UNION ARGENTINA DE PROBLENISTAS DE AVEGRER]

9th INTERNATIONAL INTERNET TOURNAMENT UAPA-2019
MT EDUARDO M. IRTARTE

Section A- Thematic Domination : White: (B or N) vs Black: Rook —In this section, the
initial position may present additional pieces- Stipulation: Win

Section B: Theme Free

B.1. Studies Win

B.2. Studies Draw

Judges: Emil Vlasak & Jaroslav Polasek

On behalf of the “Union Argentina de Problemistas de Ajedrez”, we thank composers and
judges Jaroslav Polasek and Emil Vlasak for their participation in the tournament

organized to memory of Eduardo M. Iriarte .

After the deadline (30-8-2019), the Director sent the studies with diagrams and solutions to
the judges for their evaluation.

We have received, 72 studies by 31 composers from 18 countries.

Sebastian A. Palomo
Coordinator of Tournaments (UAPA)



9th International Internet Tournament (UAPA)
MT Eduardo M. Iriarte

Jaroslav Polasek and Emil Vlasak, Czech Republic,
international judges FIDE

Final Award (2020, March)

Section A

Win studies with thematic Domination White (B or N) vs Black Rook. The initial position
may present additional pieces.

15 studies from 9 authors from 6 countries entered the section A.
Thanks to Andrzej Jasik, lvan Bondar, Janos Mikitovics, Lubo$ Kekely, Mikhail
Khramtsevich, Oleg Pervakov, Pavel Arestov, Valery Kalashnikov, Vladislav Tarasiuk.

The Tarasiuk study A10 (Kf4/Ka4) has side solution 1.Rc1 Kb3 2.Ke3 Kc3! 3.Bxd6 Kb2
4.Kd2 Rd7! 5.Rxc2+ Kb1 6.Rc1+ Kb2 positional draw? White wins 7.Rc6! a1Q 8.Rb6+ Ka2
9.Ra6+ Kb2 10.Rxal Rxd6+ 11.Ke3 Kxal 12.Kf4 Rxf6 13.e4. Even easier is 6.Rxa2 Kxa2
7.Ke3 with the same win. Because the core of the study is sound, we allowed a
correction.

The theme was not very happily chosen. What exactly is Domination?

The most authoritative source is surely Kasparyan’s Domination in 2,545 Endgame
Studies (Moscow 1980 or later edition). Kasparyan says: The term domination was
introduced into endgame literature by the outstanding French composer Henri Rinck. Its
essence is that White, controlling specific squares, attacks and captures a Black piece,
after which Black suffers other material losses and is defeated. However, | believe the
term domination should be viewed on a broader plane... In the present anthology
domination is understood as the capture of pieces by various patterns: geometric,
pinning, tying up, discovered attack, shutting out, repulsion of mating threats,
zugzwang, etc.

Kasparyan is probably a bit pragmatic because he mainly needed to easily sort studies
into his books. But several participants may be used this publication as a domination
reference.

Another important source is ChoBapb WwaxmaTtHol Komno3uuuu (The Dictionary of Chess
Compostion), 3enenykuH, Knes 1982. The author repeats the Kasparyan’s definition
about controlling squares and he also admits using domination not only for direct
winning material, but for other goals, for example zugzwang.
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Another problem is the required material. White minor piece (B or N) is too weak to
trapping Black rook. So it needs help from king and pawns and exactly it cannot be a
pure B/N versus R domination.

No wonder there were doubts during the tournament whether some of the published
studies are thematic. But the rules cannot be changed in the middle of the competition
because the participants would not have the same conditions.

After studying listed sources and some discuss we made following decision:

The hard-core dominations with classical trapping are mentioned normally and several
nice studies with weaker domination motives got special honours.

In the Arestov study (Ka8/Ka4) the domination seems to be very weak. We liked the
content, so we moved the study to section B1.
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%%% %7 . %‘% ) 2 Oleg Pervakov, RUS
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// // - UAPA 9™ Iriate MT sec. A
%7 %7 %7 %7@: White wins

L

5.Bh5+ Rxh5 6. d8Q Rh6 is known theoretical draw.
3...Rxe8 Interesting is 3...Rd8 4.Kc6 — the simplest — 4...e5 5.Nd6 Ke7 6.Kc7.
4.Be6+! Kf8 5.Kc7 Black is in the mutual zugzwang here. 5...Ra8 6.Bd5! Re8 7.Bc6 wins.
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7.Bc6! domination

Undoubtedly the best study in the section A with miniature form, interesting play,
wtm/btm mutual zugzwang and pure hard-core domination as the final.
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mutual zugzwang after 9 Nb3'

The study with a nice zugzwang and stalemate play, maybe more interesting than the
author’s first Prize. But the thematic domination (diagram) is only weaker type and the
main theme is rather pawn promotion.
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8.Kg6! domination Berger 1890

Another classic-style-domination in a good fashion. The prepared f2/g3 duo reduces
impression a little.

A little archaeology: Berger was very close to find this interesting position already in
1890, but he did not.
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Vladislav Tarasiuk, UKR

correction
special honourable mention
UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. A

White wins

The final winning B vs R duel was treated many times. Tarasiuk version with interesting
introductory play is long and original enough and we even allowed a correction. But the
domination is of very weak nature, the main theme in duel and mate.
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9. a5! .Iaroslav Polasek, scheme
domination with zugzwang win

The golden rule of the study composition says: if you have mutual zugzwang, look for a
try with wtm/btm play. It was possible here — Jaroslav's scheme has the solution: 1.b4+
1.Rxal Rh1+. 1...Kd4! 2.Rxal! Rh1+ 3.Ke2! Rxal 4.Kd2! wins.
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1.Nc3 1.d6 Rxa5+ 2.Kc6 Rd5 = 1 Rxa5+ 2 Kca After 2. Kb4? Rxd5 3.Nxd5 exd5 4.Kc5 Kb2

a5 is winning: 6 d5! (6.Kb5!? Kb3!=) 6.. a4 7 dé a3 8.d7 a2 9. d8Q for example 9.. alQ
10.Qd2+ Kb1 11.Kb3. 3.Kb3 Nice domination with zugzwang. 3...Rb5+ 4.Nxb5 axb5
5.Kb4 Kb2 6.Kxb5 Kc3 7.Kc5 wins.
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3.Kb3!
domination with zugzwang

Classic domination in a good design linked with several fine pawn endings.
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Rc6+ 8. e6' Rxe6+ 9. Kf5 6. Nd4' Zugzwang 6...e57. Nf5 Rxf5 8.Kxf5 Kg7 9 Ke6' Kf8
10.Kxd5 wins.

%

6. Nd4! zugzwang

The study with interesting play. Unfortunately the author failed to emphasize the
mutual zugzwang using a try. Domination is of weak nature, the main theme seems to

be pawn promotion.
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Section B1

Free theme, win.

31 studies from 23 authors from 14 countries entered the section B1.

Thanks to Alexander Avedisidn, Alexander Zhukov, Amatzia Avni, Andrzej Jasik, Arpad
Rusz, Daniel Keith, Daniele Gatti, David Blundell, Fabio Magini, Jdnos Mikitovics, Lubos
Kekely, Luis Miguel Gonzélez, Marc Gelly, Marcel Dore, Mario Garcia, Martin Minsky,
Michal Hlinka, Mikhail Gromov, Oleg Pervakov, Pavel Arestov, Peter S. Krug, Valery
Kalashnikov, Vladislav Tarasiuk.

The Arestov study (Ka8/Ka4) was moved here from the section A. More see in study
comments.
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Andrzej Jasik, POL

1%t — 2" Prize ex aequo
UAPA 9™ Iriate MT sec. B1

White wins

7 .

A perfect study, fully understandable without a computer.
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?%/ 7/ / / 1%~ 2" Prize ex aequo
g/// % / / UAPA 9™ Iriate MT sec. B1
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2.Kb4/b5/b6 Rh4/h5/h6+ and 3...Rg4/g5/g6! Black holds easily. Slmllar motives continue
to work. 1...Kd3 2.d5 Kd4 Black could otherwise transfer his rook to g-column after

3 .Kd5 4. Kxa5 de6 5.Kb6! Now the Whlte klng is hldden from horlzontal checks.
5...Kd5 6.Kc7 d6 The second systematic movement starts — the “elevator” faIIs 7.Kb6!

We hope to meet this excellent study in future textbooks about chess endgames.
In the same tournament Arpad Rusz published a miniature simplified version of this
study. It could be useful for simpler solving contests. Here is it.

//
//
//

//

Arpad Rusz, UAPA9

win
1.g7 Rh7 2.Rg8 Kxd5 3.Kb6 Kd4 4.Kc6 d5 5.Kb5 Kd3 6.Kc5 d4 7.Kb4 Kd2 8.Kc4 d3 9.Kb3
Kd1 10.Kc3 d2 11.Kb2 Rh6 12.Rb8.
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Andrzej Jasik, POL

3™ Prize
UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B1

White wins

5 Ne8I The best change. 6.Kg5 Nxd6 7. Bg6l Ne4+ 8. Kf5 Nf6 9. Bh5l d6 10.Ke6 d5

11.Ke5 d4 12.Kxd4 Kh6 13.Ke5 wins.
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Another excellent ending with miniature material.
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% % % 7 Martin Minski, DEU
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Y %/ /i ////// /
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/ / % % UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B1
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%% ;//% /%/¢%% White wins
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Nc8 8.Re7 Nd6 9.Kd5. 7. Re6” This nice point does not aIIow BIack to consolldate.
7...Nd6 8.Re7 Kd8 9.Kd5 wins.
It should be added: the immediate 6.Re6? Kd8 7.Re7? failed on 7...Nc6+.

A remarkable way to refute positional draw!
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% % % 7 Michail Gromov, RUS

/ /% // /% Oleg Pervakov, RUS

%% / ‘ / ////? & honourable mention

= = - UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B1
% /87
/ m / //¢ & 7{@ White wins

,,,,,, 72

5. Bf2+I Kh3 6. Qf1+ Kxgd 7. Qd1+ Kf5 8. Qd5+l Kgb 9. Qg8+ Kf5 10.Qh7+ Kg4 10.. Qg6
11.Qd7 mate. 11.Qxe4+ Kh3 12.Qh1+! Kg4 13.Qd1+ Kf5 14.Qxh5 and stalemate is
avoided — e4 is free for Black king.

7 // %”/ %7

7

A modern study with a middle-game contour. White has to choose from three promising
attacking ways.
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B B D UAPA 9™ Iriate MT sec. B1

% % % Y
7 //%% %% %% /% White wins
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%%%%//2/

a2 and White has no good move. 8 .Qb8+ 9 Ka2 Qg8+ 10.Ka1l! Usmg King trlangulatlon
White changed the move order. 10...a4 11.g3! a3 12.g4 a2 13.g5. Black is finally out-
temped.
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8. Kb2! Qb8+ 9. Ka2I Qg8+
10.Ka1l!

Another middle-game study. The final tempo-play in not completely new, but the whole
design is very pleasant and economical.
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move.

zugzwang

Very interesting mechanism and good correction of older Tarasiuk study.
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,,,007,,, 7 7, Pavel Arestov, RUS
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T ™ UpAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B1
@//% //% % %Eé riate sec.
%/ % %7 %7 White wins

check. 2.Rd4 Rxd4 3.Bxa2 Nd7 4.Ka7 Nb6! The only chance. 5.Kxb6 Yes, we are looking
here something like a weak domination. But Black had to help it through sag, it lasts very
short and the main themes are other. 5...Rd6+ 6.Kc5! Rd7 7.c8R! 7. c8Q? Rc7+! with

7. c8R'

The well-known arsenal — stalemate, unerpromotion, mate - in very good economic
treatment.
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Final zugzwang

Pretty little puzzle with an unexpected finish.
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3. Kg5I Black has not Qxf6 here, for example 3...Qa3 4. Rd8+ Kf7 5.R5d7+ Keb6 6. Re7+
3.7 Qf1"-’ A I|ttIe co-operation from Black. Tougher for player or solver should be surely
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An interesting miniature contains mate, stalemate, perpetual and underpromotion.
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W % %% %/% Vladislav Tarasiuk, UKR
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2 U commendation
/%%//%/ /%7 //¢ z@_, UAPA 9'" Iriate MT sec. B1
%‘ %&%% %%// %%ﬁ E? White wins
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RaS mate. 4.. e5 5.Rxe5 Ra7 6.b5+ Ka5 7 b6+ Kxb6 8 Rh6+ Kc7 9 Re7+ Kd8 10.Rxa7 g1Q
11.Rh8+ wins.
Logical tries:

Interesting play with triple selection of the right move.
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/ % % FY ¥ Y Luis Miguel Gonzalez, ESP
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12.Kh3! Qh6+ 13.Kg4 Qg5+ 14.Kf3 Qf5+ 15.Ke2 Qc2+ 16.Ke3 Qd2+ 17.Ke4 Qc2+ 18.Kd4+-
Qd2+ 19.Rd3 Qf2+ 20.Kxc3. A very unpleasant side line for solvers —that is, if they are
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_ /K / ///
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Exercises in computer analysis.
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v %/% %%% Michal Hlinka, SVK

é // /EL // - Lubos Kekely, SVK
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@ % % % BTM, White wins
_ / / _
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B) 4...Kh5 5. Ng3+ Kxh4 6. Ng2+ Kh3 7.Nf4+ Kh2 8. Rh7+ Kgl (8 Kxg3 9.Rh3+) 9. Rh1+ Kf2
10.Ne4+ Ke3 11.Rh3+ wins.
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Mutual zugzwang

Too much ammunition for one zugzwang. The second heterogeneous line is not a great
benefit, but rather distracts from the subject.
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Ke3. 4 Kc3 5.d6 Rd1 5 Kb4 6 d7 Rdl 7.Ke7 Rel+ 8. Kd6 Rd1+ 9. Kc7 Rc1+ 10. Kb7 6. Ke7'
6.Ke6? Kca! 7.d7 Kc5! 8.f7 Kc6!=. 6...Rel+ 7.Kd8! 7.Kd7? Kc4 8.f7 Rf1!=. 7...Rf1 8.d7!

%,// %,W 7
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” David Blundell, GBR
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1.Kh6 Kf6 2.b4 g5 3.Kh5 Kf5 4.b5 g4 5.Kh4 Kf4 6.b6 g3 7.b7! Time to leave the
established rhythm. 7...g2 8.b8Q g1Q 9.Qf8+ Ke3 10.Qc5+ wins.

The rhythmic movement of pawns gives a pleasant impression.

Of course, the theme is not new.

special commendation
UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B1
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White wins
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Selezniev 1912

1.Kc4 a5 2.d4 Ke(f)4 3.d5 Ke5 4.Kc5 a4 5.d6 Ke6 6.Kc6 a3 7.d7 a2 8.d8Q alQ 9.Qe8+ Kf6
10.Qh8+ Ke6 11.Qxal wins.
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Section B2

Free theme, draw.

26 studies from 23 authors from 14 countries entered the section B2.

Thanks to Alexander Zhukov, Amatzia Avni, Anatoly Skripnik, Andrzej Jasik, Arpad Rusz,
B. Buyannemekh, Daniele Gatti, David Gurgenidze, Evgenev Kopylov, Janos Mikitovics,
Lubos$ Kekely, Marc Gelly, Marcel Dore, Mario S. Garcia, Martin Minski, Michal Hlinka,
Nikolay Griva, Oleg Pervakov, Pavel Arestov, Peter S. Krug, Piotr Murdzia, Valery
Kalashnikov, Vladislav Tarasiuk.

The Kalashnikov study B2 08 (Kf1/Kd1) is unsound.

1.Rgd4+ Kc2 2.Rac4+ Kb3 3.Rb4+ Ka3 4.Rad+ Qxad 5.Rxad+ Kxa4 6.g7 Bab+ 7.Kel! Bc4
8.Nd7 and here 8...Bg3+!! 9.Kd2 Kb5 10.Nf6 Bf4+ 11.Kel Be5 12.g8Q Bxg8 13.Nxg8 Nf5
Black wins.

The Hlinka and Kekely study B2 01 (Kf8/Kh5) is unsound.

We have refuted the background positional draw. The quickest is 10...Bf6! 11.Kd5 Ra8!
12.Rb4 12.Rb7 Ral 13.¢6 (13.Rb8 b1Q) 13...Rd1+ 14.Kc5 Keb 15.Rxb2 Bxb2 12...Ra4!
13.Rb8 13.Rb3 Ra3 14.Rb8 Rd3+. 13...Rd4+ 14.Kc6 Rd1! 15.Kd7 else queening 15...Rh1!
16.Rb3 16.c6 Rh7+ 17.Ke8 Ke6, 16.Kc6 b1Q. 16...Rh3 17.Rb8 Rh7+ 18.Kc6 Ke6! 19.Re8+
Re7! 20.Rb8 Ra7! 21.Re8+ Be7! Nice maneuver 22.Rb8 Ra6+ wins.

In both cases the cook is in the kernel and a correction would be rather reconstruction,
so it was not required.

The Gatti study B2 03 (Kh8/Kh6) is almost identical with J. Lazar, Magyar Sakkvilag#507,
1940, EG 64785, mirrored.
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. % 'ﬁ _ Valery Kalashnikov, RUS

7"7%/ // /‘g 1% Prize

/‘% %‘ %/ % /‘/ UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B2
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final stalemate

Very interesting pawn ending with natural pleasant introduction.
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6.Ke2! Ke5! 7.Rc6 Rcl
8.Kd2

Arpad Rusz, ROM

2" Prize
UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B2

draw

Excellent discovery in rook ending — whatever we call it positional draw, perpetual
attack or echo. A pity of a long proof line after 2. Rxc4 that slightly reduces the

impression.



UAPA 9th Iriarte MIT page 29

%@; % % Z/{] Pavel Arestov, RUS
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. » 7 UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B2

aw » » | draw

Qxa3 6.Neb! Ne8 7.Qd7 (7.Qxe8? Nc7+ 8.Nxc7 Kb6+) 7...Qf3+ 8.Ka7 Qe3+ 9.Nd4 Nac7
10.Kb7 Qc3 11.Nc6+ Ka4 12.Kb6 Ka3 13.Qd4 b4 (13...Qxd4+ 14.Nxd4 b4 15.Nc2+)
14.Qxb4+ Qxb4+ 15.Nxb4 =. 3.Ka8 Kb6! 3...Na6 4.Qb7! Nc7+ 5.Ka7 Qe3+ 6.Kb8 Qxe7

10.Na2+ Ka3 11.Qa5+ Kb2 12.Nb4 Qh8+! 13.Kb7 Qb8+ 14.Kab6 Qa8+ 15.Kb5 Qb7+ 16.Kad
Nb6+ 17.Kb5 Nbc4+. 6...Kd6! 6...Kb6 7.Qb7+ Kc5 8.Qxb5+ = 7.Nxb5+ Ke7 8.Qe8+!!

7/ ity

N
fEEom
EEE

8.Qe8+!!

The final is very nice, but to digest the whole play you need quick hardware and strong
engine with offline EGTBs support.

7

_

%
7
2




UAPA 9th Iriarte MIT page 30

wE W W
%%g_/% %% //‘% Vladislav Tarasiuk, UKR

7 7 7 / 7

/ //E// % / 1°* honourable mention
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4 Kg6. 3.gxh3 Bxf3+ 4. Kh4I Creatmg stalemate house. 4...d2 5.Be2! Bxe2 Bad is now
6.Rxb2? 3! 7 Rxd2 f2-+, but White has a better move. 6. Rb8+' Ka7! 6...Kxb8 stalemate

2 // %”/ %7
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6.Rb8+ Ka7 7.Rb7+ Kab
8.Rxb2

A nice final combination with stalemate motives.
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btm cannot win

Very interesting final. All pieces moved to their positions. Surely it was technically
difficult job — the startup position is unnatural and a little confused.
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////// V %/ V
S » Andrzej Jasik, POL
¥ %7‘ %7‘ »
// // //‘// 3" honourable mention
@”% g O UAPA 9™ Iriate MT sec. B2
7 %7/ %7/// %// 7
7w
7%
p /ﬁf// »»
%
s = B

Y _E E_E 5 E W
5 v

e

7,

=L 1 B

7.

6.Kc6 or 6.Kb6? 8.b3 Black to move

Pleasant “computerless” classical study with wtm/btm zugzwang.
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%% /%% /%%%&é; Amatzia Avni, ISR
/ / // //Q 1 Comg']ler?datlon
/ / / %% UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B2

,,,,,,,

B om oW

Qe7+ 8. Kg4 Qed+9. Kh3 Qg6 10.Rf8+ Ke7 11, g8Q Qxh5+) 6.. ng7 7. ng7 elQSs. Rh3
(8.Nf5 Qc3+) 8...Kxg7! (remarkably, 8...Qf2+? 9.Kg4 spoils the win) 9.Rxg3+ Kf6. White is
just short of achieving a fortress, but it fails: 10.Kg4 Qe4+ 11.Kh3 Qh7+ 12.Kg4 Qf5+

13 Kh4 Qf4+ 14.Kh3 Qh6+ 15.Kg4 Ke5 and Black wins. 3.. Qxh5+ 4.Rxh5 e1Q 5.Rg5! In

T Ew
‘N

%
_ » By
7/ W sy

%7 > 3
2y -
p iy

Jaroslav Polasek btm

Another interesting final with stalemate and fortress. The “logical”try 3.Kg5? is
connected with the thematic main line only weakly through similar positional draws.

Jaroslav illustrates possibilities to extend the introduction for free.
Diagram 1...a1Q! Guarding f6. 2.g7 Kf7 3.Rh8 Qh1+ Avni position.
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% %/%/ < 7 Evgenev Kopylov, RUS
/&/%// fffff ;E/ Oleg Pervakov, RUS

Xy
/ ‘ / // 7 & 2" coanendation

7 / / / UAPA 9™ Iriate MT sec. B2
/

% @ ‘ draw

Kc2) 6...Kd3! 7.Nd7 b3 8.Nc5+ Kc2 9.Na4 b2 10.Nxb2 Kxb2 11.Kf4 Kc3 12.Ke5 Kc4
13.Kxe6 Kc5! 14.Kd7 Kb6. Unfortunately wins also 7...Kc4 8.Nb6+ Kb5 9.Nd7 Kxc6.
5...Kf3! 6.Nf1! Ke2 7.Ng3+

A) 7...Kd3 An impressive White Knight solo follows now: 8.Nh1!! b4 9.Nf2+ Kc2 10.Ne4!

b2 10.Nc4 b1Q 11.Na3+ Kcl 12.Nxb1 Kxbl Whlte should be too late 13.Kg4 Kc2 14.Kf4
Kd3 15.Ke5 Kc4 16.Kxe6 Kc5! 17.Kd7 Kbé.

B) 7...Ke3 8.Nf1+ Kd3 9.Kg3! b4 10.Kf2 b3 11.Kel b2 12.Nd2 Kc2 13.Ke2 b1Q 14.Nxb1
Kxb1 15.Kd3! Kb2 16.Kc4! 16.Kd4? Kb3 17.Ke5 Kc4 18.Kxeb Kc5 19.Kd7 Kb6. 16...Ka3

//M/A/

. &
%O
/ >y

8. Nh1!!
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According to the authors, this is a synthesis of two corner moves, but unfortunately we
cannot consider the line B with Ka8 to be full-featured.

We also have doubts if the introduction with massive annihilation was worth easy try
4.Kh3. Being Czech composers we should prefer something like this:

/// // // %
A BB
EAEAE W
ol A mo

%////A/
/////
.

Polasek and Vlasak
draw
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W
//%/ /%Q//% » /%% Peter S. Krug, AUT
o i &

/ A / a %% 3" commendation
/ 7/- h oy .

X U W Y UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B2

n ) ) _

%% /%% /%%& //%%/// draw

/////

btm positional draw

We like the final positional draw include the introductory move 7...Kh8! In addition, it
can also confuse many powerful chess engines.

But for us, as composers of the older school, the difficult introduction with a lot of
annihilated material, that is unrelated to the final, is hard to accept. Therefore, as an
illustration, we tried to develop our own version of this study, focusing more in depth
than spectacular effects.
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L% mow B

Jaroslav Polasek, CZE
Emil Vlasak, CZE
after Krug

dedicated to all UAPA participants
original

draw

12. Kf1 Qh2 13. Kel Qe5+ 14. Kfl Qf4+ 15 Ke2 Qe4+ 16.Kf1 Qe5 17 Kg2 Qd5+ 18. Kh3
Qd7+ 19.Kg3 Qd6+ 20.Kh3 Kf8 21.Nc6 Qd7+. 11...Kf8 11...Kxf7 12.Nc6. 12.Kd3! Kg7

13.Ke2! Positional draw.

O
/g/ ey
w = 17

/”/ LN N

2

%//

9 /

/////%
/ &
%7 % / @/

V.

/ / / ///

11.Ke2! 11.Kel?
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Michal Hlinka, SVK
B. Buyannemekh, MNG
Mario Garcia, ARG

4" commendation
UAPA 9" Iriate MT sec. B2

draw

A stalemate idea helps White to hold a difficult position.
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/ A / / / Nikolay Griva, UKR
= M Alexander Zhukov, RUS
//% / / / special commendation
/ / / / / UAPA 9™ Iriate MT sec. B2
/ / / //// draw
/%

%x/// //l////

» / / é% / ///@///
7/@/// - ///&/// o
2E A 3
/ / / _ / / »_
. . _

4. Be7' a25. Bf6 Hornlng 2009

Small pleasant endgame with ultimate treatment.

Of course, this motive was used many times.

For example Horning, Magyar Sakkvilag 2009:

1.Bb4 a2 2.Bc3 b6 3.Bal h2 4.Kg2 Ked 5.Kxh2 Kd3 6.Kg3 Kxc4 7.Kf4 Kd3 8.Ke5 b5 9.Kd5
b4 10.Kc5 b3 11.Kb4 Kc2 12.Ka3.
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/ Wl Anatoly Skripnik, RUS
g% / / /7 Pavel Arestov, RUS

7 special commendation

. / i / / UAPA 9 Iriate MT sec. B2

7%7% draw
» //% / /
e

4, Qa4+? Ke2 5.Nc3+ KflI 6 Qd1+Kg2.4.. Kd2 5.Qd7+ Kc2I 5. Ke1 6 Qd1+ Kf2 7 Qc2+
Kf3 8.Qed+ Kf2 9.Qc2+ Ke3 10.Qe2+ Kd4 11.Qe4d+ Kxc3 12.Qc6+ Qxcb stalemate or
10...Kf4 11.Qd2+ Qe3 12.Nd5+. 6.Qad+ Kd2 7.Qd7+ Kxc3 8.Qc6+ Qxcb stalemate.

>
//////
wE m o
////
"""

/7 i%
»

%%/7 -
» //% / /

Prosku rowskl 1959
3.Qb4+

/7/ ﬁ//// //%/ //7/

,,,
ity

A pleasant miniature. In our opinion the twin position is no benefit.

There are record QxQQ studies with several stalemates.

For example Proskurowski 1959:

3.Qb4+

3...Kf2 4.Qc5+ Qxc5,

3...Ke2 4.Qed+ Qxe4,

3...Kd1 4.Qg4+ Kd2 5.Qf4+ Kd3 6.Qd6+ Qxd6,

3...Kf1 4.Qf4+ Kgl 5.Qe3+ Kh2 6.Qf4+ Kg1 7.Qe3+ Kf1 8.Qf4+ Ke2 9.Qed+ Qxe4.



