2.c4? Rb3). Sxe2 2.c4 (2.c3? Rxa4). Kxe2 2.Sac3. HP + dual-

avoiding blocks on flightĄWP battery choice of pin- models. Double threat matters little, but would be better if a 

mate on e1 could be forced.  

 

 

59. ML, Al Hamishmar, 15.4.1955. 2x 7+5   a8c8 

 Set Sd6,cRd6/Se5 2.Sxe7/Qf8. 1Qb5? ~(Bd6/Sd8) 2Qb7/Qb8. Rb6 2.Qd7. Rc7! 

1.Qd5 ~2.Qd7. Sd6 2.Qxc6 (2.Qe6?) Bd6 2.Qe6 (2.Qxc6?) eRd6 2.Sxe7. cRd6 2.Qb7. Se5 2.Qd8. Rc7 2.Rxc7. 

"One-way Herpai" dual avoidance: which piece should white capture, after black cuts their line of mutual guard? 

Related by-play, set, try (pseudo-le Grand 2.Qb7,Qd7 with solution), and changes, including switched ambush. 

 

 

60A. ML, Chess 16.4.55. 2x. 10+7.  b3d4      60. v. 5.1.2013. 2x. 9+5.  h1d5 Cp 114, 266 

                

1.Qf6? ~2.Qf2. Qxe5(,f6,f8)/Rxe5/(Bf4,g1)     1Qc6? ~2Qc4. Qxd5(xc6,c8)/Rxd5/Sb5,e2 2.Rxe5/Rxe6/Qc2 Sxf5!        

2.Rxd5/Rxd6/Q(x)f4. Bg3! 1.Qa7 ~2.Qa1.       1.Qg6 ~2.Qg2. Qxf5(,xg6,g8)/Rxf5/Sg4 2.Rxe5/Rxe6/Qxg4. 
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Qxc5(,Qa6)/dRxc5/bRxe5 2Rxd5/Rxd6/Rxb4  Pioneer mate-transference Nietveld. 

61. ML, v. Time and Tide, 14.5.1955. 2x. 6+6.  (orig: BSf1, WSf2 for WPg2: +Sg3 2.Kg7.)  f6h4 

1.Re4? ~(Rxe4) 2.Kxf5, ~(Bxe4) 2.Kxe5. Rg3! 

1.Be8! ~2.Qh7. Re4/Be4 2.Kxf5/Kxe5. Grimshaw unpin v WK mates. Nowotny try helps a little. 

62. Colin Russ/ML, M. Guardian 1955. 2x. 6+9.   d8h8 Paz Einat: no 

Self-pin cross-checks thematically black-dualize interferences. BSd3? 

BSe3 (v. 1.Kc8) a pity - avoidable? 1.Qa8 ~(Kg8) 2.Kd7.  cRxd4+,Sc5 2.Kxc7. eRxd4+,Se5 2.Rxe7. 

63. ML The Problemist July 1955. 2x. 9+5.    h6c5  (compare 381 d3h5, 491 d7d5, ?153 d1d4)  
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Set b3/d3 2Rac4/Rgc4 1c3? (~(Qe3)2cxb4 ~(Qf4)2.cxd4) bxc3/dxc3/Qxc3,Qb2 2Rac4/Rgc4/gSe4 Qd2! 1c4! 

~(d3)2Sb7,2dSe4. bxc3e.p./dxc3e.p./Qxc4/Qh1 2aRc4/gRc4/Se4(Se6?/ Se6 (Se4?) Qxg5+ 2Rxg5 Two each: 

transferences; e.p interferences; withdrawal unpins+DA; threats (2.dSe4 unforced). Paz Einat prefers V Chepi-

zhny comm Sportowiec 1959 3n4/4K3/1ppN4/1P2k3/R2p1pR1/p6n /Q3P3/8. Set f3/d3; 1.e3? c5! 1.e4 Different, 

not better. Closer, bigger (in D. Banny, Rasskazhi o Kombinatsayach, Moscow 1996): V. Rychkov, V. Udartsev, 

A. Gartser, E. Fomichev, S. Kovalev and I. Zhuikov, source? 1992: Q3b3/4K3/3S4/3Pk3 /1R1p1pR1/7s/3P4. Set 

d3/f3 2.Rbe4/Rge4. 1.e3? ~/d4~/f4~ 2.exd4/Rbe4/Rge4. Bc6! 1.e4! d3/f3/dxe3.p/dxf3ep 2.Qa1(Sc4?)/Sc4/Rbe4/ 

Rge4 (S~/B~ 2.Rg5/Qh8).  

 

64 ML Independent 1.12. 2013 3x 5+4  f1h1 (v. 64b ML TP Jul 1955) 64a ML 19.1.2014  3x 5+4 f1h1 Cp 518a-b   

                       

                       
 

64: Set Se3+ 2.fxe3 S~ 3.RxS. 1.dR~? either S~ 2.BxS+. 1...Se3+! 1.Re4! Zzw. Sh4/f4/e3/e1 2.Rxh4/f4/e3/e1, 

Sa5/c5/d6/d8 3.Rxa5/c5/d6/d8. Sa5/c5/d6/d8 2.Rxa5/c5/d6/d8, Sh4/f4/ e3/e1 3Rxh4/f4/e3/e1. Half-wheels of suc-

cessive BS grabs, permutated; 64a has1Rh3? bS~ 2dRh5. Sh4 2Rxh4. Sf4 2.dRh5! ~/Sxh3,Sxh5  3.Rxh2/Bxb7; 

1...Se1! Adds good try with changes. Sound minus WPd2, but "I prefer not". My first half-battery: 64b (1955) 

kB2R3/Pn6/P7/3R4/K3p3/8/6n1/7B. 1.Rxe4, but 64-64a save WB, WP & ch is changed instead of unprovided!  

 

 

 

 
 
65. ML Haboker 12.8.1955. 2x. 7+5. b3c6 Turns out to be version of, but better than, W.Hoek, Szachy 1950 (ML: WSa5Ąa7)         

    65 Set Sb6/Bb6 2Sa5 /Se5. 1.Rb5! ~ 

2.Be4 Sd6/Bd6 2.Se5/Be5. (Sf5/eB~ 2.Qh1/Be8). Mate-transference analogue of Bikos: after self-blocks, mate set for interference follows 

unguard, & vice versa. Pawnless Meredith.  
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66. ML The Problemist September 1955. 2x. 4+4.     g3h5  

Set Rb3+ 2.e3 1.Kf4 ~2.Qg5 Rb4+ 2.e4 Bc1+ 2.e3. Einat: W. Shinkman, Brentano's, 
1880: 5b2/7r/5p2/8/1B1P3Q/5K2/3NBP2/4k3 1.Ke3 "but include. It: has enough originality". 

67. ML, 5th hm. Schwalbe, 11/55. 2x. 5+2.  c4e4                                     67a Mykola Chernyavsky and ML Problemist Jul 2016 4/5+2. b3d3 

      (i) diag (ii ) +WBd4 ?(iii )?  +BSb5; WSĄf3    

67 1.Bb8? Sc7! 1.Bh8? Sg7! 1.Ba1? Sd4! 1.Bh2? Sf4! 1.Rh5? Sg5! 1.Bd6! ~ 2.Re5. Sf4 2.Rxf4. 5 critical tries; distinct BS defences. Post-

key play null. This miniature owes most of its merit, if any, to the surprising fifth critical try 1.Rh5? (S~ 2.R7f4). Mykola noticed that 67 is 
sound minus WRf5, but with only two critical tries. We developed 67a i-ii :67a, ii  = 67; 67a i: 1.Rh4? Sf4!; also 1.Ra4? Sb4!, a sixth criti-

cal try. My subsequent (and dubious) ñapproximate tripletò 67a iii adds a seventh, 1.Re8? Se7! 1.R6e5! complete block.    

 

68. ML, v. The Problemist, Nov. 1955. 2x. 7+5.    h8a8 [Original has BRs f2, g3; lost Be1 rear-unguard.] 

1.Qb6 ~2.Ra5. Rf5,Bf1/Bf5,Ra3/Rg5,Be1/Bg5,Ra1 2.d8Q/f8Q/e8Q/ 
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g8Q. 4 proms after double Grimshaw (2 pole-of-line, 2 let-leave-line) thematically black-dualize 4 rear-unguards. Meredith; soundness 

needs bad key. J. Hartong/H. Weenink 1/2 pr L'Echiquier 1928 k7/ p1PPPP/Kp6/s2S1b1q/ 2p5/8/6rb/4r3 1Bxa7. Six prom vars (2 let-
leave-line interfs, 4 rear-abandons), better key; omits my intended black duals; uses seven more units! 

69. ML, Al Hamishmar 18.11.55. 2nd comm., Israel Ring Tny. 2x. 9+9.    d7f4 Paz Einat dislikes duals S~+, esp. cp 74. 

Set Sxf3+/Sxf5+ 2.Bd2/Bd6. 1.Qf6?~2.Qh4. Sxf3+ 2Bd2,Bd6. Bf2! 1.Rg8! ~(Kd4) 

2.Rg4. Sxf3+/Sxf5+ 2.Bd6/Bd2. Recip-ch cr-ch; try theme-dualizes (1/2) set & play. Cp 57 h1h5; 74 d8f5; 214 a5e5; 413-a d2d4.  
70. ML 2nd Pr Schwalbe 1955 2x.  12+3.  Album  h7c4 Judge B. Lindgren: "av rent Bömsk karakter". f2Ąg2 18/9/14 

1.Bb6? Bxe4 2.Rxf3. Bxc6!2.Rb7? 1.Bd6? Bxe4 2.Rf5. Bxc6! 2.Rd7? 1.Be5? Bxc6 

2Rb7 Bxe4! 2Rf5? 1.Ba5! Bxc6/Bxe4/Be6/Bxf7 2Rd7/Rf5/Qxe6/Bxf7. WB thrice avoids prosp. ints, vs. 

2 changed self-pins. Anticipates C. Mansfield, 3 pr BCF 1956: 7b/2p3n1/2k1P1Q/1N1b4/N1P5/1n2BR2/8/2R4B 1Bf4. 

71. ML, 4-6 commendation e.a., Mainpost, 1955 ((1956 ?? ). 2x. 7+5. c8d3 

1.Sb3, ~(Rxb3,Sxb3) 2.d8Q, (Sd2) 2.Sc1, (e3) 2.Sc5, (Rxa2) 2.Sb4, 
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(Sc3) 2.Se5. Strict and complete fivefold Fleck in Meredith. Key corrects 1.Se6?, same except Sd2 2.Sf4 changed, 

but Rc3! Overkamp had shown a sixfold Meredith Fleck, but mine is less symmetro-mechanical. 

72.  ML. BCM (Brian Harley Memorial Tny) 1955. 3x. 9+15. 3x. FIDE Album 1945-55.  b3a1 

1.Rd8 Zzw Sh6 2.Rxh3, 3.Rh1. Sf8 2.Rxb8, 3.Ra8. b4 2.Bc2 ~/Bd6 3.Rd1/Ra8. b6 2.Rc8 

~/Bc7 2.Rc1/Ra8. (h2/B~ 2.Rxh2/Ra8(+)). Distinct paired prospective interferences. 1.Rxb7? b4! 2.Rb5/Rb4!? Bc7!/Bd6! 

73. ML, 5th Prize, Israel RingTourney, 1955 (Haproblemai) 7-12. 2x. 10+5.  e6c4 

Set Re5+/Rd6+(/Rd7) 2.Kxe5/Kxd6(/Kxd7). 1.Bd6A? (~2.Sb2) Re5+ 2.Kxe5 or 

Sxe5. (Rxd3 2.Qc8C). Rxf5! 1.Be5B? Rd6+ 2.Kxd6 or Sxd6. (Rxd3 2.Qc8C)) Rd8! 1.Bb6?? (~2.Sb2) Re5+/Rd6+ 2.Kxe5 or.Sxe6/2.Kxd5 
or Sxd5. axb6! 1.Qg1!?(~2.Qc1) Re5+ 2.Sxe5. Rd6+ 2.Sxd6. Rxd3! 1.Qc8C! Re5+ 2.Bxe5B. Rd6+ 2.Bxd6A. (Rd7/Rb5/Rc5/Rxf5 2.Qxa6/ 

Rc3 /Sb2/Be5B) Judges Rietveld-Groeneveld, in full: "Change (sic) of cross-check (sic) in block (sic). The obvious play is well known". 

Misses the point!  I : The sequence set-1.Bd6/e5/b6?-1.Qg1!? comprises "transitional tries", half-introducing, then fully introducing duals 

with mates set for checks, then (1.Qg1!?) forcing changes from set mates to "other half" of duals.  II : white 1st-2nd-move reversals between 
Bd6A, Qc8C & Be5B, Qc8C. III : Zagoruyko for checks, set-1.Qg1?-1.Qc8; this side-effect had been shown in four phases in this matrix: 

G.Latzel, 1st h.m. Schach, 1951: 6QB/3N3B/3PK3/1PPr4/ P1k2B2/2P5/1PP5/8.  Re5+/Rxd6+ in set, 1.Sf7? Rf5!, 1.Qg4? Rd4! 1.Qc8.  

 

74. ML, 1st pr., McWilliam Tny 1955 (Problemist Jan. 1956). FIDE Album 1945-55 2x 10+8  d8f5 

Set Bxf3+/Bxf7+ 2.Bd7/Bd3. 1.Rg1! ~2.Rg5. Bxf7+ 2.Bd7. Bxf3+ 2.Bd5. Ke5 

2.Qxf6. Reciprocally changed cross-checks; flight-giving key. BPs b3, b7 are questionable. Compare 57 h1f5; 69 

d7f4; 214 a5e5; 413-413a d2d4. Include, but keep b3 and b7 (Paz Einat) 
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75. ML 3rd pr. McWilliam Tny 1955 (pub. Problemist Jan 1956) 2x. 8+9.     d7d5 

 
Set Rb5 or Bxc2 2.Bxc6. Bb5 2.R3c5. 1.Rxc6 Zzw. Rb5 2.R6c5. Bb5 2.R2c5. Bxc2 2.Rxc7. Bxc6+ 2.Bxc6. 

(e5/S~/bB~/cxd6 2.Se7(Sf4?)/Rd2/Sxc7/Sb6) Grimshaw mutate; 2 unpins, Bristol; mate transferences. Antici-

pates Tony Lewis, TP 2009: 8/Q1b4/3PnP2 /1K1p3N/3Pk1P1/1Npp1RR1/8/1B2rb2. 2x. 1.Rxd3; avoids my mi-

nor dual 1éBb3, but loses change, 2nd unpin; less play for more force (including the WQ!)  

 

76. ML, The Problemist, March 1956. 2x. 7+8.   a5a8  

 
1.Sxc6 ~2.Qa7. d6 2.Kxb4 (set 2.Bxc6). d5 2.Kxb5. dxe6 2.Se5(set 2.Bxc6). dxc6 2.Bxc6. (Qb8 2.Qxb8). 3:1 Pic-

caninny, with BP below BK, was then new. Paz: "Very nice interferences; include".   

 

 

 
77. ML, The Problemist, May 1956. 2x. 8+7.  a6c6 
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1.g8S ~2.Se7. Sxd6,Sc5+ 2.R(x)c5. Sg5 2.Se5 (2.Sd4?) Sf2 2.Sd4 (Sg5?). Java semi-

corrections. 1.g8Q? f5! Paz: "No anticipation found; include".  ?-g3 for 1...S~(g3) 2.triple?! 

78. ML, Die Schwalbe, 1956. 2x. 9+9.  c1e5    

 Set Se~/Sg5!/eSd6! 2b8Q/Sxg6/Rc5. 1.Qe2! ~2.Qxe4. Sf~/Se3!/Sfd6! 

2.b8Q/Sxg6/Rc5. (Bxf4+ 2.gxf4) 3 mate-transfers: BS~, 2 corrections, inc simultaneous unpins of WS, BS. (Four transfer-

ences in v ML of V. Kopaev, Suomen Shakki 1995: 1K6/1Np1n3/2pb4/2R5/1Bbk1PQR/2rnN3/2P2P2/7B.    1.Qd7? 

Sd~/Sxf4!/Se5!/Sxc5! 2.f5/Rxf4/fxe5/Bxc5. Sxf2! 1.Qd1! B~/Bxf4!/Be5/Bxc5! 2.f5/Rxf4/fxe5/Bxc5. [Original: + WPg5, 

BPh5, BSe7Ąg7] Kopaev has no unpins & 1... Be5 does not commit general error of 1...B~) 

79. ML, Die Schwalbe, 1956/7. Sent before 7/56. 2x. 5+2. .  Pub with Solutions, 283-7 Mar-June 1957.  a6a8 

1.Ra4(A)? [~2.Kb6]. Ra1(b) 2.Bf3 (C) [Rb1! (a)]         1.Rb4(B)? [~2.Rb8]. 

Rb1(a) 2.Bf3 (C)  [Ra1+!(b)].      1.Bf3!?(C) [~2.Re3,Re2,Rxe1]. Rb1(a) 2.Rb4(B). Ra1+(b) 2.Ra4 (A). (Rc1/ 

Re3/Rxe4 2.Rc4/Rxe3/Bxe4) [Rf1!]    1.Re8! ~2.Bd~. Ra1+(a)/Rb1(b)/Rc1/Rxe2 2Ba5(D)/Bb6(E)/Bc7/Be7. 

Tries 1. A ? a! 1. B ? b! 1.C?! a 2.B, b 2. A form a Banny; with C after 1.A? b and (transferred) 1.B? a is the  so-

called 'ideal', but common, Banny. Play after 3 tries in ideal Banny sequence & post-key play = 'split Zagoruyko' 

1...Rb1, 1...Ra1. Compare 143; 510!  Inferior version (ex 82): Die Schwalbe 275-276, July-August 1956.  
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80. ML, Jerusalem Post, 20.7.1956. 2x. 9+3.    a2f4  Paz: do NOT include 

Set Bxf3 2.Bd6. Bxf5 2.Bd2. 1.Re8 ~2.Rxe4. Bxf3 2.Bd2. Bxf5 

2.Bd6. Recip change after HP-unmasking; Meredith. Duals B~, Sd2/6 doubtless cost this any hope of awards. 

81. ML, Schwalbe 1956 2x v Paz Einat 27/8/2013. 2x 7+4 Twin a2Čc7.   c6d3 

        1.Qe5? ~2.Rd4. Qc1+/Qh6+ 2.Sc3/Sf6. a1Q! 1.Kb7! ~2.Qa6.  

Qb1+/Qh7+/(Qh4/Qe4/B~) 2.Sb6!/Se7/Sf4!/Qxe4/Qe3. Twin 1.Kb7? c5! (c6? 2.Sf4) 1.Qe5! Paz brilliantly res-

cued (and I twinned) my flawed N2RB3/7p/5K2/1Pk1N2R/5Q2/8/2r1p2n/q7, Sg4+ unset, defeating thematic try! 

82 deleted (see 79 above) 

83. ML. Jerusalem Post, 16.12.56. 2x. 6+6.    a7c8  Cp, 226, 232 

Set Qxc6 2.Rxc6. Bxc6 2.Bxe6. 1.Se5! ~ 2.cxd7. Qxc6 2.Bxd7. Bxc6 

2.Rxc6.  Bikos swap of half-pin and self-pin effects Ą'1-variation ideal Rukhlis'. Constructive concurrency. 
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84. ML, British Chess Magazine, 1956. 2x. 7+5.  e8e4  

1.Rh3 (pseudo~ 2.Rhxe3,Rbxe3). Rc3 2.Bd3 (Bf3? Kd3). Rg3 2.Bf3 (Bd3? Kf3). 

(c3/cxb3/g3/gxh3/Rxe2 2.Rb4/Qb4/Rh4/Qh4/Qxe2.) Mates due to black-white clearance; Java anti-dual by black-

white anti-clearance.  

  

85. ML, v. Edgar Holladay. British Chess Magazine 1956. 2x. 9+13.  h1f3 

1.Re1 ~2.Rf1. bSd4 2.Bd5. Rxf4! 2.Qh3 (2.Bd5? Rae4; 2.Qh5? Rg4). bSd6 2.Se5. 

Bxf4! 2.Qh5 (2.Se5? Qxe5; 2.Qh3? Bg3). (Sxe1/Se3 2.Bd1/Rxe3.) Generalized black correction doubled. General 

errors: immobilization (by interference or self-pin.) Sec defences: Bristol. Sec errors after corrections: self-block. 

Nietveld dual avoidance between corrections. Edgar much improved the construction. [86 is original version] 

 

 

87 ML, unpub v of BCM Oct 1956 (unsound) [BPB helped!] 22.8.2013. 2x. 9+9.  f8e6   

 
 

Mate transference of 180-deg Herpai - unique? Set S7d5/S3d5 2Sxc5 (Sxg5?)/Sxg5(Sxc5?) [Sg8 2.fxg8Q.] 

1.Se8 ~(Kf5, Rxc3, R,Sxc6) 2Sg7. S7f5/S3f5 2Sxc5 (Sxg5?)/Sxg5(Sxc5?) (Bxd7 2Qxd7) [1.Sf5?Kxf5]! WQ 

guards d7, e5, f4 - and (when mating at d7) d5, f5; but WR is lazy. I avoided BPf7 because of the nasty quintuple 

after 1...f5. Itôs sound without BBc8, but he makes WQ work (1...Bxd7 2.Qxd7); worth it. 
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88. ML, v. 4th [5th ?? ] Prize, Die Schwalbe 1956.  2x. 9+8.  b5d5 

 
1.Se4? ~(b2) 2.Rd4, ~(Sf6)Qd4. Qb2 2.Sc3 (2.Sf6? Ke5). Qg7 2.Sf6 (2.Sb2? Ke5). Rxf5!  1.Re4! ~2.Qd4. Qb2 

2.Rd4 (2.Re5? Kd4). Qg7 2.Re5 (2.Rd4? Ke5). (b2/Bc3/dxc5/Rxe4 2.Qb2/Qa8/Qe5/dxe4). Java dual avoidance, 

changed from try to key; fair by- play. This is a corrected version. The prizewinner proved unsound, undetected - 

in those pre-computer days - by composer, solvers and judges! 

 

89. ML, 5th commendation, Probleemblad, 1956. 2x.9+6.  c8f7 

  
 

Set dRg6,f6,e6/hRg6,f6,e6 2.d8S/h8S. 

1.Sg6? (~2.Sh8) dRxg6/hRxg6/Kxg6 2.d8S/h8S/Qxf5. Rxh7!    1.Bf6? (~2.Re/Rgf8) dRxf6/hRxf6/Kxf6 

2.d8S/h8S/Qxf5.Rxd5!    1.Se6! (~[Rxd7]2.Sg5, ~[Rg6, Q~g]2.Sd8) dRxe6/hRxe6/Kxe6 2.d8S/h8S/Qxf5. 

Flight-giving tries & key show three mate transferences across three phases (mate transference counterpart of 3x3 

Zag). Vitally, moves of BRs to 'wrong' squares on 6th rank, after tries and key, are either illegal or don't allow the-

matic mates. In set play, two of these follow all 3 moves of each BR on the rank; in tries & play, only one move 

by each (MT equivalent of Makihovi theme, i.e. black duals eliminated). 15 pieces. 5th comm., no Album place. 

 

90 ML 2 hm Israel PA Jub Tny 1956  

3x 4+3. FIDE Album 1956-8.  c8a8 

 

 

 

Black-check Zagoruyko miniature. Set Qe6+/Qc4+ 

2.Bxe6/Bxe4 b6 3.Bd5 (1éQc6+ 2Bxe6 bxc6 3Ra7) 

1Re8? Qe6+/Qc4+ 2.Kc7+/Kd7+ Qxe8/Qc8+  

3.Bxb7/Rxc8. (Qc6+ 2.Bxc6, bxc6 3.Kc7.) 1...Qb6! 

1.Rxb7! Qc6+ (1... Qe6+ 2. Rd7+ Qxd5 3. Ra7#)  

(1... Qc4+ 2. Rc7+ Qxd5 3. Ra7#) 2. Rc7 Qxd5 3.  

Ra7) Qe6+, Qc4+ are Bredes (successive cross-ch. 

 unpins). 

Also 1.Re4? Qc4+! 2Bxc4 b6! 3Ra4?? W Nowotny.  
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91. ML, 1st prize, McWilliam Tny. 1956 (The Problemist, Jan 1957). 2x. 11+9.   a1e4  

(1.Sxe7? Qb5! 1.Rxe2? hxg2!) 1.Sb4! ~2.Qd5. Qa6,b5/Ra3 2.c4/c3. 

Q,Rd3/Rb3 2.cxd3/cxb3. e6/Sf6!/Ra6(d6,g5)/Qd2/Qc4 2.Qa8/Qe6!/S(x)g5/Sxd2/Qxc4. QR half-pin (twice with mousetrap 

critici + pins) v. Albino wasn't new (I didn't know it then), but by-play and 1.Sxe7? help this setting.  

92. ML, 1st comm, British Chess Federation, 1956-7. 2x. 7+6.  a7c5 BBg1 must replace BQg1! All 1 file right. 

1Re4/Re3? Kd6+/Rd6! 1Re2~/Rd6/Kd6+ 2R7e5/Rc2/R7e3 Double 

W Bristol + B Bristol/Moscow. Am/bush/ericanIndian keyĄcross-check. Cp L.I. Kubbel, 1st pr Rigauer Rundschau 

1934: K7/p4SsB/r5R1/4P1Q1/2Ppk3/1R3q3/5r2/8. 1.Qg3 ~/Qf5/Kf6+/Qf4/Sf5/Rxg6 2.Rg4/Rc6/Qd3/Sg5/Sd6. 

93. ML, The Tablet, 25.2.1956. 2x. 4+2. g8e8 

1.Rf7. Bg7 2.Rd8,Sc7,Sxg7. Bc3,b2,a1,h8 2.Sc7,Rd8. Be5/Bf6/Bb6 

2.Rd8/Sc7/Sg7. Pointed when made; not now; complete 3-combinative separation has been done in miniature.  
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94. ML, Manchester Guardian, 1956. 2x. 7+13. a8h1 

1.Bf3, ~/Sde5/Sce5,Sd4/(Qh2/Qc3) 2.g3/Rxa1(Rxh8?)/Rxh8 (Rxa1?)/Sf2/Rh5. Max-

imum-distance one-way Herpai. Dual Qh3 and lazy WRe8 a pity. Cp. 48 

95. ML, The Tablet, 1957. 2x. 6+3.  e3e5 cp 163 

Set Rxe6/Bxe6 2.Qc5(Qc7?)/Qc7(Qc5?). 1.Sf8 Rxe6(R~)/Bxe6(B~)/  

Rf6 2.Sg6/Sd7/Qc5 or Qc7. (1.Sg5? Rh7!) Changed theme: self-blocks with Nietveld dual-avoidance to self-pins. A lot for nine pieces, but 

nasty dual Rf6. 2.mates set for R/Bxe6; chutzpah to claim dual as a para-Rukhlis?  

96-7 incorrect; cf Russ, 7 hm Schwalbe 1957: 5N2/5n2/4R1R1R1/5k2/B1P4r/1K4PP1/1p6/1bb2Q2. 2x. 8+6. . 1.f4 WPd6 v 1...Rd4 v 
1.Bd7? (Sd8!) shows set Se5, Sg5. WPc4 v. 1...Ba2, Ra4+;l  d6Ąd5,or WPa5 for WSf8 

98. ML, The Tablet, 1957. 2x. 7+4.  a5g5 2 BK self-pin cross-checks, 2 caps force BS battery mates. Nu? 

1Bd7~/Kxh6+/Kxh4+/Rxh6/Rxh4 2Sg8,f5,R4xh5/Sf5/Sd5/Sg6/Sg8 

(f5?)  
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99. ML, Die Schwalbe Jan 1957. 2x. 6+6.    b3e4 Pioneer super-crude super-Zag, later done much better. 

 1Sc4+?Kxd3/Kd5/Kf3/Kf5 2.Sb2/Sb6/Sd2/Sxd6. 1Sg2+? Kxd3,Kd5/Kf3,Kf5 2Sxf4/ 

Sh5. 1.Sc2? Kxd3,Kd5/Kf3,Kf5 2.Sb4/Sd4. All, of course, 1...Be2! So 1.Sg4+! Kxd3/Kd5/Kf3/Kf5 2.Sf2/Sxf6/Sh2/Sxd4.  
100. ML-JMR Tablet, 9.2.1957. 2nd h.m., BCPS Ring Tny 2x. 9+7. h1e6 100a v. Paz Einat Sep 2013. 2x. 9+7. 1.e7. 

1.f7.gS~/Sf3!/Se4!/Sxf7! 2.Rd2/Sf4 (2.Sc7?Kxf7)/Sc7 

(2.Sf4?Kf5)/Qxf7. Bxd5+/Bxb7/bS~/R~ 2.Qxd5/fxe8Q/Qxc6/Qe7. Java corr. unpins.  Bd7 2.Sc7 (Sf4? Kxf7). Dual 1...Ba4,b5 2. Sc7,f4; +BPb5,WPb4  

clumsy. 100a: 1.e7 ~2.Re6. Sg7/Se3!/Sd4!/Sxe7! 2.eRd1/Se4(Sb7?)/Sb7(Se4?)/Qxe7  (Rxc1 2.Qxb6, else same). Avoids dual; but Bd7 2.Sc7(Sf4?), 'black 

dual' Java on different line in 100, lost in 100a. "By a whisker I prefer Paz's. Not to say you shd put it in yr book; if it were mine, I 'd stick with the original." 

101. ML 4th hon. mention, Israel Ring Tourney. Israel Chess Problemist, March-April 1957. 6+4.  d2a1 

1.Bg7? Qc/d/e+/f/xg1/Bc3+/d4/e5/f6/xg7 2.Qxc/d/e/f/g1/Bxc3/ d4/e5/ f6/Qxg7. h2! 

1.Qh2? Qf1/Qxh1 2.Rxf1/Qxh1. Bxh8! 1.Qg7! ~/ Bc3+/d4/e5/f6/xg7/Qc/d/e1+ 2.Qxb2/c3/ d4/e5/f6/ Bxg7/Qxc/d/e1. Meredith; 8 changes 
(4 after checks) from 1 try to key; two more from a second try.  
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102. ML (after G. Latzel, Springaren, 1950). Die Schwalbe, March-June 1957. 6+4.  e3h3 

1.Se6? ~(Sc7) 2.Sf4 (2.Sg5? Kg3); ~(Bg4) 2.Sg5(2.Sf4? Kg3). Be2! (2.Sf4 Kxh2, 

2.Sg5 Kg2). 1.Sd3? ~(Be2) 2.Sf2 (2.Sf4? Kh2); ~(Sc7) 2.Sf4(2.Sf2? Kxh2). Bg4! (2.Sf2 Kg2, 2.Sf4 Kg3). 1.Se4? 

~(Bg4) 2.Sg5 (2.Sf2? Kg2); ~(Be2) 2.Sf2(2.Sg5? Kg2). Sc7! (2.Sg5 Kg3, 2.Sf2 Kxh2). 1.Sf3! ~(Be2) 2.Sg1, 

(Bxf3) 2.Rh2. Cyclic white RRB paired guards on h2, g2 and g3 bring three cyclic Java dual-avoidance pairs of 

WS mates. Latzel: B5RB/2p4K/16/2N5/7p/n6k/bR5N: 1.Sd2?/Sf1?/Sf3? Bg7!/c6!/Sc1! 1/Sb2! Separated double-

threat after key saves force, despite my idle WSc5 post-key. 

103 ML, The Problemist, May 1957. 2x. 9+3.    g3d5 103a v. Paz Einat, Sep. 2013. 2x. 10+6. 

  103: Set Rc3+/Re3+  2.dxc3/dxe3. 1.d4 ~(eR~) 2.Sb6, 

(Rc6,Rb8)2.dxe5. Rc3+/Rxe3+ 2.Sxc3/Sxe3. (Re6 2.Qxe6.) Two checks changed. Double threat allows neatness. 
103 a v.  Paz Einat, Sep 2013: 8/3pQ3/4pr2/3rk1P1/1N5N/1pPP2K1/4P3/B3R3. One threat, more play - Rd4/Rd5/dR else/R~f 

2.cd/Qxf6/d4/Sg6 - but 16 pieces.  
 104. ML, Glasgow Herald, 24.5.1957. 2x. 6+6.    f8e6 Better than I thought:  unintended set, tries 

1.Qb5!~ 2.Q,hRxe5. d6/d5/f6/f5 2.Sc7/Sc5/Sg7/Sb5 (Qxe4 2.Rxe4). 

Juveliptium: economy (Magee Meredith) via flightgrab key (but set Kd5 2Sc7; 1Qa5?/Rc5?? d6!/d5,Qg3) & duals  
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105. ML, Glasgow Herald,14.6.1957. 2x. 6+6.   d7b8 

1.Sb4! ~2.Sc6. Rb2/Bb2 2.Rd2/Rd4. Rc2,Ra6/b7~ 2.S(x)a6/R(x)b6. 

Grimshaw anticipatory ('tail-cut') unpin + Mackenzie, thematic key, by-play, Meredith. However, WSc8 exists 

only to stop cooks by 1.Rc6+, Re6+ etc., and could as well (or as ill) be a WB! BR for BQa8 cooks 1.Rb6+.  

106. ML, Manchester Guardian, 20.6.57. 2x. 9+8.   g7f5  Cp 127 h4f4, 309 g8f4.Paz: pick one: I'd choose 106 

1.Ra5 ~ (e6,Re6)2.Bd3, (Re4)2.Bd7. e5 2.g4 (2.Bd7? Sh4?) Re5 

2.Sh4(2.Bd3? g5?) 2 black Bristols, part of Moscow defences (also separated Stocchi-blocks) to double checks.  

107. ML, Süddeutsche Schachzeitung, June 1957: commended, Frankenthal Tny. 2x. 8+4.  g8d5 

(1c3? ~2.Rad4. Sf5,Sf3/Rd1 2.Bxf3/e4.  c5!) 1.Re3? ~(Rxe2)2.Be6. (Sf5 

2.Bf3). Rg1! 2.e4? 1.Rf4? ~2.c4. Rc1! 2.e4? 1.Ree4? (~2.c4?)  ~(Rg1) 2.Rad4 ~(Rd1,Sf3,c5) 2.Be6. Sf5! 2.Bf3? 1.Rae4! 

(~2Be6?) ~(Rc1) 2R8e5 ~(Sg6,Sf3) 2.c4 (2Bf3?) Anticrit tries fail to critical errors; also Sushkov. 
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108. ML, 1st hon. mention, American Chess Bulletin, 1957 (Jul-Aug). 2x. 9+7.  

1.Rc8? Bd4/Be5/Be7/Bd8/Ra8/Ra7/Ra5/Ra4 (~) 2.Scd4/Scxe5/Sxe7/ Sxd8/Sb8/Sxa7 
/Sxa5/Sb4. Sxb3 2.Rc2.  b5! 1.Rh3! Bd4/Be5/Bg5/Bh4/Rh1 /Rg1/Re1/Rd1 (~)2.Sfxd4/Sfxe5/Sxg5 /Sxh4/Sh2/Sxg1/Sxe1/Sd2. Sc2 2.Rxc2. 

a2c3 WS tours in virtual and post-key play. 

109. ML, 3rd h.m., Probleemblad, 1957. 2x.  9+8   b7d5 

Set Rcxc6/Rexc6/Rcxe4/Rexe4 2.Rd3A/Rd7B/Rb5C/Rf5D. (1.Bg3? Sxe4!) 1Be3! 
Rcxc6/Rexc6/Rcxe4/Rexe4 2.Rb5C/Rf5D/Rd3A/Rd7B. This, Boyer's form of the solution (Problème 36, Feb 1967, 'Les cycliques dans le 2 coups') shows that 

some (all?) double reciprocal change is 4-link Lacny, distance 2! Gvodjak disagrees ï why? 

110.ML and John Rice, Correspondence Chess, 1957/7. 2x. 6+8.   d1b1  

1.Rc5? ~2.Rc1. Rb7/Bb7 2.Rg7/Rc6. Rc7! 1.Rb6! ~2.Rxb2. Rb7/Bb7  
2. Rf7/Rd5. Half-battery Grimshaw. 11.11.14: Twin g6Ąd3. 1.Rc5? ~2.Rc1. Rb7/Bb7 2.Rd7/Rd5. Rc7! (also 1.Rc3? Rc7!) 1.Rb3! 

~2.Rxb2. Rb7/Bb7 2. Rf7/Rd5.  Triplet : in twin, remove e2. 1.Rd2! (1.Rb3? Rd7+) 
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111. ML, Il Due Mosse, 1957. 11+6. 2x. FIDE Album 1956-8.    a3e3 

Set exd3 2Bxg5,2Bd6. exf3 2Bf6,2.Bc5. 1Ra2 etc? Bf8! 1.d6? exd3 2.Bxg5  exf3 

2.Bf6. b5! (2.Bc5?)  1.f6? exd3 2.Bd6. exf3 2.Bc5. B~! (2.Bxg5??). 1.Rb4! Zzw. exd3 2.Bc5. exf3 2.Bxg5. 

Makihovi, with dual set-mates (1.Ra2?) separated after 1.d6?, 1.f6?, plus 'split reciprocal change' from these to 

the post-key play, making a reduced Zagoruyko. No award, but one of my best problems (1.Ra2? Bf8! and 1.f6? 

B~! are fully distinct as virtual errors, hence as tries). C. Mansfield, 1st pr ACB 1960, 4Q3/4BK3/4p3/3R1R 

/2P5/bP6 /2NPkSB1/3r1r1n 1.Kg8? Sg3! 1.c5!: the changes after exf5, exd5 recall 114, but it's quite different. 

 

112. ML and John Rice, problem, April 1957. 2x. 6+6. .   a4d5 

(Set Kxc4 2.Qxd3) 1.Qc8 ~2.Qg8. cS~ 2.Rxd3. Sb4! 2.Se3. Sd4!! 2.Sb6. (Kxc4 

2.Qxc6). Tertiary correction unpins. The changed flight is a stroke of luck. The position is a 'find': it made the 

composers happy. Non-award and non-reproduction suggest anticipation, but what is it? (Paz Einat says: "Unpins 

anticipated: A. Pries, Schwalbe 1953: 6B1/b1Pppr1p/N3k1rR/2Rn1NP1/1p2P2/2p4Q/4K1B/7b" but Pries has no 

tertiary or changed flight; we have no unpin of WR - nor 10 of his 22 units: "a footnote at most" (BPB), ditto 

JMR 

 

113. ML, 1st prize, Deutsche Schachzeitung, 1957. 2x. 9+7.     a1e3 

 Set Qxb5 2.Sc5. Qb8 2.eSc7. Qh8 2.Sg7. Qh5 2.Sg5. Qg3 2.Sf4.  

1.eSxd4! ~2.Rxe5. aSc3 2.Sc2. eSc3! 2.Sf5 (Sc2?) Sg3 2.Qf3. Radical change: five critical BQ errors (mouse-

traps) replaced by arrival correction interference unpins. Unity is the difficulty with radical change: here, unity is 

achieved by the fact that the thematic pieces (BQ and WSe6) are the same in set and post-key play. 

Despite its honour, this is not one of my favourites, nor did I submit it to the Album. 
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114. ML and John Rice, Die Schwalbe, 1957. 2x. 9+6.    f3d4 ; cp. 60, 266 

1.Qd8?~ 2,Qf6. Qxd6/Bxd6 2.Bxc5/Bxb6; Sc6! 1.Qa4! ~2.Qa1 Qxd6 

/Bxd6 (/Ba2/Sc4,Bxa4)2.Bxc5/Bxb6(/Qd1/Rd5) Mate-transferred Nietveld s-pins; by-play. (1.Qg4? ~2.Qg1; f5!) 

115. ML and John Rice, 3rd prize, Die Schwalbe, 1957. 2x. 9+4.    a8c6 

Set Qxf4/Bg5 2.d8S/Sbd4. 1.Sg6? Qf4/Bg5 2.Se7/Se5. Qc5! 1.Se6 

Qf4etc/Bg5etc/(Qxd7/Qxe6) 2.Sd8/Sd4/(Bb7/Rxe6). Zagoruyko half-pin; 13 pieces. 1.Ra2? Qd4! 

 

116. ML. 1st [2nd ?? ] h.m. Probleemblad Mar-April 1958. (FIDE Album1956-8) 2x. 5+4.    c2b4 

Set Ka4 2.Kc3. Kc5 2.Kb3. 1.S~+? Kc4! 1.Sxd6+!? Kc5! 1.Sa3+! 

Ka4 2.Kb2. Kc5 2.Kd3. 2 changed WK mates via white correction. Needs checking key.  
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117. ML 2nd prize American Chess Bulletin 1958. 2x.  8+7. (FIDE Album 1956-8)  c1c5 

1.Sf6? Bc8-h3 2.Sfe4 Bg6 etc 2.Sfd7 (d3/d5 2.Qe3/Qf8) dxe5! 1.Sf4? Bc8-h3 

2.Sfd3 Bg6 etc 2.Sfe6 d3! 1.Se3? Bc8-h3 2.Sed3 Bg6 etc 2.Sed7 d3! 1.Qg6! Bc8-h3 2.Qxc2 Bxg6 2.Rc8 (d3/dxe5 

2.Qg1/Qc6). Four-phase focal Zagoruyko, but same refutation 1...d3 for two thematic tries is a defect. 

 

118. ML (v. G. Jönsson), Evening News, 1958. 2x. 1st hon. mention, BCPS Ring Tourney. 4+6.    g8d5 

Set (1.Kf8?) f5/e5/e3 2.Qd4/Qg8/Qh1. c5! 2.Qa8??   1.Kf7? c5 2.Qa8. e5! 

2.Qg8?? 1.Kg7!? f5! 2.Qd4? 1.Kh7!? e3! 2.Qh1? (1.Qxf6? e3 2.Qf3. c5!)   1.Qg7! Zzw. (f5)/e5/e3/c5 

2.(Qd4)/Qf7/Qg2/Qb7. 1.Kf8? and 1.Kf7?, in turn, void only one of the two needed WQ lines to mate. The cor-

rections 1.Kg7!? 1.Kh7!? void both lines, but block others. So the key switches the WQ's approach, with four 

(alas, concurrent) changes. Judge (and great composer) Gustav Jönsson improved the construction, saving two 

plug pawns! Related is A. Kopaev, Trud, 1957: 3Q4/p2K4/3p3B/Np1PbpN1/1PPkP2/5R2/8/8: 1.Kc7/Kc6/Ke6 

/Ke7/Ke8? a6/bxc4/fxe4/Bf6/Bh8! 1/Kc8! Five, not four, thematic tries, but no changes and seven more units. 

 

119. v. ML, South African Chess Player, 1958. 2x. 7+5.    a8e7 

1.Re3! zzw.  c6 2.Rxd7. d5 2.Rxc7. d6/S~ 2.Bh4/Rxe4. Meredith; 

'Unusual' unpins for concurrent WR mates (compare 19, 45) with anti-critical key. Misprinted, TP 1954 (K6Q/ 

1Rpppk3/6p1/2N2p2/4b3/6B1/4R3/8); the intended position, with WP (not BP) on g6, is unsound. This is OK.  


