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Editorial

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

First of all I wish all readers of EG a happy
New Year with many artistic successes.

I am worried about the future of EG as its fi-
nancial position is not so good. It would greatly
help if we would have more subscribers, while
also donations would be very welcomed.

Nowadays there seem to be many more tour-
neys than in the past (which is a good thing)
but with an increasing number of studies per
award (which is not a good thing). In recent
years, many readers have suggested that EG
should no longer publish (complete) awards,
as these are available on-line on our website
(www.arves.org) and replaying the studies
there is more convenient than using board
and pieces. On the other hand, EG has been a
comprehensive printed source for awards since
1965. Electronic sources like websites are prone
to end (suddenly) which might mean that the
information is lost. The same goes e.g. for let-
ters in comparison with e-mail. Do not get me
wrong: I have always been enthusiastic about
the digital revolution in our art.

If the financial situation of EG allows us, we
will - for the time being - continue to translate,
edit and present awards in a standardized way
and issue them in printed form. We have is-
sued many supplements during the last decade,
but these must from now on be limited to two
per annum. Our technical editor Luc Palmans
has found a way to compress more studies into
the pages of an issue, and we will change to
that format during 2019. In addition, we will
omit most of the analyses and some of the
comments on studies by judges. As we already
have a backlog of awards which already have

been edited for EG, you will gradually see this
change during 2019.

There are more worries in our art. During
the last decade or so, I have noticed a consider-
able increase in published studies without any
noticeable study-like content (so these are only
endings with a unique main line to a win or
draw — and have no artistic value at all). Usual-
ly such “studies” are accompanied with a disas-
trous computer dump of analysis. One would
expect that such studies would be weeded out
by editors of endgame study columns and judg-
es. But I am afraid that this is hardly the case.
It seems that many editors refrain from mod-
erating and simply publish everything that was
submitted (this is especially true for on-line
informal tourneys, but there are bad examples
in magazines as well). Subsequently one would
also expect that judges would eliminate such
studies and include only study-studies in their
awards. Again I am afraid that this is not always
the case. Even judges with a FIDE title award
horrific non-artistic endings with murky anal-
yses and praise those - for the analyses.

In addition, certain judges are awarding too
large a proportion of studies submitted for a
tourney, which downgrades the value of an
awarded study (contemporary, future, but also
past). One of the most contentious examples I
have seen so far is by a FIDE judge awarding
no fewer than 9o studies in one JT. What to do?
Well, with the currently available publication
space in EG I have no option but to postpone
publishing this award.

We need a positive ending here: again I wish

all readers of EG a happy New Year with many
artistic successes.



Errata and Varia

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

#21843. Nielsen’s study was cooked by Arpad
Rusz: 6.Kas (Kbs). Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen
writes that the award was preliminary, and he
has been able to correct the study. But we have
not seen a final award yet (one year later).

#22017. In Hlinka’s 6th/7th prize in the 1st
Armenia Cup a cook was discovered by Vasil
Lebedev (published on the internet): 2...Rxg2.
It was not difficult to correct the study: move
the wBay to e3.

Then we see something completely differ-
ent: Jarl Henning Ulrichsen (Norway), editor
of Spotlight for more than 10 years (EGis1-
EG199), reached 70 on 15vii2o17. To celebrate
JHU’s birthday, his countryman Geir Sune Tal-
laksen @stmoe published a highly remarkable
study:

H.a G. @stmoe
Postsjakk no. 2, 2018
Dedicated to Jarl Henning Ulrichsen
for his 7oth birthday
%
& AW
BB Iy
an o
> @/ _
5y
/ _ / _
£

g5b8 4635.31 7/7 Draw

1.Qd8+ Sc8/i 2.Sa6+ Kby 3.Qxas Rxas 4.exdy
B¢y 5.6+ Rxc6 6.Secs+ Kbé6/ii

7.dxc8S+ (dxc8Q? Bfg+;) Kxbs/iii 8.Sa7+/iv
Kb6 9.5c8+ Kbs 10.Sa7+ positional draw.

i) Kby 2.Qa8+ Kxcy 3.b6+ draws.

ii) Rxcs+ 7.Sxcs5+ Kb8 8.Sa6+ Rxa6 9.dx-
c8Q+ Kxc8 10.bxa6, or Kay 7.dxc8S+ Ka$
8.bxc6 draws.

iii) Now the top left pieces form the charac-
ter J (for Jarl).

iv) And now a U (for Ulrichsen).
v) And now a H (for Henning).

You must put this study on a board to see the
saccographic effect. Have you ever seen some-
thing like this?

H.2 Hans P. Bie
Dagbladet 11ix1957, original version
Dedicated to Jarl Henning Ulrichsen
for his 7oth birthday
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During the years 1998-2000 Jarl Ulrichsen
and I exchanged extensive correspondence
about Norwegian endgame study composers.
One of them was Hans P. Bie (1933 — 2013) who,
according to Ulrichsen, was a very nice man.
Unfortunately he quit composing endgame
studies when still a young man and he dedicat-
ed the rest of his life to problems. In November
1998 Ulrichsen forwarded some studies by Bie
which had been published in Norwegian news-
papers and were new to me. In November Ul-
richsen and I managed to add some moves and
a good try to Bie’s original version, but never
published our version. Very recently I came
across this material again and managed to pro-
long further the delicate walk of the wK without
adding pieces. It seemed highly appropriate to
me to dedicate this version to Jarl’s 7oth birth-
day (better late than never...). Congratulations!

_4_



Errata and Varia

1.Kf3/i Sfs/ii 2.a6+ Ka8 3.Keq Sey 4.Kdg
Sc6+/iii 5.Kcs Sas 6.Kbs (Kds) Sb3 7.Kc6 Sd4+
8.Kd6 Sbs+ 9.Kcs Sd6 10.Kc6 (Kxd6? stale-
mate) Se8 11.b7+ Kxay 12.Kd7 Sf6+ 13.Kc8 wins.

i) The thematic try is: 1.Ke3? Sfs+. Now
White would like to play 2.a6+, but White is in
check! 2.Ke4 Sd6+ 3.Kds Sbs 4.a6+ and now:
Kxb6 5.a8Q Sc7+ draws. If the wP advances too

quickly, Black has another defence: 1.a6+? Ka8
2.Kf3 Sg8 3.Keg Sf6+ 4.Kd4 Sdy draws.

ii) This was the position of the 1998 version.
Then the thematic try was 2.Ke4? Sd6+ etc. See
note i).

iii) And this is almost the original setting by
Bie, who had wKc4 instead of wKd4.

Practical Chess Beauty by Yochanan Afek

The leading publishing house Quality Chess has just released a new title by Yochanan Afek: Prac-
tical Chess Beauty. Summing up a creative career of over 50 years the new hardcover book introduc-
es in 464 pages Yochanans’ selected endgame studies, games and fragments, as well as bites from his
problems in other genres all presented in thematic chapters. The book is available in online chess
shops and on the publisher’s website (www.qualitychess.co.uk) also in a digital version from For-

ward Chess.
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Do it yourself

At the yearly gathering of problemists in Nunspeet, ARVES organizes a solving tournament for
studies. 6 studies with a clear and attractive solution. Solving time: 2 hours. This is the selection of
2018. Solutions elsewhere in this magazine. Have fun!
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Anti-Heuacker?

BY SIEGFRIED HORNECKER

Tasks
and themes

My endless struggle to find things to write
about was helped immensely when Harold
proposed some themes where I can look for
challenges for readers. Before we start this
next time, I have a question that formed
when I saw a Lebedev study in HHdbV. We
all know the Proke$ manoeuvre, named after
a Schackvirlden study. But what do we call the
similar study by my countryman with a close
enough name to mine® ?

S.1 Paul Heudcker
Deutsche Schachzeitung 1956
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White has no Proke$s manoeuvre, but after
1.Ra1? Sb1 or 1.Re5? Seq we have two passed
pawns that can’t be stopped. The rook sacrifice
here is different from Prokes, giving only op-
tical similarity to similar positions where the
manoeuvre would be possible.

1.Ra8+ Kg7 2.Ray+ Kf6 3.Ra6+ founds a
logical idea, as the b-file and fourth rank are
“hot”. We don't need to give the entire solution
that branches here in notation: White keeps
on giving checks on the a-file, and if Black

(1) My full “first” name is Siegfried Paul Johann Manfred,
with three grandfather names Paul (of my father’s line) and
Johann (of my mother’ line), as well as Manfred who remar-
ried my father’s mother after Paul's death. Those are never
used, and if I ever get to England again, I will change my
name to only Siegfried!

enters the b-file, White can play Rai. If Black
enters the fourth rank, White plays Res. Black
can fork king and rook by the knight, but the
king takes both pawns. The knight sacrifices
above would lose due to checks while taking
the knight. If we call this a Heudcker manoeu-
vre, then the following study could be an anti-
Heuicker. Similarities to Proke$ are there, but
an Anti-Proke§ would for me be instead where
the Proke§ manoeuvre was prevented during
the solution instead of a similar one being car-
ried out earlier.

S.2 V. Lebedev
1st special honourable mention
Fokin-90 JT 2015
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The late Yuri Fokin was a great genius and
this brilliant reworking of Heudcker’s idea by
a long-time composer with only a few studies
honours his name. (EG#20743) What is sad,
however, is the key move. The salvation for this
comes from a nice stalemate trick in the 1...Re2
line.

1.dxe7, and:

— Rc8 2.Bc6 Ke3 3.Kg5 Ke4 4.Kf6 Rh8 5.d6+
Kd4 6.Kg7 Rb8 7.Bxd7 Kes 8.Bc8 Rxc8 9.d7
wins, or:

— Re2 2.d6 Ke3! 3.Bc6! Kdg 4.Bxd7 Kds
5.Be6+! Rxe6 6.d7 Rxe7 7.d8Q+ wins.



Anti-Heudcker?

I just hope I won't have to win in a game af-
ter the second main line. After 7...Ke6 the best
move already is the surprising 8.Khs. In any
case, can our readers compose new nuances to
this Heudcker idea, as Lebedev did?

PS: In the world chess championship, Fa-
biano Caruana missed a study-like win in the
incredible game 6, which would also be suited
to the “game studies” theme. I found no prede-
cessor to it in an actual endgame study.

S.3 Magnus Carlsen - Fabiano Caruana,
World Chess Championship 2018, game 6
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Black stands perfectly and seeing that 68...
Bh4!! is a zugzwang is not too hard but it is
hard to see is why it wins: 69.h6 Sf3 70.h7 Se5+
71. Khé Bgs+ 72. Khs Kg7, or 69.Bd5! Se2
70.Bf3 and now not the move 70...5f4+? 71.Kh7
Bgs, which was analysed as a win if White was
forced to play hé, but the incredible 70...Sg1!!
71.Bg4 Kg8 with zugzwang against White soon
to follow. But if Caruana had chosen 68...Bhg,
he would likely have set up the position after
70...5f4+. He played 68...53? also drawing.

[HH analysed this position too. After 7o...
Sg1! White has a better defence with 71.Bd5 (to
prevent 71..Kg8) 71...Bgs! Now it is very rele-
vant that 72.h6 Se3 (Sh3) 73.h7 Sf4 is mate! So
72.Kh7 Se2 73.Bcg Sf4! Forcing White to play
74.h6. Then Black simply transfers his knight
to g4 and wins wPheé].
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The Bakinsky Rabochy 1928 tourney

History

The Bakinsky Rabochy tourneys in 1927 and
1928 are among these Soviet tourneys about
which not everything is known. We are aware
of them through secondary sources only and for
that reason, we can only make our best reconsti-
tution of what we think happened, with the hope
that we will not be far from the truth.

Abraham Gurvich (1897-1932), before set-
tling in Moscow in 1929, lived in Baku where
he was born. There he composed his very
first studies in the chess column of the local
newspaper Bakinsky Rabochy (Baku Work-
er), a newspaper founded in 1906 and still be-
ing published in 2018 (in the 1920s, it was the
mouthpiece of the Soviet regime but today it
is the official newspaper of the Presidency).
Baku was also the adopted city of the Sarychev
brothers who were born in Tsarskoye Selo, to-
day Pushkin, near Petersburg. Kirill, who gave
up chess composition in 1930, was a journalist
who wrote in Vyshka, the newspaper of the oil
industry and Aleksandr, who had a chess col-
umn in another newspaper, Baku, was a teach-
er in a technical school. Both composers (until
1930, all their works were joint compositions)
paid tribute to Gurvich who had passed on to
them his taste for minor piece studies. These
composers also played chess: in the 1928 Baku
over-the-board championship, Gurvich fin-
ished 3rd and A. Sarychev 13th (and there was
also a third study composer, Boris Badai, in
4th!).

A first Bakinsky Rabochy tourney had been
set up in the Azeri capital in the previous year
(theannouncement was in January 1927, closure
date 15 February, extended to 20 March, with
Gurvich as sole judge - it attracted 36 studies).
The 2™ Bakinsky Rabochy study tourney, with
four money prizes (50, 35, 25 and 15 rubles) was
announced at the end of 1927, with a closure

BY ALAIN PALLIER

date set for 15 January 1928. It was judged by
a panel of three, A. S. Gurvich, V. Makogonov
and a certain Rostovchev. Rostovchev is now
forgotten (he was a strong player in Baku and
took part to the local championship) but not
Vladimir Andreevich Makogonov (1904-1993),
a titled player (IM in 1950, honorary IGM in
1987) who had a long career as a player and
trained a certain Garry Kasparov in his last
years (previously he had also trained Vassily
Smyslov). In 1928, Makogonov, who had previ-
ously won the Baku championship in 1923,1926
and 1937, won the Caucasus Championship.

The number of entries is not known but the
names of the 11 composers that are present ei-
ther in the provisional or in the final award
show that the tourney certainly attracted
some of the best composers in the Soviet Un-
ion at the time. I must suppose that the origi-
nal award was published in Bakinsky Rabochy.
Despite there being three judges including a
very strong player, it quickly appeared that the
provisional award was problematical and it be-
came a kind of serial in the Shakhmatny Listok
pages during the first half of 1928 (Leonid Kub-
bel ran the composition section).

Here is it, as reproduced in Shakhmatny Lis-
tok (no. 8, 25 April 1928)

1st prize S. M. Kaminer

and prize L. I. Kubbel

3rd prize S. G. Zhigis

4th prize A. & K. Sarychev

5th prize V.N. Ovchinnikov

1st HM A. O. Herbstman and B. F. Didrichson

and HM A. & K. Sarychev

3rd HM E.N. Somov

4th HM L. 1. Kubbel

sth HM S. P. Krioutchkov

_9_



The Bakinsky Rabochy 1928 tourney

In his column in Shakhmatny Listok (no. 8,
25 April 1928), Leonid Kubbel not only report-
ed the award (with only the names of compos-
ers, excepted first prize, with positions in nota-
tion) but also reported a flaw he had found in
the first prize by Sergei Kaminer.

P.1 S. Kaminer
Bakinsky Rabochy 1928
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The intended solution was: 1.Sg6+ Kf7 2.hy
Bhs 3.5f4!! 3.h8Q? Bxg6+ 4.Ka1 Bey! and Black
draws. 3...gxf4 4.h8Q Bg6+ 5.Ka1 Bey! 5...Bf8
6.5f3 Bg7+ 7.5e5+ Kf6 8.Qg8 and White wins.
6.513 Bf6+ 7.Se5+ Ke7 8.Qh4! and White wins.

This undoubtedly is a brilliant work but
Kubbel pointed out that 1.hy! Bhs 2.Ka1 was
also winning. He also expressed doubts about
the final position: according to him, after 8...
Ke6 Black had some chances of drawing (but
that time he was wrong).

Seven years later, a corrected version of this
study (with the first 2 half-moves cut and an
additional bpe6) won second prize in the Trud
1935 tourney.

P2 L. I. Kubbel
1st Prize Bakinsky Rabochy 1928

=2 Ay Ay Ay
5V D

BB
W oEALE
AEN

asay 0113.03 3/5 Win

N

With that unsoundness, the first prize went
to Leonid Kubbel. In the 1927 Bakinsky Rabo-
chy tourney, Kaminer had won first prize ahead
of... Kubbel.

1.Rf7+ Kb8 2.Kb6 Kc8 2...f1Q 3.Bxf1 exf1Q
4.Rxf1 and the R vs S and P ending is won for
White. 3.Rxf2 Sfg 3...e1Q 4.Rf8+ Kd7 5.Bc6+
and 6.Re8+ winning. 4.Rxf4 d5 5.Bf1!! 5.Bxds?
e1Q 6.Rf8+ Kd7 7.Bc6+ Ke7 8.Re8+ Kd6 9.Rxe1
stalemate. 5...e1Q 6.Rf8+ Kd7 7.Bbs+ Kdé6
8.Rd8+ K- 9.Re8+ and White wins.

Sergei G. Zhigis won the next prize. Zhigis,
from Vitebsk (today in Belarus), is another ex-
ample of these ‘unknown’ Soviet composers.
He was active from 1926 to 1936. He worked on
the railroad, and maybe died in 1941. In EGoa,
an article by Gennadi Novikov presented 11 of
his studies.

In Shakhmatny Listok no. 9 (10 May 1928),
L. Kubbel showed that no fewer than four other
studies in the provisional award were unsound:

— 4th prize (by the Sarychev brothers)

— s5th prize (by Ovchinnikov)

— 1st HM (by Herbstman and Didrichson)
— 3rd HM (by Somov)

Let us look at the s5th prize, by another ‘un-
known’ composer:

P.3 V. Ovchinnikov
Bakinsky Rabochy 1928
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The author’s solution was: 1.Bd4 Kfg 2.Bg7
Kgs 3.Se8 d2 4.Bh6+ Kxh6 5.5d6 Kg5 6.Se4+
Kxg4 7.Sxd2 and White wins. Kubbel found
2.g5! d2 3.g6 winning but he did not see that
in the final position of the author’s solution



The Bakinsky Rabochy 1928 tourney

Black draws by 7...Kxhs 8.Ke7 Kg4 9.Kxd7 hs
10.Kxc6 h4 11.Kds h3 12.5f1 Kf3 13.Kes Ke2.

45 days later, in Shakhmatny Listok no.12
(25 June 1928), Kubbel reported the final award:

1st prize L. I. Kubbel

and prize S. G. Zhigis

3rd prize A. & K. Sarychev

4th prize L. I. Kubbel

1st HM S. P. Kryutchkov

2nd HM L. P. Topcheev

3rd HM 1. Maleev (Kubbel added: ?)
4th HM. E.N. Somov

The Sarychev brothers were not unhappy
since their 3rd Prize in the provisional award
was replaced by another 3rd Prize. Here is first
their unsound study:

P4 A. & K. Sarychev
Bakinsky Rabochy 1928
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1.Kb6 Sxe8 2.Rxfg Qa6+ 3.Kxa6 Sc7+
4.Kas e2 5.Rxaq Kb7 6.Sb4 e1Q stalemate. A
nice idea but Kubbel found the move that the
composers overlooked: 2...Qg4! 85 years later,
GM Oleg Pervakov reworked this study. More
than a simple correction, it is more a re-crea-
tion, with many added tactical twists:

(P.5) 1.Bf3+! 1.Bxe8? Bxf6 2.Sxbs Sd3 3.Bg3
Bes 4.Bh4 Be4 5.Bhs e1Q 6.Bxe1 Sxe1 7.Kbg Kby
8.a4 Sc2+ 9.Kc4 Kaé6 10. bg Se3+ 11. Kbz Bds+
12.Ka3 Sc2 mate; 1.Rxf4? Rxhs 2.Sxe2 Res and
Black wins material. 1...Bxf3 2.Rxf4 Ras+! 2...
Res 3.Sxf3 and White draws. 3.Bxas 3.Kb4? Bhs
and Black wins. 3...Bc6+! 3... bs+ 4.Kxbs Sd6+
5.Kcs Sb7+ 6.Kbs Sd6+ 7.Kcs draw. 4.Sxc6 bs+
5.Kxbs Bxas 6.Ra4!! 6.Re4? Sd6+ and Black

wins. 6...8Sd6+ 6...e1Q 7.Rxas5+ Kby 8.Ray+ Kc8
9.Se7+ Kd8 10.Sc6+ Kc8 11.Se7+ with perpetual
check. 7.Kxa5 Kb7 8.Sb4! e1Q stalemate.

P.5 O. Pervakov
Azerbaijan Quick Composing ty 2013.
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The second study by the Sarychev pair (2nd
HM in the provisional award) was a classical
domination study:

P6 A. & K. Sarychev
3rd Prize Bakinsky Rabochy 1928
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1.Rb8 Sc7 2.Kxc3 h1Q 3.a8Q Sxa8 4.Rbi
Qc6 5.5d3+ Ke2 6.Re1+ Kf3 7.Se5+ and White
wins.

Kubbel’s fourth prize rounded oft his success
in this tourney. Moreover, 1928 was a great year
for him with 5 first prizes and a total of 13 stud-
ies awarded making it his most successful year
in the field of studies (in his whole career, over
more than 35 years, 19 studies composed by
Kubbel were awarded a first prize, and another
one shared 1st-2nd prize). 1928 was also a great
year for him as a problemist. By combining
results found in different sources (chess mag-
azines such as Die Schwalbe or Ceskoslovensky
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Sach and the reference books about Kubbel),
I tried to count all his successes in 1928 and
found 12 first prizes and 5 shared first-second
prizes, for a total of 44 problems awarded. This
gives us a total of 57 honoured compositions
for 1928 only...

L. Kubbel’s activity was especially impres-
sive, even if the figures remain uncertain. I
noticed some discrepancies in the relevant
Wikipedia pages: in English, we read ‘more
than 1500 endgame studies and problems, in
German ‘2300 Schachaufgaben (vorwiegend
Dreiziiger) und mehr als 500 Studien;, and, in
Russian, 2800 problems and 500 studies. For
studies, everything is known, thanks to Tim-
othy Whitworth who established the defin-
itive collection of the studies composed by
the maestro. L. Kubbel composed around 440
studies (corrections and versions not counted).
The discrepancies are surprising since the Rus-
sian reference book about Kubbel gives 2784
compositions ‘in all genres’ (note that the Me-
son database has only 560 problems by Leonid
Kubbel, among which 209 two-movers, 293
three-movers and 41 four-movers). All sources
seem to agree on the number of rewards: 200
prizes among which 120 first prizes.

The four honourable mentions in the final
award remain unknown to us. The last three
were not in the provisional award.

But that was not all. Zhigis’ study (3rd prize
in the provisional award, 2nd prize in the final
award) was found unsound, again by L.Kubbel,
but only some months later, in October 1928,
therefore too late to change the award.

Gurvich moved to Moscow in 1929 and
there was no more Bakinsky Rabochi tourney
any tourney.

Sources

Ya. Vladimirov & Yu. Fokin: Leonid Kubbel, Mos-
COW 1984.

T. Whitworth: Leonid Kubbels chess endgame stud-
ies (revised edition) Cambridge 2004.

A. Pallier: A.S. Gurvich, EG184, April 2011

MESON chess problem database: http://www.bste-
phen.me.uk/meson/composers.pl

At least, one more time, I have to mention Vaclav
Kotesovec’s invaluable website that contains
many old magazines and old chess columns :
http://www.kotesovec.cz



Sosiura-120 MT 2017-2018

Sergiy Didukh judged this informal tourney in memory of the Ukrainian poet V. Sosiura. In total
16 studies by 8 composers from 5 countries participated. The award was dated 10iii2018.

No 22030 M. Minski
1st prize
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No 22030 Martin Minski (Germany). 1.e8Q
g1Q/i 2.Qa4+/ii Kxds 3.h8Q Qg8+ (Kcs+; Kay)
4.Qxg8+ Kcs+ 5.Qds+/iv Qxds+ 6.Kay/v Qxfs/
vi 7.Qas+ Kc6 8.Qxfs

i) Qxds+ 2.Kb8 g1Q 3.Qe2+ Kcs 4.Qc2+ Qcg
5.Bb6+ Kxb6 6.Qxc4 Qh2+ 7.Kc8 wins.

ii) 2.Qc6+? Qcs 3.Qxc5+ Kxcs 4.h8Q Qxds+
5.Kb8 Qxf5 draws.

iv) Logical try: 5.Kb8? Qb7+ 6.Kxby stale-
mate. Logical try: 5.Qc6+? Qxc6+ 6.Kb8 Qbs+
7.Kc8 Qa6+ 8.Kdy Qd3+/vii 9.Key Qxfs draws.

v) Logical try: 6.Kb8? Qxfs 7.Qas+ Kc6
8.Qxfs stalemate.

vi) Qb7+ 7.Kxb7 and no stalemate.

vii) Avoiding Qc6+? 9.Key Qxcy+ 10.Kf6
wins.

“This study has mutual queen sacrifices with
logical combinations. Usually, when there are
four queens on the board, the lines are shock-
ing and their calculation turns out to be an ag-
onizing torture but, if the composer is a nota-
ble lady tamer, the spectacle does not lose its
meaning and ease”.

No 22031 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Rh1+ Ka2/i 2.Be3 g2 3.Rai+ Kxa1 4.Bd4+/ii
Kaz 5.Bxf2 Rxa4 6.e6 Rg4+ 7.Kh8/iii g1Q 8.Bxg1

Rxg1 9.e7 Re1 10.e8Q Rxe8+ 11.5xe8 bs 12.5d6
b4 13.Sxb7 b3 14.Scs/iv b2 15.5a4 b1Q 16.Sc3+
Kb2 17.Sxb1 draws.

No 22031V. Tarasiuk
and prize
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i) Kc2 2.Be3 g2 3.Rc1+ Kb2 4.Bxf2 draws.

ii) Thematic try: 4.Bxf2? Rxaq4 5.6 Rgq+
6.Kh8 g1Q 7.Bxg1 Rxg1 8.7 Re1 9.e8Q Rxe8+
10.Sxe8 bs 11.5d6 b4 12.Sxb7 b3 13.S¢5 b2 14.Sa4
(Sb3+ Kbi;) b1Q wins.

iii) Thematic try: 7.Kh7? g1Q 8.Bxg1 Rxg1 9.e7
Re110.e8Q Rxe8 11.Sxe8 b 12.5d6 b4 13.Sxb7 b3
14.Sc5 b2 15.5a4 b1Q+ with check, wins.

iv) 14.5d6? b2 15.Se4 (Sbs Kb3;) Kb1 16.Sd2+
Kci1 wins.

“When Tarasiuk takes the pieces in his hand,
the kings already know that they need to run
into a corner so that they are not punished. I
know another advantage of Vladislav’s studies:
their dynamics. The Europeans came up with a
more precise special term: flow, which means
good moves by the pieces on the board with
a minimum of captures and difficult moves.
In my opinion, they often overestimate this
flow-dynamics, but in this study it is very rel-
evant. The fluttering of pieces over a dozen of
moves makes it easy to assimilate the idea of far
foresight expressed here”.
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No 22032 M. Minski
1st honourable mention
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No 22032 Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Sc2
Qc3+ 2.Kf1 Bes 3.Se1/i Qxei+ (fxgz+; Sxg2)
4.Kxe1 fxgz 5.h8Q+/ii Bxh8 6.Qa6+ Kgy/iii
7.Qf1 gxf1Q+ 8.Kxf1 Kg6 9.a6 wins.

i) 3.h8Q+? Bxh8 4.Se1 fxg2+, or 3.Qb1? Qd3+
4.Kg1 fxg2 5.Qc1+ Kxhy draw.

ii) 5.Qxd7? g1Q+ 6.Ke2 Qa1 7.Qxds Kxhy
draws.

iii) Kgs 7.4+, or Khy 7.Qd3+, or Khs 7.Qe2+
Kh4 8.Qey+ win.

“We see an original apprehension of a pawn
at the cost of a queen. The study proved to be
too difficult for the solvers of the ISC-2017-2018,
because during the solutions there are several
unpleasant lines with vague winning chances
for White. But at the same time the realization
of the plan is good, since White’s combination
follows in response to the sacrifice of the bQ”

No 22033 O. Pervakov
2nd honourable mention
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No 22033 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.Ra6+
bxa6 2.Bg2+ £3/i 3.Bxf3+ e4 4.Bxe4+ Kay 5.5¢6+

Ka8 6.b4 a5 7.5xas5+/ii Kay 8.Sc6+/iii Ka8 (Kaé;
Bd3+) 9.Sd4+ Kay 10.Bds/iv zz Qe8/v 11.Sc6+
Ka8 12.Se7+ Kay 13.5¢8+ Ka6 14.Bb7+ (Bcg+?
Qbs;) Kbs 15.Sd6+ wins.

i) Kay3.Sc6+e.g. Ka8 4.Sxes5+ Kay 5.5c6+ Ka8
6.Se7+ Kay 7.5c8 mate. e4 3.Bxe4+ Kay 4.Sc6+
Ka8 5.bg a5 6.Sxas+ Kay 7.Sc6+ Ka8 8.Se5+/vi
Kay 9.Bb7 Qas+ 10.bxas and no stalemate.

ii) 7.Se7+? Kay 8.Sc8+ Ka6 9.Bb7+ Kbs
10.Bc6+ Kxbg4 draws.

iii) 8.Bb7? Qxas+ 9.bxas stalemate.
iv) 10.Bb7? Qas+ 11.bxas stalemate.

v) Qd1 11.Sc6+ Ka8 12.Se7+ Kay 13.5¢8+ Ka6
14.Bc4 mate.

vi) 8.Sd4+? Kay 9.Bds {3 draws.

“This is an improvement of studies by So-
brecases (HHdbV#04902) and Tarasiuk
(EG#21436) with the same finish. Fine black
counterplay is added in the form of the con-
secutive discharge of three pawns. Alas, the
logical combination of black and white is sim-
ply reflected by one precise move, after which a
known mutual zugzwang occurs”

No 22034 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
3rd honourable mention
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No 22034 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.Qf7 Rb6+/i 2.Kxb6 Sd7+ 3.Kay g1Q
4.Qe6+ Kcy 5.Qdé6+ Kd8/ii 6.Qcy+ Ke8/iii
7.Qd8+ Kxd8 8.Sf7+ Ke8/iv 9.Sd6+ Kf8 (Kd8)
10.Se6 mate.

i) g1Q 2.Qxf6+, or Sdy 2.Sd5 g1Q 3.Qe6 mate.

ii) Kxd6 6.Sf7+ Kc7 7.5e6 mate.

iii) Kxcy 7.Se6+ Kdé6 8.Sf7 mate.

iv) Kc7 9.Se6 mate
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“In this entertaining study, White has the
same task as in the comedy film “Throw mom
off the train!™

No 22035 A. Stavrietsky
1st commendation
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No 22035 Aleksandr Stavrietsky (Russia).
1.Bb2 Re8+/i 2.Rd8+ Khy 3.Rxe8 Bd4 4.Rhi+/ii
gxh1Q 5.Bxd4 Qb1+ (gs; f5) 6.Ka8 g5 7.5 Qhi+
8.Kxa7 c1Q 9.Rh8 mate.

i) cxb1Q 2.Rd8++ Kh7 3.Rh8 mate, or Bxd4
2.Bxd4+ Khy 3.Rxe1 wins.

ii) Logical try: 4.Bxd4? cxb1Q+ 5.Ka8 g5 6.5
Qxfs and Black wins. If 4.Rg1? Bxb2 5.Rc8 c1Q
6.Rcxc1 Bxc1 7.Rxci, e.g. Kh6 8.Rg1 Khs 9.Rxg2
Kg4 draws.

“This study has a predecessor but the new
tricks are sufficiently original”.

No 22036 A. Gasparyan
2nd commendation
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No 22036 Aleksey  Gasparyan  (Arme-
nia). 1.Qb8/i Qh4+/ii 2.gxh4 Bxb8 3.Rf3/iii d2/
iv 4.Rd3 Bes 5.Rxd2/v f5 6.g6 Bf4+ 7.Khs Kg7
(Bxd2 stalemate;) 8.Rd7+ Kf6 (Bxdy stalemate;)
9.Rf7+ Bxf7 10.gxf7 Kxf7 stalemate.

i) 1.Qe1? Qdy 2.g6 (g4 Bd6;) d2 3.Qeq Qh3+
4.Kg5s Qxg3+ 5.Kh6 Qh3+ 6.Kgs Bc6 7.Rxc6
Qg3+ 8.Kh6 Qf4+ wins.

ii) Qdy 2.g6 Qh3+ 3.Kgs Kg7 4.Rxf7+ (or
gxf7) Bxt7 5.Qes5+ (Qb2+) draws.

iii) 3.Rf5? Bd6 4.Rd5 Bf8+ 5.Khs f5+ 6.g6
Kg7 wins.

iv) Bes 4.Rxd3 f5 5.g6 Bf4+ 6.Khs Bbs 7.Rd8+
Kg7 8.Rd2 Bcg 9.Rf2 Re3 10.Rf3 Be2 (Bci; Rf2)
stalemate. If Bbs 4.Rfs Bc6 5.Rf6 (Rxf7? Kg8;)
Be4 6.Rxf7 Bd6 7.g6 d2 8.Rhy+ Kg8 9.Rg7+ Kf8
10.Rf7+ Ke8 11.Rf1 Bcs 12.g7 Bes3+ 13.Khs Bds
14/Kg6 draws.

v) 5.Rd8? Bg7+ 6.Kh5 Khy 7.Rxd2 f5+ 8.g6+
Bxg6+ 9.Kg5 Bh6+ wins.

“The rook heroically holds the defence
against two bishops, not only in the main line
but also in other lines on the third move. This
is not spectacular, but surprising”.

No 22037 V. Tarasiuk
3rd commendation
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No 22037 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Kc6/i Rb1/ii 2.Ba6+ Kb8 3.f6 Sg4 4.Bd6+ Kay
5.f7 Rb6+ 6.Kcy/iii Ses 7.Bcs/iv Kxa6 8.f8Q
Rb7+ 9.Kd6/v wins.

i) Logical try: 1.f6? Kdy 2.Bcs Seq4 3.Kxeq
Ke6 4.Be7 Re8 5.Bcq4+ Kd7 6.Bbs+ Ke6 7.Bxe8
stalemate.

ii) Ra8 2.f6 (Bc4 Se4;) Sg4 3.Bh3 wins.

iii) 6.Kd7? Sf6+ 7.Ke7 Shy 8.Bd3 Rb7+ 9.Ke8
St6+ 10.Kf8 Sg4 11.Kg6 Shé draws.

iv) 7.Bxe5? Rb7+ 8.Bxby stalemate. 7.f8Q?
Rc6+ 8.Kd8 Rxd6+ 9.Kcy (Qxd6é Sf7+;) Rc6+
10.Kd8 Rd6+ positional draw.
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v) 9.Kc8? Rb8+ 10.Kxb8 Sd7+ draws.

“White plays carefully to avoid stalemates
and forks”.

No 22038 M. Zinar
special commendation
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No 22038 Mikhail Zinar (Ukraine). 1.d8S+
Kc7 2.e85+ Kdy/i 3.£85+ Kxe8 4.f7+ Key 5.g85+/
ii Kxf8 6.Se6+ Kxf7 7h8S5+/iii Kxg8 8.b8Q+

i) Kb8 3.Sc6+ Kxb7 4.Sa5+ Kb6 5.Sb3 wins.

ii) If 5.f6+? Kxf6 6.5d7+ Kgs 7.g8Q+ Khg, or
5.5¢c6+? Kf6 6.Sd7+ Kgs 7.g8Q+ Kfs and Black
wins. 5.5g6+? Kd7 6.5f8+ Key repeats.

iii) 7.5xh6+? Key 8.Sg8+ Kdy 9.Sf6+ Kcé6
10.Sd8+ Kc7 11.5xds5+ Kdy draws.

“The author has managed five consecutive
knight promotions in a pawn study with a new
scheme but without complicated lines”.
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Cirtdan 2018

The Azerbaijani composition committee organized a multi-genre composition tourney requiring
problems with a maximum of 5 pieces.

The announcement explains the name of the tourney: “Cirtdan is one of the most popular char-
acters of Azerbaijanian fairy tales. He is distinguished by his national identity, courage and witti-
ness. Cirtdan is an intelligent youngster who is tiny. ‘Cirtdan’ translates from Azerbaijanian as small,
tiny. In the fairy tale he saves his friends outwitting the giant Div".

For the endgame study section HH was appointed as judge. He proposed not only to limit the
number of pieces, but also to add the theme requirement that the smallest piece has to play a deci-
sive role (as in the fairy tale). Further, he wanted the composers to only submit thematic lines (no
analytical lines are needed as we have the 5EGTB). The organizers considered this to be too difficult
to explain...

The tourney director Elmar Abdullayev sent 56 studies to HH. To his surprise, the studies were
not anonymized, making this an informal tourney. Another surprise was the fact that there were
two 100% anticipations, one by a composition GM. One study proved unsound. And another study,
which had more than 5 pieces, was disqualified (even the 5 men restriction proved hard to under-
stand....). Luckily, only a handful of composers submitted computer analysis dumps. HH skipped all
lines with duals and other non-relevant lines for the award.

The provisional award was dated 3v2018, and there seem to have been no claims.

12.Sc5+ Ke3 13.5xb3 hs 14.Sas/viii h4 15.Sc4+
Kf2 16.Se5 Kg3 17.5c4 Kf2 18.Se5 positional
draw.

No 22039 P. Arestov
& V. Tarasiuk
1st prize

i) hs 4.Ke7 Kds 5.Kf6 draws.
%f////// ii) 4.Kc8? bs 5.Kb7 Kcs 6.Sc2 hs wins.
@/ U U %k iii) Thg pointe of this line. The obvious

» 9.Ke6? fails to bs 10.Kf5 b4 11.Kf4 h4 12.Se3 h3
%. / / / 13.Sc2+ Kc3 14.Sxb4 h2 wins
% %% //% @ 3. 3 14. 4

iv) 12.Sxh5? b4 13.5f4 b3 14.Se2+ Kc4 wins.

§

- 7 < 7 - /% 7 v) Kd6 6.Ke8 Ke6 7.Kd8 positional draw.

/ / % / vi) Kcg 8.Sc2 hs 9.Saz+ Kd3 10.Kxbs hg
11.Sc4 h3 12.Se5+ draws.

vii) Kd2 12.Kc4 hs 13.Kd4 Ke2 14.Keq4 Kf2
No 22039 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & 15.Kf4 Kg2 16.Kgs draws.

a8a6 0001.02 2/3 Draw

Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine). 1. Kb8 (Sd3? bs;) viii) The point of this line. If 14.S¢5? h4 15.Se6
Kbé6 (bs; Kcy) 2.Kc8 Kc6 3.Kd8 Kd6/i 4.Ke8/ii, h3 wins.
and: “The authors have succeeded in adding a

— Kes 5.Kf7 (Kd7? hs;) Kfs 6.Ke7 hs 7.Kd6 Keg new main line to a famous study by Grigoriev
8.5g2 Kd4 9.Shy/iii bs 10.5f5+ Ke4 11.5g3+ (HHdbV#69746). The fact that in both lines
Kd4 12.8f5+/iv positional draw, or: a surprising knight move to the edge of the

— Ke6 5.Kd8 bs/v 6.Kc7 Kds 7.Kb6 ba/vi 8.Kbs board (9.Sh4!/14.Sas!) is necessary to secure
b3 9.5d3 Kd4 10.Sb2 Kc3 11.Sa4+ Kd3/vii the draw is very entertaining’.
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No 22040 J. Mikitovics
and prize
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No 22040 Janos Mikitovics (Hungary).
1.Kds5 (Sc4+ Kd3;) Kd2 2.Kcg Ke2 3.Sd1/i Sas+
4.Kbg (Kbs? Sby;) Scé6+/ii 5.Kbs (Kc5? Kbs;)
Kb3 6.Sb2 Sd4+/iii 7.Kcs5 Kc3 (Sc2; a5) 8.Sdi+
Kd3 9.5f2+/iv Ke3 10.Kds/v Sb3 11.Se4 Sas (Kd3;
Scs5+) 12.8d6 Kd3 13.Kcs/vi Ke3 14.Kbs Sb3
15.5f5/vii zz Sd2 16.a5/viii wins.

i) Thematic try: 3.5Sd3? Sd2+ 4.Kdg4 Sb3+ -
avoiding Sf3+? 5.Kcs a thematic white move! -
5.Kc4 Sd2+ positional draw.

ii) Sb7 5.5f2 Kd2 6.Se4+ Kd3 7.Sc5+ wins.

iii) Say+ 7.Kb6 Sc8+ 8.Kcy Sey 9.a5 Sds+
10.Kc6 Kb4 11.a6 wins.

iv) 9.Sb2+? Ke4 10.Sc4 Sb3+ 11.Kbg Sd4
12.Kc5 Sb3+ positional draw.

v) Thematic try: 10.Kc4? Sf5 — avoiding Sc6?
11.5d3 Ke4 12.Kc5 a thematic white move! - Sd4
13.Sc1 wins - 11.Sd1+ Kd2 12.Sb2 Kc2 13.Sd3
Sd6+ draws

vi) Thematic try: 13.Se4? Kc2 - avoiding Sc4?

14.Kcs! zz Sas 15.5d6 Kc3 16.Kbs see main line -

14.Kcs Kbz draws.

vii) 15.Se4+? Kd4 16.Kb4 Kxe4 draws.

viii) 16.5d67? Sb3 17.5f5 Sd2 repeats.

“White has to put/leave his knight en prise
in many instances during the main line: 3.5d1!,
6.Sb2!, 10.Kds! as well as in some tries if Black
goes wrong’.

No 22041 M. Zinar
3rd prize
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No 22041 Mikhail Zinar (Ukraine). 1.a5 fs5
2.Kcs/i f4/ii 3.Kd4 Kb3 4.Ke4 Kb4 5.Kxf4 Kxas
6.Ke3 Kb4 7.Kd2 Kb3 8.Kc1 draws.

i) Logical try: 2.Kd4? Kb3 3.Kes Kbg (Kag)
4.Kxfs Kxas 5.Ke4 Kb4 (Kag) 6.Kd3 Kbz 7.Kd2
Kb2 wins.

ii) Kbz (Kd3) 3.Kb6 f4 4.Kxa6 f3 5.Kby f2
6.a6 f1Q 7.a7 draws.

“This is how a logical study should be: the
most obvious move (2.Kd4?) fails. The move
2.Kcs! does not necessarily goes for bPa6, but
forces Black to advance his f-pawn after the wK
heads back to capture the f-pawn. The marvel-
lous idea is that the wK is able to get to c1 from
f4 (solution) in time but cannot from fs5 (the-
matic try)! You should challenge your chess
friends at the club to solve this study (perhaps
better say that it is a game fragment...)".

No 22042 L. Gonzalez
1st special prize
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e1d6 3101.00 3/2 Draw. I: Diagram,
I1: wSgé to hs, III: wRa1 to ha,
IV: wRaz1 to h1, wSgé6 to a5
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No 22042 Luis Miguel Gonzalez (Spain).

I: 1.0-O-0/i Kcs 2.Se7 Qfg+ (Qay; Sds)
3.Rd2 Qg5 (Qe3; Sds) 4.Sd5 draws.

IT: 1.Sg3/ii Qb4+ 2.Kf1 Qf4+ 3.Kg2 draws.

II: 1.0-O Qay+ (Qg8; Rf6+) 2.Rf2 Qdg
(Qa1+; Kh2) 3.5f4 draws.

IV: 1.Scq+ Kcs 2.8d2/iii Qgz+ 3.Kd1/iv draws.

i) 1.Rd1+? Kcs (Ke6) wins.

ii) 1.0-O-0? Kcs 2.Rd3 Kc4 3.Rf3 Qa8 (Qby)
wins.

iii) 2.Se3? Qb1+ 3.Sd1 Qe4+.

iv) 3.Kf1? Kb4 (Kd4?; Rh2) 4.Rh8 Qf4+ 5.Ke2
Qes5+ wins.

“This castling task deserves a special prize. It
is of course a pity that in position IV the wS
is not on hs. There are 39 studies with castling
in a 5 man position in my database but, apart
from the castling, there were no major antici-
pations among those”.

No 22043 M. Micaloni
and special prize
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No 22043 Mario Micaloni (Italy).

I: 1.Kds5 Sgé6 2.Keg Kd2 3.h3 Ke1 4.Ke3/i Kf1
5.Kf3 Ker (Ses+; Kg3) 6.Se6/ii Ses+ 7.Kf4/iii
Sg6+ 8.Kgs/iv Ses 9.Kf6 Sf3 10.Sd4 Shg 11.Kgs
Sg2 12.Kg4 Kd2 13.Kg3/v Se3 14.Kf3 Kd3 15.Se6
St516.Kf4 Sey (Se3; Kes) 17.Kgs Ke3 18.h4 wins.

I1: 1.Kd4 Sg6 (Ke2; Ke4) 2.Ke3 Shyg (Kei; Kf3)
3.Kf2/vi Sg6 4.Kf3 Ses+ 5.Kg3 Kd2 6.hg Kd3
7.5f6 Kd4 8.hs Kcs (Sf7; Kf4) 9.Kf4 Kd6 10.Kf5
Sf7 11.5g8 (Kg6? Keé6;) Kdy 12.Kf6 Ke8 13.Kgy
Sdé6/vii 14.5f6+ Ke7 15.Sds5+ wins.

i) king triangulation (e3-f3-f4) to circum-
vent the pendulum Se5+/Sg6+ as a knight can-
not lose a tempo.

ii) 6.Ke3? Kf1 7.Kf3 Ke1 repeats.

iii) 7.Ke4? Sg6 8.Kf5 Sha+ 9.Kg4 Sg6 10.Kg5
see the main line after 8.Kgs.

iv) 8.Kf5? Sh4+ 9.Kg4 Sg6 10.Kgs5 see again
the main line after 8.Kgs.

v) second triangulation (g3-f3-f4).

vi) king triangulation (f2-f3-g3) to outtempo
Shgy.

vii) Sg5 14.5f6+ wins, e.g. Ke7 15.h6 Sf716.hy
Ke6 17.5ds.

“This special prize is awarded to a relative
newcomer. In I, the moves 3.h3! and 10.Sd4!
are fine”.

No 22044 B. Djurasevi¢
3rd special prize
Dedicated to Marjan Kovacevi¢
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No 22044 Branislav Djurasevi¢ (Serbia).
1.Kd3 (Baz+? Kcy;) Kcy (bs; axbéep) 2.Bes+
Kc6 3.Bd4 Kc7 (Kbs; Bb6) 4.Bay Kc6/i 5.Bb6/
ii Kdy 6.Kd4/iii Kdé6/iv 7.Kc4 Kc6 8.Kbg Kdy
9.Kcs/v Kc8 10.Bay Kdy/vi 11.Bb8/vii wins.

i) b6 5.6 Kc6 6.Kc4 wins, or bs 5.a6 b4 6.Kc4
b3 7.Kxb3 wins.

ii) 5.Kc4? bs+, or 5.Kc3? b6 draw.

iii) 6.Kc4? Kc8 7.Ba7 b5+ draws.

iv) Kc8 7.Bay Kcy 8.Kds Kc8 9.Kcs Kcy
10.Kbs wins. Kc6 7.Kc4 is a shortcut.

v) 9.Kbs? Kc8 10.Bay Kc7 and the wK must
go back: 11.Kbg Kdy repeats, as 11.Kc5? b6+
draws.
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vi) Kc7 (b6+; Kxb6) 11.Kbs Kc8 12.Kb6 wins.

vii) 11.Kd5? wastes time: Kcy and we have
reached the well-known position published by
Paulsen (HHdbV #82555): 12.Kd4 wins.

“We see a great extension to the well-known
position published by Paulsen after a game
Paulsen-Metger 1888. The first move 1.Kd3!!
is the highlight of the study. The position after
6.Kd4 is known from a cook in HHdbV #83651
and #77950”.

No 22045 M. Zinar
1st honourable mention
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No 22045 Mikhail Zinar (Ukraine). 1.Kb4
Kg2 2.Kc5/i bg (Kf3; Kd6) 3.Kxbg Kf3 4.Kc3
Ke4 5.Kd2 Kf5 6.Ke3 Kxf6 7.Kf4 draws.

i) Logical try: 2.Kxbs? Kf3 3.Kc4 Ke4 4.Kc3
Kes 5.Kd3 Kxf6 6.Ke4 Kgs5 wins.

“2.Kcs!! is marvellous”.

No 22046 D. Gurgenidze & I. Aliev
2nd honourable mention
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No 22046 David Gurgenidze (Georgia) &
[lham Aliev (Azerbaijan). 1.Res/i f2/ii 2.Rbs+/
iii Kc2 3.Rfs5 a5 4.Ke6 a4 5.Kds (Rxf2+? Kb3;) a3

6.Kc4 (Rxf2+ Kb3;) a2 7.Rxf2+ Kb1 8.Kb3 a1Q
(a1S+; Kc3) 9.Rf1 mate.

i) Thematic try: 1.Re3? (Re4?) as/iv 2.Ke6 a4
3.Kds 2 4.Rf3 a3 5.Kc4 a2 6. Rxf2 a1Q draws.

ii) Kc2 2.Re3 f2 3.Rf3 a5 4.Ke6 a4 5.Kds a3
6.Kc4 a2 7.Rxf2+ Kb1 8.Kb3z wins.

iii) 2.Rf5? a5 3.Ke6 a4 4.Kds a3 5.Kc4 a2 6.Rx-
f2/v a1Q draws.

iv) But not: f22 2.Rb3+ Kc2 3.Rf3 a5 4.Ke6 a4
5.Kds5 a3 6.Kc4 a2 7.Rxf2+ Kb1 8.Kb3 a1Q (ai1S+;
Kc3) 9.Rf1 mate.

v) 6.Kb3 a1Q and no mate. 7.Rxf2 Qa6 and
Black wins.

“The manoeuvre 1.Res! — 2. Rbs+! is a nice
discovery. This does not work in the themat-
ic try because Black has 1...a5! This move does
not work in the solution because it fails to the
obvious 2.Rxas”.

No 22047 P. Arestov
3rd honourable mention
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No 22047 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.c6 Kb4
2.Kd8/i Scs 3.Ke7 (c7? Se6+;) Sa6 4.Kd6 Kbs/ii
5.5f4/iii Kb6 6.Sds+ Kay 7.Scy/iv Sb8 8.Sbs+/v
Kb6 9.c7 Sa6 10.c8Q wins.

i) Try: 2.Kb8? Sc5 3.Kay (c7 Sa6+;) Se6 4.Kb6
Kc4 5.Sg5 Sfa (Sxgs; ¢7) 6. Kby (c7 Sds+;) Sds
7.5e6 Kby 8.Sf4 Sf6 (Sxf4?; ¢7) 9.c7 Se8 10.c8Q
Sd6+ draws. 2.Kd6? is too early: Sc3 3.c7 Sbs+
draws.

ii) Kc4 5.5g5 (Sf4) now there is no move by
the knight to the 4th line, such as 5...5f4 in the
try.

iii) 5.5g5¢? Kb6 6.Se6 Sb8 7.c7 Kby, or 5.5{22
Kbé6 6.Sd3 Sc7 draw.
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iv) 7.Sb4? Sb8 8.c7 Kby draws.
v) check!

No 22048 N. Griva
4th honourable mention
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No 22048 Nikolai Griva (Ukraine). 1.Kd4
Kb4 2.d6 Sag 3.d7 Scs 4.d8S (d8Q? Se6+;) a4
5.5¢c6+ draws.

“Short, simple, and a terrific key 1.Kd4!!”.

No 22049 1. Aliev
1st commendation
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No 22049 Ilham Aliev (Azerbaijan). 1.Rf4+,
and:

— Kg8 2.Rg4+/i Kh8 3.Rg1 Bd2+ 4.Kg6 (Khs?
Bci;) Bar 5.Kf7 biQ 6.Rhi+ Qhy+ 7.Rxh7+
draws, or:

— Ke8 2.Rf1/ii Bd2+ 3.Kgy/iii Bc1 4.Rf8+ Kdy
5.Rb8 draws.

i) 2.Rf1? Bd2+ 3.Khs Bc1 wins.

ii) 2.Re4+? Kd7 (Kd8) wins.

iii) 3.Kg6? Bc1 4.Re1+ Kdy 5.Rd1+ Kc6 wins.
“This has two main lines in which White uses

two different ways to stop the pawn from pro-
moting. This looks familiar, but it seems that

this has not previously been realized in such a
simple position”

No 22050 V. Kalashnikov
2nd commendation
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No 22050 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia).
1.Kes/i Kgq 2.£3+ (f4? Sfs;) Khs/ii 3.Ke6/iii Sg8
4.Kf7 Sht6 5.Kg7 draws.

i) 1.£4? Kgq 2.f5 Sf6+.

ii) Kgs 3.f4+ and now Black wants to block
the pawn at {6, but there is a problem: Kh6 4.f5
and {6 is not supported by the bK, or Kg6 4.f5+
with check, so no time to play the bS.

iii) 3.f4? Sg8 4.f5 Shf6 5.Ke6 Khé 6.Kf7 Khy
wins.

“Having Troitzky in mind, one wants to ad-
vance the f-pawn as quickly as possible but, cu-
riously, here the f-pawn only takes a small step
and the other moves are only king moves”.

No 22051 M. Zinar
3rd commendation
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No 22051 Mikhail Zinar (Ukraine). 1.b6+/i,
and:

— Kxb6 2.Kg7 h2 3.f6 h1Q 4.f7 draws, or:
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— Kb8 2.Key/ii h2 3.6 h1Q 4.f7 draws.

i) 1.Kg7? h2 2.b6+ Kb8, or 1.Key? h2 2.b6+
Kxb6 (Kb7) win.

ii) 2.Ke6? h2 3.6 h1Q 4.f7 Qes+ 5.Kd7 Qb7+
6.Ke8 Kc8 7.£8Q Qdy mate.

“White gets rid of the pawn in order to ob-
tain a well-known theoretical draw. The 1...Kb8
main line has an interesting refutation of the
2.Ke6? try which, by the way, is not a move one
would consider playing”

No 22052 D. Hlebec
special commendation
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No 22052 Darko Hlebec (Serbia). 1.Kcé6/i
b1Q (b1R; Kc7) 2.b8Q/ii Qxb8 stalemate.

i) Thematic try: 1.b8Q? biR+ 2.Kc6 Rxb8
wins, avoiding b1Q+? 2.Kc6 Qxb8 stalemate.

ii) Of course not 2.b8R? as Black does not
capture, but e.g. plays 2...Qa2 and wins.

“This must be anticipated, don’t you think?
Well, I failed to find a study (also not with ex-
changed colours) with the point of first playing
1.Kc6 and then promoting, instead of the other
way around. If so, it is an original subtlety!”.

No 22053 Arpad Rusz (Hungary). 1.d4
Sf3/i 2.d5 Ses (Sd4; Kf6) 3.d6 (Ke6? Sca;) Kgs/
ii 4.Ke6 Sd3 5.Bbs/iii Sf4+ 6.Kf7/iv Sg6 7.Bag/v
Ses+ (Kfs; Be2+) 8.Key/vi Sg6+/vii 9.Ke6 Sf4+
10.Kd7/viii Kf6/ix 11.Kc8 Sds 12.Bb3 (d7? Sb6+;)
Kes (Ke6; d7) 13.Kdy Sf6+ 14.Key Kfs5 15.Baz
(Bcg, Bf7) Kes 16.Be6 wins.

No 22053 A. Rusz
special commendation
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i) Se2 2.ds5 Sc3 3.d6 Sxa4q 4.d7 wins.

ii) This is a cyclic zugzwang with WTM. In
order to win, White has to reach the same po-
sition with BTM.

iii) 5.d7? Scs+ 6.Ke7 Sxdy, or 5.Bc2? Scs+
6.Kds Sd7 draw.

iv) Thematic try: it is too early for 6.Kdz?
(position X*) Sg6 7.Bd3? (Ke6 Sf4+;) Ses+ 8.Ke6
Sxd3 9.d7 Scs+ draws.

v) 7.d7? (Bc6?) Ses+ draws.

vi) And we have the cyclic zugzwang with
BTM. White managed to transfer the move
to Black. While the wK made a triangle ma-
noeuvre (Ke7-e6-f7— e7, 3 moves) and a bish-
op a switchback (Bag-bs—a4, 2 moves), the bS
walked on a diamond-shaped path (Ses—d3-f4—
g6-es5, 4 moves). These manoeuvres result in a
tempo loss by White.

vii) Kf4 9.Kf6 Ke4 10.Ke6 Sd3 11.Bc2 wins.
viii) Position X.
ix) Sg6 11.Bc2 Ses+ 12.Ke6 wins. Now d3 is

available for the knight. Compare this with the
thematic try.

“The cyclic zugzwang, which as far as I know
is an invention of the author, is well-explained
here and interesting”
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FIDE organized the 6th FIDE World Cup in eight sections. This formal tourney is coordinat-
ed with the WFCC and is intended to popularize and develop chess composition worldwide. HH
judged the endgame study section and received 33 endgame studies from tourney director Alek-
sandr Bulavka (Belarus). HH was slightly unhappy with the procedure as he saw his name as judge
mentioned in several announcements before he had accepted.

The provisional award was published on the WFCC website on 1vi2018, and became final two

months later (no changes).

No 22054 V. Tarasiuk
1st Prize
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No 22054 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Qh1/i Sfg 2.Rc8 Khy/ii 3.Kgs+ Shs 4.Rh8+
Kxh8 5.Kxg6 Qas 6.Rh2/iii c1Q 7.Qxc1/iv Qa6
8.Rxhs+ Kg8 9.Rh8+/v Kxh8 10.Qhi+ Kg8
11.Qds+ Kh8 (Kf8; Qf7 mate) 12.Qd6 Qc8/vi
13.Qh2+ Kg8 14.Qhy+ Kf8 15.Qh8+ wins.

i) 1.Rh2 Qb8 (Qas).

ii) Qe7+ 3.Kg4+ Shs 4.Rh8 mate.

iii) 6.Qe4? Qgs+ 7.Kxgs c1Q 8.Qe8+ Khy
9.Qxhs5+Kg810.Qe8+ Khy11.Qe4q+ g6 12.Qxg6+
Kh8 draws.

iv) 7.Rxh5+? Qxhs+ 8.Qxhs+ Qh6+ draws.

v) 9.Qc6? Qdz+ 10.Rfs5 Qg3+ 11.Rgs Qd3+
draws.

vi) Qa2 13.Qb8+ Qg8 14.Qh2+ Qhy+ 15.Qxhy
mate.

“This is a very entertaining study. White
must sacrifice both his rooks on h8. After one
has recovered from the surprise, White finishes
off with the excellent quiet move 12.Qd6! The
inactive bBb6 is a blemish and also the initial

position of the wS being attacked by the bPc2
is a pity”.

No 22055 A. Rusz
and prize
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No 22055 Arpas Rusz (Rumania). 1.5f3/i
Sd4/ii 2.Sg5+ (Sxd4+? Kes;) Kf6 3.57 Se6 4.e5+
Kfs5 5.Kdy/iii Sg5 6.Sc4 Sxf7 7.6 Shé (Kf6; e7)
8.Se3+/iv Kg5 9.Key Sg8+ (Kfs; Kf8) 10.Kf7
(Kf8? Kf6;) Sh6+ 11.Kf8/v wins.

i) Thematic try: 1.Sd3? Sf4 2.Scs+ Kd6 3.Sd7
Se6 4.e5+ Kds 5.Kf7 Scs5 6.Sg4 Sxdy 7.e6 Sbé
8.Se3+/vi Kcs 9.Ke7 Sc8+ 10.Kd7 Sb6+ 11.Kd8
Sc8 12.5¢c4 (Kxc8 Kd6;) Say (Kds? Kdy) 13.Sas5
(e7 Sc6+;) Sc8 14.Sc4 Say a similar square is not
available in the main line 15.Se5 Sc8 16.Sc4 Say
positional draw.

ii) Sg3 2.e5 Sf53.Sd3 Sd6+ 4.Kf8 wins.
iii) 5.Ke7? Sg5 6.Sc4 Sf3 draws.

iv) 8.e7? Sg8 9.e8Q Sf6+ draws.

v) 11.Kg7? (Ke7?) Sg8 12.Kf7 Sh6+ draws.
vi) 8.e7 Sc8 9.e8Q Sd6+ draws.

“We see not only a perfect symmetry study,
i.e. symmetry of the initial position, but also a
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unique solution and a unique refutation of the
thematic try. Such studies might suffer from
a mechanical solution, but here we see fine
moves like 1...Sd4!, 5.Kd7!, and 9.Ke7!”.

No 22056 S. Sochnev
3rd prlze
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No 22056 Aleksey  Sochnev  (Russia).
1.Sc4/1 Be6+ 2.Khy/ii Bxc4/iii 3.dxc4 d3 (Bxd6;
Bxd4) 4.d7 B¢y 5.Bd6 d2/iv 6.Bxcy di1Q 7.d8Q
Qxd8 8.Bxd8 {3 9.g6 f2 10.g7 1Q 11.g8Q Qf7+
12.Kh8/v zz Qhs+ 13.Kg7 Qg4+ 14.Kf8 wins.

i) 1.5b3 Bxd6 2.Bxd6 Be6+ 3.Kf8 Bxb3 4.g6
Kbs 5.Bes5 Kcs 6.Bxf4 Kbg 7.Bd2+ Ka3 8.Bci+
Kaz draws.

ii) Thematic try: 2.Kh8? Bxc4 3.dxc4 d3 4.dy
Bc7 5.Bd6 d2 6.Bxcy d1Q 7.d8Q Qxd8+ 8.Bxd8
f3 9.g6 f2 10.g7 f1Q 11.g8Q Qf7 zz 12.Qxf7
stalemate.

iii) Kbs 3.Bxd4 Kc6 4.g6 Bfs 5.Kh6 Be6 6.g7
wins.

iv) Kby 6.Bxfg4 Kc6 7.g6 Kxdy 8.g7 Bxfs
9.g8Q wins.

v) 12.Qxf7? stalemate.

“This shows us good construction of a
(non)-obvious stalemate, which surprisingly
seems to be original. The zugzwang position
is remarkable. It is a pity that the less obvious

move (2.Kh8?) is the thematic try. The bKa6
does not play”.

No 22057 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
1st honourable mention
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No 22057 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.8d1/i Qhi+ (Qxg2; Sdxe3+) 2.Kg3
Qxd1 3.Rd8+/ii Keq 4.Sd6+/iii Kes 5.Scq4+/
iv Ke4 6.Rxd1 e2+ 7.Rd3 Kxd3 8.Sb2+ Kda+/v
9.Kf4 e1Q (Rc2; Bd4) 10.Be3 mate.

i) 1.Sxe3+? Rxe3 2.Rg5+ Res 3.Rd8+, e.g. Ke6
4.Re8+ Kd7 draws, or 1.Rd8+? Ke6 2.Sxe3 Rxe3
draws.

ii) 3.5xe3+? Ke6 (Kes) draws.

iii) It is too early to capture the queen:
4.Rxd1? e2+ 5.Rd3 Rxd3+ 6.Kg4 Rd1 7.5g3+ Kd3
draws.

iv) 5.5f7+2 Kf6 6.Rxd1 e2+ draws.

v) Kc2+ 9.Kf4 Kxb2 10.Bd4 wins.

“The final double-check midboard ideal
mate is a nice mate. This study has some ex-
cellent moves: the key (1.Sd1!), the nice knight
manoeuvre 4.Sd6+ 5.Sc4+, and the surprise
7.Rd3!. Unfortunately, we see another piece
(wRg2) that is passive except for the fact that
it delivers half of the mate! The initial version
was (probably) unsound, but the author has
managed to provide a quick correction”.
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No 22058 A. Avni
2nd honourable mention
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No 22058 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Rd6+
Rdg/i 2.Rxd4+ Kc3 3.Rcq+/ii Kxcq 4.Qag+
Kc3 5.Qc2+ Kbg 6.Qb2+ Kcs/iii 7.Qc2+ Kdg/
iv 8.Qxe2 Rd2 9.Qxg4 Rxh2+/v 10.Bh7+ Qxg4
stalemate.

i) Kc3 2.Rc6+ Reg 3.Rxcq4+ Kxcgq 4.Qag+, or
Kei1 2.Rxd1+ exd1Q 3.Bf3+ Kd2 4.Bxd1 draws.

ii) 3.Qa4? Qf6+ 4.Khy Rxd4, or 3.Rd3+?
Rxd3 4.Bxd3 Qh4+ 5.Bh7 e1Q wins.

iii) Kas 7.Qc3+ Kb6 8.Qc6+ Kas 9.Qc3+
draws.

iv) Kd6 8.Qxe2 Rd2 9.Qa6+ Key 10.Qaz+
Rd6 11.5xg4 draws.

v) Qxg4 10.5xg4 Kxe4 11.Sh6 draws.

“This stalemate combined with the queen
sacrifice is original (the exact stalemate is not).
wSh2 is captured without playing. The study
makes a pleasant impression with rook sacri-
fices in the introduction by both sides”

No 22059 D. Hlebec
3rd honourable mention

B EeE TS
p_EIE
m EimcE
= vy B DX
EAE A
W_EOE
y/ 'y
= B peE

g6e8 4705.21 7/6 Win

§

\

No 22059 Darko Hlebec (Serbia). 1.Qgy
Ses+ 2.Sxe; Rf6+/i 3.Qxf6/ii Rh6+ 4.Kxhé6
Qh3+/iii 5.Qh4/iv Qxh4+ 6.Kg6/v Qxh8 7.Rd8+
Ke7 (Kxd8; Sf7+) 8.Sc6/vi mate.

i) After Rh6+, not 3.Kxh6? Rh2+ 4.Kg6 Rh6+
5.Qxh6 Qf6+ 6.Kxf6 stalemate, but 3.Qxhé
Rf6+ 4.Kh7 Rxh6+ 5.Kxh6 wins.

ii) 3.Kxhs? Qh3+ quickly leads to stalemate.
iii) Qxf6+ 5.Kh7 Qxes 6.Rd8+ (Rey) wins.
iv) 5.Kg6? Qh6+ 6.Kxh6 stalemate.

v) 6.Kg7? Qgs+ 7.5hg6 Qxes+ (Qh6+) 8.Sxes
stalemate.

vi) 8.Rxh8? stalemate.

“This is an adventurous study with a whole
series of surprising moves: 1..Ses+, 2..Rf6+,
a refusal to capture a whole queen (4...Qh3+),
a queen sacrifice (5.Qh4), and a rook sacri-
fice (6.Rd8+), stalemate avoidance and a mate.
Again, a passive piece (WSh8) is captured”.

No 22060 L. Gonzalez
special honourable mention
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No 22060 Luis Miguel Gonzalez (Spain).
1.Bhs+ Kg8 (Kf8; e6) 2.6 Rc8/i 3.7+ Kf8 4.f6
Re2+ 5.Kh1 Rey 6.Bh2/ii Re1+ 7.Kg2 Re2+ 8.Kf1
(Kg1) Rci+ 9.Kf2 Re2+/iii 10.Ke1 Rei+ 11.Bda
Rc6 12.e7+/iv Kxf7 13.Bb3+/v d5 14.Bxds5+ Kxf6
15.8Q Rc1+ 16.Kf2 Re2+ 17Kg1 (Kfi) Rci+
18.Kg2 Rc2+ 19.Kh1 Re1+ 20.Bg1 wins.

i) Ba2 3.Bfy7+ Khy 4.e7 Bxf7 5.exd8Q biQ
6.Qf8 wins.

ii) 6.e7+? Rxey 7.fxe7+ Kxe7 8.Bh2 Bd3 (Ba2)
9.Bxd6+ Kd7 10.f8Q b1Q+ draws.
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iii) e3+ 10.Kf3 Rf1+ 11.Kg4 Rg1+ 12.Bxg1 Bfs+
13.Kxf5 b1Q+ 14.Kxgs5 Qe4 15.e7+ Qxey 16.fxe7+
Kxe7 17.Bh2 a2 18.Bxd6+ draws.

iv) 12.Bxd6+? Rxd6 13.e7+ Kxf7 14.Bhs+
Kxf6 15.e8Q, and e.g. 15...Bd3 draws.

v) 13.Bh5+? Kxf6 14.e8Q Rci+ 15.Kf2 e3+
16.Kg2 Rc2+ draws.

“This is a curious study. The wK has to shel-
ter three times behind a wB from the checks
delivered by the bR. The bBb1 remains passive
in the main line”,

No 22061 M. Minski
1st commendation
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No 22061 Martin  Minski  (Germany).
1.Rf7+ Kg4 2.h3+ Khg/i 3.d8Q+ Rbf6 4.Rxf6
Be7 (c5+; Kegq) 5.Qxe7 c5+ 6.Qxcs Rfs 7.Rb6/
ii Rds+ (Qd7+; Qd6) 8.Kes/iii Rd3z+ 9.Kxd3
(Kfg? Qf7+;) Qhy+/iv 10.Qfs/v Qxfs+ 11.Re4+
Kgs 12.h4 mate.

i) Kg5 3.d8Q+ Rft6 4.Res5+ Kh4 5.Rxf6 c5+
6.Ke3 with soon mate.

ii) 7.Qc4? Rxf6 8.Kd3+ Kgs 9.Res+ Khé
draws. 7.Qb6? Qd7+ 8.Rd6 Qag+ 9.Kd3 Rds+
woth perpetual check or stalemate. 7.Re4+?
Qxe4+ 8.Kxe4 Rxcs draws.

iii) 8.Qxds? Qxb6+ 9.Kes Qf6+ 10.Kxf6
stalemate.

iv) Qa6+ 10.Qc4+ Qds+ 10.Qd4+ wins.

v) 10.Req4+? Qxeq+ 11.Kxe4 stalemate, or
10.Kd2? (Kd4?) Qd3+ 11.Kxd3 stalemate.

“This is a study that one begins to appreciate
better and better when trying to understand
what is going on. Black sacrifices a bishop to
set up a defence which is based on stalemate.
On an open board both queens are attacked
by a rook (7.Rb6!, 7..Rds5+!) and unable to
move. White must sacrifice his queen (8.Ke3!)
and Black counters by sacrificing his last rook.
Then stalemate seems inevitable, but after a
stunning queen sacrifice, White can play a
crosscheck and mates”

No 22062 A. Skripnik
2nd commendation
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No 22062 Anatoly Skripnik (Russia). 1.Bf6
Kxa6/i 2.Rh2/ii a1Q 3.Bxa1 Sxai1 4.Ra2 Sb3/iii
5.Kc7 (Bxb3+? Kbs;) Sas/iv 6.Bc6 b6/v 7.Kb8/vi
Rb3 8.bs+ Rxbs 9.Bb7 mate.

i) Rd3+ 2.Kcy Sd4 3.axby Rc3+ 4.Kdy a1Q
5.Bxd4+ Kxb7 6.Kd8+ Ka6 7.Ra7 mate.

ii) 2.Kc7? a1Q 3.Bxa1 Sxa1 draws.
iii) Kb6 5.Rxa1 Re4 6.Rb1 consolidates.

iv) Sc1 6.Ra1 Sb3 7.Ra3 Rc3+ 8.Bc6+ and
mate.

v) bxc6 7.Rxas mate. Re7+ 7.Kd6 Rh7 8. Rxas+
Kbé6 9.Rbs+ Kaé6 10.Be8 wins.

vi) 7.Bd7? Re7 8.bs+ Kay draws.

“Despite the fact that White plays various
quiet and remarkable moves (2.Rh2, 6.Bcé6,

7.Kb8), Black is helpless. The whole idea
looks familiar, but only the mate position is
known (Stavrietsky HHdbV#21467)".

— 26 —
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No 22063 O. Pervakov
3rd commendation
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No 22063 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.7
Rf2+/i2.Qxf2 Qes+ 3.Kh1/ii Qxds+ (Qai+; Qg1)
4.Kg1 Sf3+/iii 5.Kfi/iv Sh2+ 6.Qxh2/v Qdi+
7.Kf2/vi Qd2+/vii 8.Kg3/viii f4+ 9.Kf3 Qe3+/ix
10.Kg2 3+ 11.Kg3/x Qes+ 12.Kxf3 Qxh213.Sg7+/
xi Khé6/xii 14.Sgf5+/xiii Khy 15.Sg3 Qxh3 16.5f5/
xiv Qh2 17.Se3 wins.

i) Sg6 2.5g7+ Qxgy 3.e8Q, or Sf3+ 2.Kg3 win.

ii) 3.Kg1? Qai+ 4.Qfi Qd4+ 5.Qf2 Qai+
6.Kh2 Qes+ 7.Kh1 waste of time.

iii) Qd1+ 5.Kh2 Sf3+ 6.Kg3 wins.

iv) 5.Kg2? Sh4++ 6.Kfi Qdi+ 7.Qe1 Qf3+
draws.

v) 6.Ke2? Qa2+ 7.Ke3 Qa7+ draws.

vi) 7.Kg2? Qds+ 8.Kg3 Qes+ 9.Kgz2 Qds+
10.Kg1 Qdi+ 11.Kf2 waste of time.

vii) Qc2+ 8.Kg3 f4+ 9.Kf3 Qxh2 10.Sg7+ Khé
11.5gf5+ Khy 12.e8Q wins.

viii) 8.Kf3? Qxh2 9.Sg7+ Kgs draws.

ix) Qxh2 10.Sg7+ Kh6 11.5gf5+ Khy 12.e8Q
wins.

x) 11.Kfi Qci+ 12.Kf2 Qb2+ 13.Kg3 Qes+
14.Kxf3 waste of time.

xi) 13.5f6+7 Kh4 14.e8Q Qg3+ 15.Ke2 Qg2+
16.Kd3 Qf3+ 17.Kc4 Qxf6 draws.

xii) Kg5 14.Seq4+ Kh4 15.5f5+ Kxh3 16.5gs5
mate, or Kh4 14.Sgf5+ Kxh3 15.e8Q wins.

xiii) 14.e8Q? Qxh3+, or 14.Sdf5+? Khy 15.5g3
Kxg7 draw.

xiv) 16.e8Q? Qfs5+ 17.Kg2 Qc2+ 18.Kh3 Qfs5+
19.Kh2 Qf2+ 20.Kh3 Qfs+ 21.Kg2 Qc2+ 22.Se2
Qg6+ draws.

“The last couple of moves of this study are
remarkable and during play there are some
surprises (1...Rf2+! 5...Sh2+!) but this study has
too many checks”

No 22064 V. Sizonenko
special commendation
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No 22064 Viktor Sizonenko (Ukraine).
1.Be2+ Kh4 2.Rh3+ Kgs 3.Rg3+/i Khg 4.Rgq+
Khs 5.Rxe4+/ii Kg5 6.Rg4+ Khs 7.Rxd4+ Kgs
8.Rg4+ Khs 9.Rxcq+ Kgs 10.Rg4+ Khs 11.Rxbg+
Kgs 12.Rg4+ Khs 13.Rxag+ Kg5 14.Rg4+ Khs/
iii 15.Rf4+ Kgs 16.gxh8S/iv Ray 17.Rg4+ Khs
18.Rxg6+/v Khg 19.Rga+ Khs 20.Rg3+ Kh4
21.Rh3+ Kg5 22.Rh5 mate.

i) Now 3.Rhs5+? is not a mate, because hs is
covered by bPg6.

ii) Now it looks like White quickly wins by
5.Rf4+? Kg5 6.gxh8S(?) threatening 7.5f7 mate,
but Black has 6...Be8 This move not only covers
t7, but after 7Rg4+ Khs 8.Rxg6+ Kh4 9.Rga+
Khs 10.Rg3+ Kh4 11.Rh3+ Kgs also square hs,
and prevents 12.Rh5 mate. White must first re-
move the bBag.

iii) Mission accomplished.
iv) Threatening 17.5f7 mate.

v) Now we see the second function of the
wSha8: it covers g6, and the wR is able to remove
this pawn, and, moreover g6 is not accessible
to the bK later.

“Of course studies like this one are puzzles
rather than artistic studies. However, I do like
the idea that the Zwickmiihle combination is
used to replace a strong defence (6...Be8) by a
weaker defence (16...Ra7)”.
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For this informal tourney of the US composition magazine 21 studies by 22 composers from 16
countries were published. Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina) was judge. The provisional award was
published in Strategems no. 83 vii-ix2018 with a three month confirmation time.

No 22065 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Rh3 Bdy/i
2.Bh7+ (f5; g5) Kxhy 3.Qe4+/ii Kg8 4.Qds+
(Qcq+) Khy (Be6; Shg6) 5.Qeé6/iii Rbi+/iv
6.Kh2 Rhi1+/v 7.Kxh1 Qb1+ 8.Kh2 Qg1+ 9.Kxg1
Bcs+10.d4 (Kh2? Bxe6;) Bxe6 11.f5 (Sf5+2? Kg8;)
Bxd4+ 12.Kh1 Bxes/vi 13.5g6+ Kg8 14.Rh8+ Kf7
15.Rxf8 mate.

i) Rxf4 2.Bhy+ Kf8 3.Shg6+ (Seg6+) Bxg6
4.5xg6+ Kf7 5.Qxey mate. Qc8 2.5f5 Rxf5 3.Bh7+
Kf8 4.Bxfs Qxfs 5.Rh8 mate.

ii) 3.5f5+2 Rh6 4.Sxh6 Bxh3 draws.

iii) 5.5xd7? Rbi+ 6.Kh2 Qxfg+ 7g3 Qhé6
8.Qe4+ Kg8 9.5xf8 Bxf8 10.Qc4+ Khy draws.

iv) Rxf4 6.Shf3+ Bh4 7.Sg5+ Kh8 8.Sg6 mate.

v) Bxe6 7.5f5+ Kg8 8.Sxe7 mate.

vi) g5 (g6) 13.Shf3+ Kg8 14.Sxd4 wins.

“The key resembles a move from an o.t.b.
game. There are various attack lines on the bK,
culminating in a mate or in winning positions.

This is without doubt a study for solvers or is
well suited as a tactical exercise”.

No 22066 David Gurgenidze (Georgia) &
Martin Minski (Germany). 1.c7/i Rc2/ii 2.Bh1/

No 22066 D. Gurgenidze
& M. Minski
1st/ 3rd pr1ze

No 22065 P. Krug
1st/ 3rd prize

iii Rc1 3.a7 Ra1 4.Rfs+/iv Kb6 5.c8Q/v Sxc8
6.a8S+/vi Rxa8/vii 7.Rf6+ Kay 8.Rfy7+ Kb8
9.Rb7 mate.

i) 1.a7? (Ra3? Rg1;) Ra1 2.c7 Rxay draws.

ii) Rg1 2.Rf2 Kb6 3.Khé6/viii Ra1/ix 4.Rc2 Kx-
a6/x 5.Rc6+ Kay 6.Rxd6 Rhi+ 7.Kg5 Rhs+ 8.Kf4
Rf5+ 9.Ke3 Rf3+ (Res+; Be4) 10.Kxf3 wins.

iii) 2.Bh3? (Bf1?) Kb6 3.Rf6 Kxcy, or 2.a7?
Rxg2+ draw.

iv) 4.a8Q? Rxa8, 4.c8Q+? Sxc8 5.Rfs+ Kdg,
or 4.Bg2? Rxay draw.

v) 5.a8Q? Rxa8 6.c8Q Rxc8 draws.

vi) 6.a8Q? Se7+ 7.Kf7 Rxa8 8.Rf6+ Sc6 draws.

vii) Kay 7.Rf7+ Kb8 8. Rb7+ Kxa8 9.Rb1+ Kay
10.Rxai1+ wins.

viii) 3.Kh5? Rai 4.Rc2 Ras+ 5Kg4 Kxaé6
6.Rc6+ Kby draws.

ix) Or Kxa6 4.Rf6 Kay (Rxg2; c8Q+) 5.Rxd6
Rhi+ 6.Kg5 (Bxhi? stalemate;) Re1 4.Rf6 Kxcy
5.a7, or Sc8 4.Bby, or Kxc7 4.a7 win.

x) Rxa6 (Sc8; Bb7) 5.Rc6+ Kay 6.Rxd6 Rxd6+
7.Khs (Kgs) wins.

“Despite the reduced material, there is a sur-
prising variety of unambiguous moves. This is

No 22067 P. Arestov
& A. Skripnik
1t/ 3rd prlze
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a pleasant study with a timely under-promo-
tion, culminating in a mate in the main line”

No 22067 Pavel Arestov & Anatoly Skrip-
nik (Russia). 1.Sc3+/i Qxc3 (Kbs; Rfy) 2.Ray+/
ii Baé/iii 3.Rxa6+/iv Kbs 4.Ras+ (Ra2? Qes+;)
Kxas (Qxas; Rhs+) 5.b7+ Kaé (Kag; Rhg+)
6.e7+ Kxb7 7.Rb6+ (e8Q? Qd2+;) Kc8 (Kay;
e8Q) 8.e8R/v Qc2+ 9.Kg3 (Kh3 Qfs+;) Kdy
10.Rbe6 Qb3+ 11.Re3 wins.

i) 1.Ray+? Kb4/vi 2.Rh4+ Kxbs 3.Ra5+ Kc6
4.Rc4+ Kd6 draws.

ii) 2.Rh4+? Kbs 3.Rhs5+ Kbg 4.Rh4+ Kbs
5.Rh5+ Kb4 6.b7 Qd2+ draws.

iii) Kb4 3.Rh4+ Kbs 4.Rh5+ wins.

iv) 3.Rh4+? Kb3 4.Rh3 Bd3 draws.

v) After 8.e8Q?, Black has a rabid queen, e.g.
Qg3+ 9.Kxg3 stalemate.

vi) Not: Kxbs? 2.Ras+ Kc6/ (Kxas; by+) 3.7+
Kby 4.Ra7+ Kb8 5.Bc7 mate.

“This study has a significant artistic merit
because of the rook promotion, tries, sacrifices,
precise move, and the exchange of pieces”

HH: exchange of pieces seems to be hardly
a merit.

No 22068 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1.Rc3+ (Rxf2? fxe3;) Kxc3 2.Sdi+
Kd4/i 3.Sxf2 Bd8+ 4.Kg4/ii Bxc6/iii 5.Kxf4 Bby/
iv 6.Sa7 (Sd6 Bcy;) Bey+ (Kces; Seq+) 7.Kfs/v
Kcs 8.Se4+ Kb4/vi 9.S¢3 Kxc3 10.Sbs+ draws.

No 22068 L. Kekely
& M. Hlinka
special prize

No 22069 A. Jasik
special prize
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i) Kd3 3.Sxf2+ Bxfz 4.c; Bby 5.Sd6 Bbé6
6.5xby Bxcy 7.5c5+ (Kg4 Kes;) Ke3 8.Kf5 f3
9.Se4 Bd8 (Bas; Sf6) 10.Sc3/vii f2 11.Sd1+ Ke2
12.5xf2 draws.

ii) 4.Kxf4? Bxc6 e.g. 5.5g4 Bcy+ 6.Kg5 Bdy
7.5a7 Kcs wins.

iii) Bds 5.Sa7 Bc4 6. Kxf4 draws.

iv) Bc7+ 6.Kgs, or Kds 6.Se4, or Bdy 6.5d6
B¢y 7.5e4 draw.

v) 7.Kg4? (Kgs?) Kes (Kcg) wins.

vi) Kb6 9.Sc3 Kxay 10.Sbs+ draws.

vii) 10.Ke5? Bb6 11.Kf5 Bd4 wins.

“With appropriate tries in two lines of unam-
biguous moves, White avoids the domination
of bishops over knights”

No 22069 AndrzejJasik (Poland). 1.d4, and:

— Qxd4 2.Qgy/i Bxgyl/iii 3.b8Q+ Key 4.Qc7+
(Qb7+; Kf6;) wins, or:

— Beyz 2.Qgq Qb6 3.Qd7+ Kf8 4.Khé6 Bb8
5.Qc8+ Key 6.Qxb8 Qxc6+ 7Kgs (Khs?
Qg6+;) Qf6+ 8.Kgq Qg6+ 9.Kxf4 wins.

i) 2.b8Q+? Bxb8 3.Qg8+ Key 4.Qxb8 Qf6

(Qgy) draws.

ii) Ke7 3.b8Q Bxb8 4.Qxd4, or Qb2 3.c7 Qxby
4.Qg8+ Kd7 5.Qd8+ Kc6 6.c8Q+ win.

“This study with two short lines has rich
content and surprising moves’.

No 22070 Yochanan Afek (the Netherlands/
USA). 1.Rb2+/i Ka1 2.Rxd2 Rc1+ 3.Kb3, and:

No 22070Y. Afek
honourable mention

g5d3 0162.12 5/5 Draw

hse8 4030.53 7/6 Win

c3b1 0400.12 3/4 Draw
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— Re3+ 4.Kxe3z g1Q 5.Rd4 Qci+ 6.Kb3 Qb2+
7.Kcq4 Qb6 8.Kds Qbs+ 9.Kdé6 positional
draw, or:

— Rb1+/ii 4.Ka3 Rb3+ (g1Q? Ra2 mate;) 5.Kxb3
g1Q 6.Ra2+ Kb1 7.Rb2+ Kc1 8.Rc2+ Kdi
9.Rc4 positional draw.

i) 1.Rxd2? Rci+ 2.Kb3 Re3+ 3.Kxc3 g1Q
4.Rb2+ Kai/iii 5.Rb4 Qc1+ wins.

ii) 21Q 4.Ra2+ Kb1 5.Rb2+ Ka1 6.Ra2+ draws.

iii) Kc1? 5.Rb4 (Rbg4) draws.

“This miniature has notable tries in two un-
ambiguous lines. It is remarkable, from a tech-
nical point of view, how White draws against
the queen”.

No 22071 R. Becker
honourable mention
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No 22071 Richard Becker (USA). 1.Bf2/i
Rxdy 2.Bg3+/ii Kc8 3.Bf3 Rd8+/iii 4.Key Rdy+
5.Kf8/iv Rd8+ 6.Kg7 Rdy+/v 7Kh6 Bcg 8.Bgg
Bxaé6 9.Sf7 wins/vi.

i) Thematic try: 1.Be3? Rxdy 2.Bfg+ Kc8
3.Bf3/vii Bcg (Bds) 4.Bg4 Be6 5.a7 (Bxe6 stale-
mate) Rd8+ 6.Ke7 Kby 7.Kxe6/viii Rxh8 8.Be3
Re8+ draws.

ii) 2.a7? Rd8+ 3.Ke7 Rxh8 draws.

iii) Bc4 4.Bg4 Be6 s.ay Rd8+ 6.Key Kby
7.Kxe6 Rxh8 8.Bf2 Rf8 9.Bcs wins.

iv) Thematic try: 5.Kf6? Bcg 6.Bg4 Bxa6
7.5f7 Bf1 8.Kgs/ix Bbs 9.Sd6+ Kd8 10.Sxbs Rds5+
draws.

v) Rg8+ 7.Khy Rxg3 8.a7 wins.

vi) e.g. Bfi 10.Khs Ba6 11.Kh4 Bfi 12.Bfg
Baé6 13.Kg3 Bf1 14.Kf2 Ba6 15.Bg3 Bd3 16.Bxdy+
Kxdy 17.Se5+ Ke6 18.Sxd3.

vii) 3.Be4 Rd8+ 4.Ke7 Rd7+ 5.Kf8 Rd8+
6.Kg7 Rd7+ 7.Khé Bcg4 8.Bfs Bxa6 9.Sf7 Bez
10.Bg3 Bd1 draws.

viii) 7.Kxd8 Bxg4 8.Be3 Bhs draws.

ix) 8.Kgy Bbs 9.Kf8 Kbz, or 8.Kg6 Bd3+
9.Khs Bc2 draw.

“We see notable ‘travel’ by the wK, in particu-
lar in the thematic tries. If Black avoids the pin
of his rook, there is more than one alternative
to win. This study is too difficult for solving”.

No 22072 S. Slumstrup Nielsen & M. Minski
honourable mention
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No 22072 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Bh4+/i
Kxhg4 2.e7 Sf2+/ii 3.Kc2 Raz2+ 4.Kxc3 Re2 5.5e6
Sbs+ (Rxe6; d7) 6.Kb3 Sxd6 7.e8Q Sxe8 8.Sd4
(Sf4? Rd2;), and:

— Re1 (Res, Rd2) 9.5f3+ draws, or:
— Re3 (Rey) 9.Sf5+ draws.

i) 1.d7? (Bf6?) Raz, or 1.Kc2? Sbs win.

ii) Rai+ 3.Kc2 Ra2+ 4.Kc1 Re2 5.5e6 Sf2 6.5f4
Sxd3+ 7.5xd3 Sc6 8.5f4 Re1+ 9.Kc2 Kgs 10.5d5
Sd4+ 11.Kxc3 Sbs+ 12.Kd2 draws.

“This study with a nice key and an interest-
ing subline ends with domination which is not
very common in draw studies”.
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No 22073 F. Vrabec
special honourable mention
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No 22073 Franjo Vrabec (Sweden). 1.c7
Rhi+ 2.Kg3/i Rh3+ 3.Kf2 Rf3+ 4.Kg1 Rfi+ 5.Kh2
Rhi+ 6.Kg3 Rh8 7.cxb8Q+ Rxb8 8.Bxb8 Kxb8
9.Kxg2 Kc7 10.Kh1 draws.

i) 2.Kxg2? Rh8 3.cxb8Q+ Rxb8 4.Bxb8 Kxb8
5.Kf2/iii Kcy 6.Ke2 (Kg3 Kcé6;) Kdy (Kd6) 7.Kd2
Ke6 8.Kc3 Kfs 9.Kxb3 Kgg 10.Kcgq (Kc3 Kgs;)
Kf3 11.b4 Kxe3 12.bs Kf4 wins.

iii) 5.Kh2 (Kg3 Kcz7;) Kby 6.Kg2 Kb6 7.Kf2
Kc7 8.Kf1 Kdy 9.Kf2 Key, or 5.Kg1 Kc8 6.Kg2
Kd8 7.Kf2 Kez, or 5.Kf1 Kc7 6.Kf2 Kd7 win.

“This study has an appropriate and harmo-
nious introduction to a pawn ending, which
reminds us of configurations by the Hungarian
composer K. Ebersz, and has precise moves of
the wK”.

No 22074 L Kekely & M. Hlinka
special honourable mention
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No 22074 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlin-
ka (Slovakia). 1.Rgs5/i {6 (h3; exd6) 2.exf6 ext6
3.Rg7+ Kc6 4.gxhg Bfs+ 5.Khé/ii Bf8 (Bfg+;
Khs) 6.hs/iii Kds stalemate.

i) 1.exd6? fxg6 2.dxey Bdy 3.gxh4 Be8 wins.

ii) 5.Kg8? Be6+ 6.Khy f5, or 5.Kh8? Bd3 6.hs
f5 win.

iii) Thematic try: 6.Khs5? Kd6 (Bxg7? stale-
mate;) 7.Rb7 Be7 8. Kh6 Be4 9.Ray Bf8+ 10.Khs
Ke6 wins.

“This is an entertaining study with a themat-
ic try, ending in stalemate”

No 22075 M. Neghina
special honourable mention
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No 22075 Mihai Neghina  (Rumania).
1.Scxey+ Kf8 2.5g6+ hxg6 3.Rxc7 (Sd4? Rxci+;)
Qxc7 4.Sd4 Qes 5.3 bs 6.a3 Kfy 7.Kd2 Qb8
8.Kd1 a5 9.Kd2 a4 10.b4 draws.

“Inspired by a study by Chekhover, we see
White achieve equality with a fortress after a
remarkable sacrifice”,

No 22076 M. Doré
commendation
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No 22076 Marcel Doré (France). 1.Sf6+/i
Kd8 2.Se8 c4 3.Scy/ii ¢3 4.Sxa8 c2 5.5¢7 c1Q
6.Se6+ Kd7 7.a8Q Qc8+ 8.Kay wins.
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i) Thematic try: 1.Se7? c4 2.Sc8 c3 (Bhi?
Sbé6+) 3.Sb6+ Kd6 (Kd8?; Sxa8) 4.Sxa8 c2 5.Sc7
c1Q 6.5bs+ Kdy 7.a8Q Qc8+ 8.Kay Qcs+ posi-
tional draw.

ii) 3.Kxa8? Kc8 4.Sd6+ Kc7 5.5xc4 Kc8 draws.

“This is an interesting miniature with appro-
priate tries”.

No 22077 V. Samilo
special commendation
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No 22077 Vladimir Samilo  (Ukraine).
1.Kh7/i Rxh6+ 2.Kxh6 c4 3.Ra3+/ii Rxa3 4.Ras
Kb2/iii 5.Rxa3 Kxa3 6.Khs/iv Kagq 7.Kg4/v Kb3
8.bs Kxc3 9.b6 Kd2 10.b7 ¢3 11.b8Q wins.

i) 1.bxcs5? Rxh6+ 2.Kg7 Rc6 draws.

ii) 3.Ra5? Rxas 4.bxas cxb3 5.a6 b2 6.a7 b1Q
7.a8Q+ Qa2 8.Qh1+ Kbz draws.

iii) Rxas 5.bxas g4 6.a6 g3 7.a7 g2 8.a8Q+
wins.

iv) 6.Kxg5? Kb3 (Kb2) 7.b5 Kxc3 8.b6 Kd2
9.b7 ¢310.b8Q c2 11.Qb2 Kd1 12.Qb3 Kd2 draws.

v) 7.Kxg5? Kb3 8.b5 Kxc3 9.b6 Kd2 10.b7 ¢3
11.b8Q c2 draws.

“We see an interesting adaption of a theme
also addressed by Pal Benkd”

No 22078 D. Keith & P. Arestov
special commendation
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No 22078 Daniel Keith (France) & Pavel
Arestov (Russia). 1.a5/i Rbs 2.Bc3+/ii Kdi/iii
3.Bc6/iv Res 4.Bag+ Kci 5.Bbg Req 6.Baz+ Kba
7.Bd7/v Rd4 8.Bfs+/vi Ka2 9.Bcs/vii Rag (Rds;
Be6) 10.Bb6 Kbz 11.Bd3 Kc3 (Kby4; a6) 12.Bbs
Rb4 13.a6 Rxbs 14.a7 wins.

i) 1.Bc3+? Ke2 2.a5 Rd6 3.Bes Re6, and: 4.Bc3
Rd6 5.Kg7 Rd3 6.Bes Ra3 7.Bc7 Re3 8.Bd6 (Bbeé;
Rg3+) Rd3 9.Bes Ras, or: 4.Bd4 Rh6+ 5.Kg7
Rh4 6.Bb6 Rg4+ draw.

ii) 2.a6? Rhs+ 3.Kg7 Rg5+ draws.

iii) Kf2 (Ke2; a6) 3.Bc6 Rcs 4.Bd4+ wins.

iv) 3.a6? Rhs+ 4.Kg7 Rgs+ 5.Kf7 Rxg2 6.a7
Ra2 draws.

v) 7.Bbs5? Rh4+ 8.Kg7 Rhs draws.

vi) 8.Bc6? Rc4 9.Bdy Rd4 repeats.

vii) 9.Be7? Rag 10.Bd8 Kb3 draws.

“This 6 piece ending is a valuable find”
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Peter Gyarmati (Hungary) judged this annual informal tourney of the French composition mag-
azine. He considered 33 studies by 24 composers. The provisional award was dated 4iii2018 with a

one month confirmation time.

No 22079 J. Timman
1st prize
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No 22079 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.5g5+/i Kg7 (Kh6; Sxe6) 2.f6+/ii Kxf6 3.Seq+
Kg7 4.Raz+/iii Khé/iv 5.Ra1 Rbs 6.Sfd2 Sg3/v
7.5xg3 Rbi+ 8.Rxb1 c3 9.Bf5 exf5 10.Sxf5+ Khs
(gxf5; Rb6+) 11.Se3/vi cxb1Q+ 12.Sxb1 c2 13.5xc2
€4 14.Se3 wins.

i) 1.f62 c1Q 2.f7 Qf4 (Qh6), or 1.Ra1? Sf4
2.Kh2 exfs draws.

ii) 2.Ra1? Rbs 3.f6+ Kxf6 4.Seq+ Kg7z 5.5fd2
St6 6.Sc3 Rb3 7.5xb3 cxb3z 8.Sa4 Sds 9.Bxe6 Sc3
10.Bxb3 c1Q+ 11.Rxc1 Se2+ 12.Kf2 Sxc1 13.Bcg
e4 14.Ke3 Sd3 draws.

iii) 4.Ra1? Rbs 5.5fd2 Sf6 6.Sc3 Rb3 draws.

iv) Kf8 5.Ra1 Rbs 6.Sfd2 Sg3 7.Sxg3 Rbi+
8.Rxb1 wins.

v) St6 7.Bg2 Rds 8.5xf6 Rxd2 9.Bf3 wins.

vi) 11.5g7+ (Sg3+) Kh6 12.Sf5+ Khs repeats.

“This study is an excellent strategic work
with a natural initial position. It requires deep
analysis to find the moves that push the bK
to bad squares (2.f6+, 4.Ray+). After the 6th
move it seems that White wins easily, but Black
finds strong counterplay (6...Sg3). The high-
light is the sacrifice 9.Bfs!!. After that move,
Black must open the sixth rank while, if the bS
is not captured, a classical Troitzky position is

reached. There are some secondary lines that
enrich the content”.

No 22080 P. Krug
and prize
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No 22080 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Rh6+/i
gxh6 (Kg8; Qxe2) 2.Kf7 Qxe4/ii 3.Rxh6+ Qhy+
4.Rxh7+ Kxhy 5.Bfs+ Kh8 6.g6 Rdy+/iii 7.Bxdy
Rf2+ 8.Bxf2 g1Q 9.Bh4/iv Qg5 10.Bf5/v Qxhg
11.g7 mate.

i) 1.Qxe2? Qc4+ 2.Kfs Rds+ draws.

ii) 2.Qxe2? Qc4+ 3.Kfs Rds+ 4.Kg6 Rxgs+
5.Kxh6 Qg8, and: 6.Qey Qg6+ 7.Rxg6 Rhs+
8.Kxhs stalemate, or here: 6.Rf8 Rg6+ 7.Khs
Rgs+ 8.Kh4 Rxg4+ 9.Qxg4 Qxf8 10.Bd4+ Khy
draws.

ii) Qb3+ 3.Be6, and: Qxe6+ 4.Qxe6 Rxe6
5.Rxe6, or here: Rdy+ 4.Kg6 Rg7+ 5.Kxh6 wins.

iii) Re7+ 7.Kxe7 Rd1 8.Kf7 Rd7+ 9.Kf6 Rf7+
10.Kg5 wins.

iv) 9.Bxg1? stalemate.

v) 10.Bxgs? stalemate.

“In the initial acute position, White can
choose different options. The rook sacrifice is
nice, but the real key move is the quiet 2.Kf7!
By playing this, White avoids a hidden stale-
mate trap. After the 4th move, two white bish-
ops fight against two black rooks. White has
a mate threat but Black counters with rook
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sacrifices. In the third phase, Black promotes
his pawn. The new queen prevents a mate with
another stalemate threat but a pretty sacrifice
by the wB wins. This is an extremely pleasant
study for solvers”.

No 22081 ]. Timman
3rd prize
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No 22081 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.b4+/i Kcg (Kc6; Ka6) 2.Sd6+ cxd6 3.bs Kcs
4.b6 Kc6 5.Ka6 Rg8 (Rh8; g4) 6.g3/ii zz Rh8/
iii 7.g4 zz d4 8.exd4 ds 9.by Rh1 10.b85+ Kcy
11.5¢6 wins.

i) 1.Sh6? Kcg 2.Sg4 5 3.Ses+ Kb3 4.Sc6 Ra8
5.Ka6 (Kbs Kxb2;) Kxb2 6.Kby Rxay+ 7.Kxay
Kc3 (Kc2), or 1.Ka6? Kbg (Kcgq) 2.Kby Kbj
3.a8Q Rxa8 4.Kxa8 Kxb2 draws.

ii) 6.g4? Rh8 7.b7 Rh1 8.b85+ Kcs5 9.Sd7+ Kcg
10.Sb6+ Kd3 11.Kbs Rh8 12.Sxds Ra8 13.Kbé6
Ke4 14.Sxt6+ Kxe3 draws.

iii) f5 7.g4, or Re8 7.e4 win.

“First, this study shows a phoenix and two re-
ciprocal zugzwang positions. Of course, that’s
fine, but the content is much deeper than that.
White must prevent the bK from playing to c5
followed by a knight promotion, so 6.g4% is a
good try. Every line is full of grace and logic!”.

No 22082 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1...Bfi+ 2.Se2/i Bxe2+/ii 3.Kay Bf2+
(Rxds; e8S+) 4.Ka8 Bf3 (Rxds; e8S+) 5.e8S+
Rxe8+ 6.Sd8+ Kc8 7.Rc7+ Kxc7 stalemate.

i) 2.Kay? Bfz2+ 3.Ka8 Bg2 4.e85+ Rxe8+
5.5d8+ Kc8 6.Sb7 Bxds wins.

ii) Rxds 3.e8S+, Rxe2 3.Rc5+ draws.

No 22082 M. Hlinka & L Kekely
special prize
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“It is BTM and it seems that the bishop pair
quickly win. White defends itself by a move
that is a real key. To find it, a solver must see the
final stalemate at this point. The bK is forced
into the corner and Black has a very strong
pin. From now on, White controls the play.
First he has a knight promotion, then a battery
that prevents the black plan but 6...Kc8 seems
to guarantee the win for Black. The surprising
rook sacrifice (7.Rc7+!) leads to an ideal stale-
mate with a double pin. The authors have real-
ized this theme several times, but perhaps this
composition is one of the best achievements of
this theme so far”.

No 22083 A. Jasik
1st honourable mention
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No 22083 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Kc6/i
Sbs/ii 2.Bxcy+/iii Sxcy 3.g7 Rhh8 (Rg8; Rf1)
4.Rf1/iv Rfg8 5.gxh8Q Rxh8 6.g6 Sxds 7.Kxds
Rg8 (Kxdy; Rf7+) 8.Rf6 Kxdy 9.Kes/v aq
10.Rxa6 wins.

i) 1.g7¢? Rg8 2.Kc6 Sxdi 3.Bxcy+ Key 4.d6+
Kf7 5.d8Q Rxd8 6.Bxd8 Rh3 (Rh2) draws.
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ii) Sxd1 2.Bxcy+ Key 3.d6+ Ke6 4.g7 Rg8
5.d8Q Rxd8 6.Bxd8 wins.

iii) 2.g7? Say+ 3.Kby Rg8.
iv) 4.Rh1? Rhg8 5.gxf8Q+ Rxf8 6.g6 Sxds
7.Kxds5 Rg8 8.Rh6 Kxdy draws.

v) 9.Rxa6? Ke7 10.Kes Rd8 (Rc8, RbS8), or
9.Rf7+? Ke8 draws.

“The far foresight theme: the wR finds itself
on a bad square in the thematic try, and the
rook ending is a draw. However, in the main
line, the activity of the wR wins. I like the in-
troductory play and the interesting line. The
realization is very clear”.

No 22084 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
& M. Minski
2nd honourable mention

E PP E
SR

Em oo
%

o oE s
T wan
B w6
CEam W B
mEEN

c4f4 3134.10 4/4 Draw

No 22084 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Sg2+/i
Qxg2 (Kg3; c8Q) 2.Rf8+/ii Bfs/iii 3.Rxf5+/iv
Kes/v 4.Rf3+ (Rcs5? Qegq+;) Kxf3/vi 5.Kb3 Se3
6.c8Q draws.

i) 1.Rf8+? Kg3 2.c8Q Se3+ wins.

ii) 2.c8Q? Se3+ 3.Kbs Bd3+ 4.Kb6 Sc4+ 5.Kcy
Qg7+ 6.Kb8 (Qdy Qes+;) Qb2+ wins.

iii) Ke3 3.c8Q Ses5+ 4.Kcs draws.

iv) 3.c8Q? Qc2+ 4.Kbs Qxc8 5.Rxc8 Bxc8
wins.

v) Ke4 (Kg3; Rf3+) 4.Kbs Qc2 5.Rc5 draws.

vi) Ke4 5.c8Q Qc2+ 6.Rc3 draws.

“The lone wP draws against the bQ and
bR at the end of the study. That is interesting.
The echo sacrifices of the wR and the point of

Black’s counterplay (2...Bf5) is witty. Some sub-
lines are interesting as well”.

No 22085 P. Arestov & A. Skripnik
3rd honourable mention
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No 22085 Pavel Arestov & Anatoly Skrip-
nik (Russia). 1.a7+ Kb7/i 2.Ras/ii Qg5+ 3.Rxgs
Rxd4+/iii 4.cxd4 f1Q 5.a8Q+ Kxa8 6.Kc7 Qa6
(Qf4+; Res) 7.Ras Qxas 8.Be8/iv Qbs/v 9.Bxc6+
Qxc6+ 10.Kxc6 Kb8/vi 11.ds5 e3 12.d6 e2 13.d7
e1Q 14.d8Q mate.

i) Ka8 2.b7+ Kxa7 3.b8Q+ wins.

ii) 2.a8Q+? Kxa8 3.Kcy cxbs+ and Black
wins.

iii) f1Q (Rag; Rf5) 4.a8Q+ Kxa8 5.Kcy Qfs+
6.Re5 wins.

iv) 8.Bxe4? Qes+ 9.dxes stalemate.

v) Qa6 9.Bxc6+ Qb7+ 10.Bxby mate.

vi) e3 11.Kc7 e2 12.b7+ wins.

“Black counters White’s strong threats with
beautiful sacrifices; in particular, 3..Rd4 is
spectacular, opening the diagonal for the new
queen. However, after 6...Qa6, a beautiful rook

sacrifice (switchback!) deviates the bQ and, af-
ter that, White avoids a stalemate”.

No 22086 B. Ilin¢i¢
4th honourable mention
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No 22086 Borislav Ilin¢i¢ (Serbia). 1.c6 Sag
2.c7 Sb6 3.c8Q/i Sxc8 4.Bxc8 e5 5.Bdy/ii z f5/iii
6.Bxf5 gxfs/iv 7.5hs mate.

i) 3.5e8? f5 4.Sd6 e5 5.Sc4 Se6 6.Sxb6 Sxcy
7.5d7 Sbs draws.

ii) 5.Bf5? Sxf3, or 5.Bg4? e4 draw.

iii) Sxf3 6.Se6+ Kg4 7.5xd4+ wins.

iv) Sxf3 7.Bxg6 Sgs 8.Shs+ Kg4 9.5{6+ wins.

“In a very natural position, White creates a
zugzwang by a very surprising move (5.Bdy!!)
which leaves Black to choose between a self-
block mate, the loss of the knight or a technical
white win. Instead of 5.Bdy, the direct threat
5.Bf5? only draws. This is a short but memora-
ble study”.

No 22087 D. Gurgenidze
& M. Minski
special honourable mention
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No 22087 David Gurgenidze (Georgia)
& Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Bhq+/i Sxhg
2.g8Q Sf3+ (Sga+; Kh3) 3.Kh3 (Kh1? Sfs;) Sgi+/
ii 4.Khg/iii Sfs+/iv 5.Kg5 Rg7+ 6.Kxhs Sg3+
(Rxg8 stalemate;) 7.Kh4 Sf3+ (Rxg8 stalemate;)
8.Kh3 Sg5+ (Rxg8 stalemate;) 9.Kh2 Sfi+ (Rxg8
stalemate;) 10.Khi1 Rh7+ (Rxg8 stalemate;)
11.Qxh7 Sxh7 stalemate.

i) 1.g8Q? Sg4+, and: 2.Kh1 Rxey 3.Qf7+ Kg3,
or here: 2.Kh3 Sfg4+ 3.Khg Rxey 4.Qcq4 Kf3
5.Qf1+ Sf2 wins.

ii) Sf5 4.Qg6 (Qgy) draws.

iii) 4.Kh2? Sfi+ 5.Kh1 Sg3+ 6.Kh2 Sf3+ 7.Kh3

Se2 8.Qg3+ Ke3 9.Qf2+ Kd2 (Qxf2? stalemate)
10.Qxf3 Sgi1+ 11.Kh4 Sxf3+ wins.

iv) Sg2+ 5.Kgs5 Sf3+ 6.Kg6 draws.

“This is a task presenting six known stale-
mates in one study”.

No 22088 V. Samilo
1st commendation
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No 22088 Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine). 1.g6
Qxg6/i2.Rcq+ (Rg2+? Bg3;) Khs 3.Rxh4+ Kxh4
4.Rh2+ Kg4 5.Rg2+ Kf3 6.Rxg6 bxc3 7.Rf6+/ii
exf6 8.dxc3 wins.

i) fxg6 2.Rcq+ Kgs 3.Res5+ wins.

ii) 7.Ra6? (dxc3? fxg6;) cxdz2 8.Ra1 e5 (Ke3?;
d4) 9.Rd1 Ke3 draws.

“This is a good tactical job. The white piec-
es threaten mate or capturing the bQ in some
lines. Black has strong counterplay with s...
Kf3!. White captures the queen but surprisingly
the material advantage cannot be maintained
because of the dangerous c-pawn. White has
a good Zwischenzug, leading to a won pawn
ending”.

No 22089 A. Avni
2nd commendation
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No 22089 Amatzia Avni (Israel).1.Ra2 Bxh2
2.Qe4 (Qb2 Qe1+;) Qxcq (Bxaz; Qxe6) 3.Qxc4
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Bes+/i 4.Qd4/ii Bxd4+ 5.Sxd4 Bxaz 6.Bxe6/iii
Bxe6 7.Sc6+ Kcy/iv 8.5xb8 Bxdy 9.Sa6+ draws.
i) Bxcq4 4.Rxh2 Ra8+ 5.Kb1 draws.

ii) 4.Qc3? (Kb1 Bxc4;) Bxc3+ 5.Sxc3 Bxaz
wins.

iii) 6.Kxa2? exfs, or 6.Sxe6+? Bxe6 7.Bxe6
Ke7 8.Bh3 Rh8 wins, e.g. 9.Bf5 Rh2 10.Kb1 Rd2
11.Kc1 Rxd7.

iv) bxc6é stalemate, or Kxdy 8.Sxb8+ Kcy
9.Sa6+ bxa6 and Black cannot win.

“The introduction with many lines is com-
plicated, but develops into nice play. White
first sacrifices his bishop for stalemate which
Black avoids but the (known) sacrifice of the
knight leads to a finale with a bishop of the

wrong colour”.

No 22090 G. Sobrescases
3rd commendation
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No 22090 Guy Sobrescases (Spain). 1.Rc6
Bxbé6 2.Rxb6 Kdy 3.Kf6 hs 4.Kg7/i Ra8 5.Kxf7
Ras (hg; Rh6) 6.f6 hg 7.Rb3 (Rb4? h3;) Rds
8.Rh3 Rd4 9.Rhi/ii Kdé/iii 10.Kg6 Kdy 11.f7
Rg4+ 12.Kf6 Rfg+ 13.Kg7 Rgq+ 14.Kf8 Rfg
15.Rg1 Ke6/iv 16.Rg6+ (Ke8? Rxf7;) Kes 17.Rh6
Rag 18.Kg7 Rgq+ 19.Rg6 Rf4 20.Rg5+ Kesq
21.Rhs5/v Kf3 22.Rxh4 wins.

i) 4.Kxf7? h4 5.Kg7 Rhs5 6.Kg6 Rh8 7.f6 Rg8+
draws.

ii) 9.Rh2? Kd6 10.Kg6 Kdy 11.f7 Rg4+ 12.Kf6
Rfg+ 13.Kg7 Rg4+ 14.Kf8 Rf4 15.Rg2 h3 draws.
If 9.Rf3? Rd2 10.Rh3 Rd4 repeats.

iii) Rg4 10.Rd1+ Kc7 11.Ke6 Reg+ 12.Kf5 Re2
13.Rd3 Rf2+ 14.Ke6 Re2+ 15.Kf7 wins.

iv) h3 16.Kg7 h2 17.Rd1+ Key 18.Re1+ wins.
v) 21.f8Q? Rxf8 22.Kxf8 Kf3 (Kf4) draws.

“Castling is not possible and the proof of it
is interesting. The key is good, avoiding a try”.

No 22091 H. van der Heijden
4th commendation
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No 22091 Harold van der Heijden (the
Netherlands). 1.b6/i Bc6/ii 2.bs Bds (Bxbs; ay)
3.e4 (Ra3? axb6;) Bxeq 4.Ragq f2 5.bxay/iii 1Q
6.a8Q+ Kg7 7.Rxe4 wins.

i) 1.Rxh6+? (Rxay? hs;) Kg7 2.Re6 Bf7 3.Res
h3 and Black wins.

ii) f2 (axb6; Ra8) 2.Ke2 Bc6 3.bs Bxbs+
4.Kxf2 axb6 5.Rxb6 wins.

iii) 5.Ke2? fiQ+ 6.Kxfi Bd3+ 7Kf2 axbé
8.Ra8+ Kgy 9.Ray Be4 draws.

“This looks like a real game. The pawn sac-
rifices (1.b6, 3.e4) are pleasant. There are some
extra lines in addition to the main line but
these are not difficult”.

HH cooks the special commendation:
V. Neishtadt & M. Garcia b3a8 3311.42 b8f7e4c8.
dsd6f2g3bggg 7/5 Draw: 1.d7 Rxdy 2.d6+ Rby
3.Bfs Rf7 4.Be4+ Qb7 5.Sb6+ Kay 6.Bxb7 Kxb7
7.d7 Kc7 8.8d5+ Kxdy 9.Se3 Rxf2 10.Sxg4 Re2
11.5f6+ Ke6 12.Shs Re4 13.5f4+ Kd6 14.Sd3 Re3
15.Kc4 draws.

But: 5.Bxb7+ Kxby 6.Sey Rxf2 7.Kxbg Rf3

and now 8.Kc5 Rg3 9.Kd4, or 8.Kc4. Another
cook is: 8.Kxb4 Rxf2 9.Kc3 (Kc4, Kcs).



6th UAPA internet ty 2017-2018

The tourney director M. Garcia (Argentina) received 63 studies by 27 composers from 14 coun-
tries for this informal internet tourney. The judge, Luis Miguel Gonzélez (Spain) produced an award
including almost 50% of the studies. We must skip most analyses and comments to be able to pub-

lish such awards in EG.

Section 1: rook and two minor pieces
against queen - more pieces
were allowed in the initial position

No 22092 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Sf5+
Kxgs4 2.Rg8+ Kxhs 3.Sg3+/i Khg 4.Rg7 Qh8
5.Bg8 hs 6.Ke2 Kh3 7.Be6+ Kg2 8.5fs+ Kh2
9.Kf2 Qf8 10.Rh7 Kh3 11.Rf7 Qb8 12.Sd4+ Kh4
13.5f3 mate.

i) 3.Be6? Qdy+ 4.Bxdy stalemate.

No 22093 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.g8Q
Bf2+ 2.Bd4 Bxd4+ 3.Kb7 Re3 4.Qc4/i Ke7 5.Qds
zz Bb6 6.Kxb6 Sc3 7.Qgs+ Kdy 8.Kas wins.

i) Thematic try: 4.Qds+? Ke7 zz 5.Qxd4 Rb3+
6.Kc7 Rcz+ 7.Kb6 Rbz+ 8.Kcs Rez+ 9.Kds Rd3
10.Qxd3 Sb4+ 11.Kc4 Sxd3 draws.

No 22094 Jan Timman (the Netherlands)
& Mario Garcia (Argentina). 1.Bb1+ d3 2.Rxd3
Bxb6+ 3.Kxb6 f2 4.Ra3+, and:

— Kd4 5.Bf4 e1Q 6.Rag+ Kds 7.Ba2 mate, or:
— Kds 5.Bfs, and:
- e1Q 6.Rd3+ Kc4 7.b3+ Kb4 8.Bd6 mate, or:
— e1S 6.Ra8 Kd4 7.Bf4 Kc4 8.Rc8+ Kbz 9.Bc1
f1Q 10.Be6+ Kbg 11.Bd2+ Kag 12.Ra8+

Qa6+ 13.Rxa6+ bxa6 14.Be3 Sf3 15.Bc5 g1Q
16.b3 mate.

No 22095 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Keke-
ly (Slovakia). 1.Rd4+ Se4 2.Rxe4+ Kgs 3.Rg4+
Khé6 4.Rh2+ Rhs 5.Rxhs+ Kxhs 6.Se3 Qb7+
7.Rg2+ Kh6 8.Bc2 Qf3 9.5f5+ Khs 10.Beq Qfi+
11.Kh2 Qfg+ 12.Kh3 a3 13.5g7+ Khé6 14.Rg6+
Khy 15.Rg4+ wins.

No 22096 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.e8Q/i
Qxe8 2.d6+ Kxh6 3.g85+, and:

— Qxg8 4.Bgs+ Khy 5.d7 f6 6.Re5 Qf8 7.Rd5
wins, or:

— Kg7 4.Bf6+, and now:

- Khy 5.Se7 g1Q+ 6.Kxg1 Qb8 7Kgz Qb1
8.dxc7 Qe4q+ 9.Kf2 Qf4+ 10.Ke2 wins, or:
- Kxg8 5.Ra8 Qxa8 6.dy wins.

i) Thematic try: 1.d6+? Kxh6 2.g85+/x Kg7
3.e85+ Kh8/xi draws.

No 22097 Aleksandr Zhukov  (Russia).
1.Rbs+ Qxbs 2.Be2 Qb1 3.Sc4+ Kag 4.Bdi+
Qxd1 5.Sb2+ Kb3 6.Sxd1 Kc2 7.Ke2 c4 8.Ke3
Kxdi1 9.Kd4 wins.

Section 2: Win studies

No 22098 Geir Ostmoe (Norway). 1.Rhi+
Kg4 2.f7 Ra8 3.Rd8 Rxd8 4.e7 Rd4+ 5.Kxd4
Bxf7 6.Ke3 g2 7.Rh4+ Kg3 8.Rg4+ Kxg4 9.Kxf2
Kfs5 10.a6 Ke6 11.a7 wins.

No 22099 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Garcia (Argentina). 1.Bhs+ Sxhs/i 2.Qb3+, and:
— Keg 3.5xt7 f1S+/ii 4.Kg1 Bhg 5.Qe6+ Kd3
6.Se5+ Kc3 7.5Sds5+ Rxds 8.Qxds e1Q 9.Qc4+
Kd2 10.53+ Kd1 11.Qb3+ Ke2 12.Sd4+ Kd2
13.Qc2+ Ke3 14.5f5+ Kf3 15.Qg2 mate, or:

— Kg4 3.Qh3+ Kgs5 4.Qfs+ Khg 5.8xf7 fiS+
6.Kg1 Bf2+ 7Kxf2 e1Q+ 8.Kxe1 Rdi+ 9.Kf2
Rd2+ 10.Kg1 Rg2+ 11.Kxgz Se3+ 12.Kh2
Sxfs5 13.Sg6+ Kg4 14.Sges+ Kh4 15.5f3+ Kga
16.S7e5 mate.

i) Ke4 2.Bxe2 Sxe2 3.Qxe2 mate, or Ke3 2.5f5+

Sxfs 3.Qxe2 mate.

ii) 1Q 4.Sg5+ Kes 5.Qe6 mate.

No 22100 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.b4/i
Sdé6 2.Ba6 Sbs 3.Khi/ii Sc3 4.Bfi Kby 5.Bga+
Kaé6 6.Bc6 Sbs (Sez; bs) 7.Bd7 Sc3 8.Sc7+ Kbé
9.5e6 Sds (Seq; Sd4) 10.bs Sc3/iii 11.Sd4 Kcs
12.Kg2 Kxd4 13.b6 wins.
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i) Logical try: 1.Bg4? Scs 2.b4/viii Sa4 3.Be2
Sc3 4.Bf1 Kby 5.Bg2+ Ka6 6.Bc6 Sez2+ (check)
7.Kf2 Sd4 8.Be4 Kbs draws.

ii) Logical try: 3.Kh2? Sc3 4.Bfi Kby 5.Bg2+
Kaé6 6.Bc6 Sbs 7.Bd7 Sc3 8.Sc7+ Kbé6 9.Se6 Sds
10.b5 S£6 11.Bc6 Sga+ (check) 12.Kg3 Ses 13.5d4
Kcs 14.Be8 Sc4 15.Se6+ Kb6 16.Kf4 Sd6 draws.
Logical ty: 3.Kf2? Sc3 4.Bfi Kby 5.Bg2+ Kaé6
6.Bc6 Sbs 7.Bd7/ix Sc3 8.Sc7+ Kb6 9.Se6 Seq+
(check) 10.Ke2 Sf6 11.Bag Sds draws.

iii) St6 11.Bc6 Sg4 (no check) 12.5f8 wins.

No 22101 Martin Minski (Germany) &
Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Denmark). 1.Qe1
a2 2.g7 Bxgy 3.Kxb6 Qf4 4.Ba3 Kds 5.Bxcs Bxes
6.Be8 d3 7.Qe4+, and:

— Kxe4 8.Bc6 mate, or:

— Qxe4 8.Bf7 mate.

No 22102 Peter Krug (Austria) & Pavel
Arestov (Russia). 1.Ra2 bs 2.Rxas e3 3.Kb2 e2
4.Ra1 Ke3 5.Kc2 bg 6.Rh1 b3+ 7.Kc1 b6 8.Rh3+
Kf2 9.Rh2+ Ke3 10.Rh1 bs 11.Rh3+ Kf2 12.Rh2+
Ke3 13.Rh1 b4 14.Rh3+ Kf2 15.Rh2+ Ke3 16.Rh1
b2+ 17.Kc2 Kd4 18. Kxb2 b3 19.Kc1 Ke3 20.Rh3+
Kf2 21.Rh2+ Ke3 22.Rhi b2+ 23.Kc2 biQ+
24.Rxb1 Kf2 25.Kd2 wins.

No 22103 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.f7 Bxf7 2.Rh6+ Kg7 3.Rhy+ Kxhy
4.Bd3+ Kh6 5.Bxc2 d1Q+ 6.Bxd1 Bxhs+ 7.Kf4/i
Bxd1 8.Kfs zz Bcy 9.Sd4 Bag 10.Rg6+ Khy
11.Ra6 Bd7+ 12.Ke4 Bh3 13.Ra7 wins.

i) 7.Kfs5? Bxdi1 zz 8. Kf6 Khs 9.Se5 Kh4 draws.

No 22104 Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Bd3
Bc4 2.Rf5 Bb3 3.Rbs Ba2 4.Rh5+ Kg8 5.Ras Bf7
6.Bc4 Bxc4 7.Ra8+ Re8 8.Rxe8 mate.

No 22105 Lubos Kekely (Slovakia). 1.Kb3
Rd2 2.Rf7 Rb2+ 3.Kc3 Rxe2 4.Sc4 Sg6 5.Kb3
Re1 6.Rf2 Rb1+ 7.Kc2 Rbg 8.Kc3 Rb7y 9.Rf6 Rcy
10.Kb3 Sf4 11.Rh6 Rb7+ 12.Sb6 Sh3 13.Re6 wins.

No 22106 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Qaé
Rdxey 2.f6+ Re6 3.Bxe6+ Rxe6 4.cxby+ Kdy

5.c6+ Kd6 6.g6 Qd8 7.Qaz+ Kxc6 8.Qa6+
Kd7 9.Qxbs+ ¢6 10.b8S+ Kc8 11.Qxc6+ Kxb8
12.Qxe6 fxe6 13.f7 d4 14.£8Q Qxf8+ 15.Kxf8 d3
16.g7 d2 17.g8Q d1Q 18.Kg7+ Kc7 19.Qxe6 wins.

HH: something must be wrong here: the
7EGTB say this is a draw.

No 22107 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.Se7/i Qxa3 2.Sxfs+ Kxe4 3.Sd6+ Kdg
4.Sbs+ Ke4 5.Sxc3+ Kd4 6.Sbs+ Ke4 7.8d6+ Kdg
8.5f5+ Keg 9.Sxg3+ Kdg 10.Sf5+ Keq 11.Sd6+
Kd4 12.Sbs+ Ke4 13.Sxa3 h2 14.Sbs h1Q 15.Sd6+
Kd4 16.5f5+ Ke4 17.5g3+ Kd4 18.Sxh1 b2 19.5g3
b1Q 20.Sfs+ Kegq (Qxfs+; Kxfs) 21.Sd6+ Kdg
22.Sbs5+ Ke4 23.Sc3+ Kd4 24.Sxb1 wins.

i) Logical try: 1.Sxh6? Qxa3 2.S5xfs+ Kxeq
3.5d6+ Kd4 4.Sbs+ Ke4 5.Sxc3+ Kd4 6.Sbs+ Ke4
7.5d6+ Kd4 8.5f5+ Ke4 9.5xg3+ Kd4 10.5f5+ Keg
11.5d6+ Kd4 12.Sbs+ Keg4 13.Sxa3 h2 14.Sbs h1Q
15.5d6+ Kd4 16.5f5+ Keg 17.5g3+ Kd4 18.Sxh1
b2 19.5g3 b1Q 20.5f5+ Qxf5+ 21.Kxf5 stalemate.

No 22108 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.5f5 hé
2.5xf8 cxbs 3.5g6 fxg6 4.Se7+ Kf7 5.hxg6+ Kf8
6.5f5 Kg8 7.Kd2 a5 8.Kc3 a4 9.Kb4 hs 10.Kc5 a3
11.Kd6 a2 12.Ke7 Qh7+ 13.f7+ wins.

HH cooks the 2nd commendation: V. Tara-
siuk & M. Garcia, c6a8 0016.20 dyc3g2.c2g5 4/3
Win: 1.g6 Sds 2.Kxds Sf4+ 3.Kd6 Sxg6 4.Bg4
Kay 5.Bf3 Sf4 6.Kes, and: Sg6+ 7.Kf6 Sf8 8.Bg4
Sh7+ 9.Kg6 wins, or: Sh3 7.Kfs Kb6 8.Kg4 Sg1
9.Bd1 Kcs 10.Kg3 wins.

But: 3.Kes Sxg6+ 4.Kf6 Sf4 5.Bc6+ Kay 6.Bf3
wins. This position also occurs in the main line,
but White does need difficult moves like 4.Bg4.

No 22109 Marco Campioli (Italy).

I: 1..Ke3 2.Rh6 bxa6 3.Rxh3+ Kd2 4.Rhi
Kxd3 5.Bd1 exd1Q 6.Rxd1+ Kc4 7.Kd7 a5 8. Kxc7
a4 9.Kbé6 a3 10.Kas wins.

II: 1...Kxd3 2.Bcq+ Kd4 3.Bxe2 Bxe2 4.Ragq+
Kds 5.Rxcy7 Bbs+ 6.Rd7+ Bxd7+ 7.Kxdy bs
8.Rb4 Kcs 9.Rb1 b4 10.Kc7 Kbs 11.Kb7 wins.
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I: Diagram, II: bBh3 to d1.
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Section 3: Draw studies

HH cooks the first prize winner: V. Tarasi-
uk, P. Krug & M. Garcia, f2g7 0341.22 bib8dibs.
c6f7b6ga 5/5 Draw: 1.Scs5 bxcs 2.Bes+/i, and:
Kf8 3.c7 g3+ 4.Kxg3 Rb3+ 5.Khg Rbg+ 6.Bfg
Rxfq+ 7Kg3 (Kgs5) Bgg 8.Kxf4 draws, or: Kxf7
3.c7 g3+ 4.Kxg3 Rb3+ 5.Kf4 Rb4+ 6.Bd4 Rxd4+
7.Kes Bg4 8.c8Q Bxc8 stalemate.

But after 1...Rc1 2.f8Q+ Kxf8 3.Bd6+ Kf7 4.c7
g3+ 5.Kxg3 Rc3+ 6.Kf4 Rcq+ 7.Kes Bgg 8.5d3
Bc8 9.Kds Re2 Black will eventually win.

No 22110 Yuri Bazlov (Russia). 1.Sg1+ Kf2
2.5d1+ Ke1 3.5f3+ Kfi 4.c7 Qe2 5.5e3+ Qxe3
6.Qb1+ Ke2 7.Sg1+ Qxgi+ 8.Qxg1 Bf2 9.Qg3
Rxg3 10.c8Q Bfz+ 11.Kh2 Rg2+ 12.Kh3 Rg3+
13.Kh2 draws.

No 22111 Aleksandr Zhukov (Russia). 1.Ka8
Sxb7 2.e7 Qe23.Sd4+ Sxd4 4.Bd3+ Qxd3 5.e8Q+
Kaé6 6.Qb8 Sxas 7.b7 Sbs 8.Qd8 Sd6 9.b8S+ Kbs
10.Qd7+ Kb4 11.Sc6+ Sxc6 12.Qxc6 Sbs 13.Qb6
draws.

No 22112 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Rg8+ Key 2.f6+ Kxf6 3.exf7 axb6+
4.Kbs Rcs+ 5.Kxb6 Ba7+ 6.Kxay Rc7+ 7.Kaé6
(Kb6? Rxfy zz;) Rxf7 8.Kb6 zz Rg2 9.Kc6 Rhy
10.Bf5 Rxg8 11.Bxhy draws.

No 22113 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.f7+ Kh8
2.Qxd8 Qb1+ 3.Kh2 Rxd8 4.7 Qb8+ 5.Kg1 Rf8
6.hs5 h6 7.e8Q g6 8.Qe6 Qb1+ 9.Kg2 Qf510.d8Q
Rxd8 11.Qe8+ Kg7 12.Qxd8 draws.

No 22114 Marco Campioli (Italy). 1..Rag+
2.Bg4 Rxga+ 3.hxg4 g1Q 4.Re6+ Kxe6 5.Re8+
Kxf7 6.Sd6+ Kf6 7.Se4+ Kf7 8.5Sd6+ Kg6 9.Re6+
Khy 10.Se4 Qh2+ 11.Kg5 f1iQ 12.5f6+ Qxf6+
13.Rxf6 Qes+ 14.Rfs Qez+ 15.Khg Qe1+ 16.Kh3
Qhi+ 17.Kg3 Qg1+ 18.Kh3 (Kf3) draws.

No 22115 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.b8Q
Qc2+ 2.Kd8 Rdi+ 3.Sd6+ Rxd6+ 4.Qxd6 e1Q

5.Bg6+ Kxg6 6.f7+ Khy 7185+ Kg8 8.Qds+
Kxf8 9.Qd6+ Kg7 10.Qdy+, and:

— K16 11.Qc6+ Qxc6 stalemate, or:

— Kh8 11.Qd4+ Kh7y 12.Qd7+ Khé 13.Qe6+
Qxe6 stalemate.

No 22116 Martin ~ Minski  (Germany).
1.g6+/i Bxg6 2.Rf8+ Kxf8 3.Rb8+ Kf7 4.fxgy
Bhy 5.Kxh7 b1Q+ 6.Rxb1 Rg2 7.Rb7+ Kf6 8.Rf7+
Kxf7 9.g8Q+ Rxg8 stalemate.

i) Thematic try: 1.Rf8+? Kxf8 2.Rb8+ Kf7
3.fxg7 Rg6 wins.

No 22117 Olivier Mathieu (France). 1.Sc4
Bb8 2.d6 Rcs 3.a6 Rxcq 4.hs+ Kxhs 5.c7 Bxcy
6.a7 Rh4+ 7Kg2 Rggq+ 8.Kf3 Rg8 9.dxcy Re8
10.Kf4 Kg6 11.a8Q Rxa8 12.Kes5 Kf7 13.Kd6 Ke8
14.Kc6 Rc8 15.Kd6 Ra8 16.Kc6 draws.

No 22118 David Gurgenidze (Georgia) &
Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Rf8+ Ke1 2.e8Q+
Rxe8 3.Rxe8+ Re3 4.Rg8 Rb3+ 5Kc6 Kf2
6.Rxg2+ Kxg2 7.d4 Rc3+ 8.Kd6 Kf3 9.d5 Keg
10.Ke6 Rh3 11.d6 Rh6+ 12.Ke7 Kds 13.d7 Rh7+
14.Ke8 Ke6 15.d8S+ Kf6 16.Sc6 Rc717.5d8 draws.

No 22119 P. Arestov
3rd commendation

‘e
WO W

7 4 Y
s

g8a4 0304.20 4/3 Draw

N

\

<

§\

No 22119 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Sb1 Rc8+
2.Kf7 Kbs 3.d7 Rcy 4.Ke8 Sxhs 5.Sc3+ Kcé
6.d8S+, and: Kb6 7.Sds5+, Kcs 7.Se6+, or Kdé
7.Sbs+ draws.



Joitsa-8o0 MT 2018

The (digital) Rumanian magazine e4-e5 organized a formal tourney to commemorate Paul Joitsa.
17 studies by 17 composers from 11 countries participated. The judge was Sergey Osintsev (Rus-
sia). The provisional award was published in issue 41 (vii-xii2018) with a confirmation time until
14xii2018. Also the final award appeared in issue 41 (vii-xii2018) — which shows the problem of dig-
ital magazines. The initially awarded first prize was disqualified because of a dual.

No 22120 David Gurgenidze (Georgia) &
Martin Minski (Germany). 1.dy Ra8+ 2.Kxa8
Rf8+ 3.Kay d2 4.g7 Rg8 5.h6 d1Q 6.hy Ra8+
7.Kxa8 Qxds+ 8.b7 Ka6 9.d8S Qxd8+ 10.b8S+
Kb6 11.g8B/i Qd2 12.b4, and:

— Qxb4 13.Bcy+/ii Kxc7 14.Sa6+ wins, or:
— Qxe2 13.5d7+ Kc6 14.Bds5+ Kxdy 15.h8Q
Qa6+ 16.Kb8 Qb6+ 17.Bb7 wins.
i) 11.g8Q7? Qds+ 12.Qxds stalemate.
ii) 13.8d7+? Kc6 14.Bds+ Kxd7 15.h8Q Qf8+
16.Qxf8 stalemate.

No 22121 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Res+
Kxa6 2.f7 Se7+/i 3.Rxey Bxgs 4.Re1 Rg3 5.Khs
Sxf7 6.Re6+, and:

— Kbs 7.Res+ Sxes stalemate, or:
— Kb7 7.Re7+ Bxey stalemate.

i) Rxgs+ 4.Kf6 Rfs+ 5.Kg6 Bbg 6.Re6 Rfi
7.Rf6 Rxf6+ 8.Kxf6 Seq+ 9.Kg7 Sg5 10.£8S wins.

No 22122 Aleksandr Zhukov  (Russia),
Arpad Rusz (Rumania) & Pavel Arestov (Rus-
sia). 1.Bc6 Qa7 2.Ras+ Kbz 3.c5 Kc3 4.Ke2 Kbg
5.Kd3 Kxas 6.Kcg4 Qxcs5+ 7.Kxcs Bay+ 8.Kcg
(Kds? Kbg) draws.

No 22123 Arpad Rusz (Rumania). 1.Bf3
(Rf4? Rd6;) Rd4/i 2.Kc3 Rxa4 3.Kb3 Bdy 4.Bc6
Rdg4/ii 5.Kc3 Rd1 6.Kc2 Bg4 7.Rf4 Rd6 8.Rag
mate.

i) Bxfz 2.Rxf3 Saavedra’s double attack 2...
Rhi 3.Ra3 mate.

ii) Bxc6 5.Rxc6 echo Rxas 6.Rc1 mate.

No 22124 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Se2/i
g1Q+ 2.5xg1 Rd2+ 3.Khi Raa2 4.Sxg4 Sxg4
5.5e2 Rxe2 6.Qxg4 Rh2+/i 7.Kg1 Rhd2 8.Qe2/ii
Rxe2 9.Bh3 Rai+ 10.Bf1 wins.

i) Rai+ 7.Qg1 Rxgi+ 8.Kxg1

i) 8.Qf3? (Qh3?) Rai+ 9.Qf1 Rxfi+ 10.Kxf1
Rd8 and Black wins.

No 22125 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Garcia (Argentina). 1.by Bh2 2.f4 Bxfg
3.c6 Bb8/i 4.Ke8 Rds 5.e7 Kg7 6.Sg5 Kf6 7.K{8
Rxgs 8.c7/ii Bxcy 9.e85+ Kg6 10.Sxc7 Khy
11.Ke7 Rg7+ 12.Kd8 Rg8+ 13.Se8 wins.

i) Bg3 4.Ke8 Kg7 5.7 Rxf7 6.Kd8 Bh4 7.b8Q
Rxe7 8.Qh2 Bf6 9.Kc8 Bes 10.Qh4 Kf7 11.Qh6
Re8+ 12.Kb7 wins.

ii) 8.e85+? Ke6 9.c; Rfs+ 10.Kg8 Rgs+
11.5g7+ Rxg7+ 12.Kxg7 Bxc7 draws.

No 22126 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Keke-
ly (Slovakia). 1.Bbs+ Kd8 2.Bxe3 Qh2+ 3.Bfs
(Bxg3? stalemate) Qg3 4.h4 Qh2 5.Bes/i Qg3
6.5f4 Qg6/ii 7.Bc7+/iii Key 8.Sxg6+ wins.

i) 5.h5? Qg3 6.Bes Qc3 7.Bxc3 stalemate, or
5.Bxh2? stalemate.

ii) Qxh4 (Key; Sds+) 7.Bc7+ Key 8.Sg6+ wins.

iii) 7.5xg6? stalemate.

No 22127 Pavel Arestov  (Russia) &
Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine). 1.Ke4 Kf7 2.Kfs5
Bc4 3.5¢6/i Bxe2 4.Ses5+ Kt8 5.Kf6/ii Kg8 6.Kg6
Bd1 7.h7+ Kh8 8.5f7 mate.

i) 3.e3? Bd3+ 4.Kgs Bbs 5.e4 Bd3 6.e5 Ke6
7.5¢6 Bb1 8.Kfg Kf7 9.Kgs Ke6 10.Khs Beg
11.Kg5 Bb1 draws.

ii) 5.Kg6? Bd1 6.hy Bc2+ draws.

No 22128 Bizya Buyannemekh (Mongolia)
& Mario Garcia (Argentina). 1.b6 Rxds 2.b7 Bf4
3.b8Q Bxb8 4.Rxb8 Scs5+ 5.Kbs Sxd3+ 6.Kc4 Sf4
7.Rb3+ Ka4/i 8.Ra3+ Kxa3 stalemate.

i) Ka2 8.Rd3 Ras 9.Rd2+ Ka3 10.Kxd4 draws.

ii) 8.Rd3? Rbs 9.Rxd4 Rb4+ 10.Kc3 (Kcs)
Se2+ (Se6+) wins.
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No 22120 D. Gurgenidze
& M. Minski

1st prize
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No 22123 A. Rusz
1st honourable mention
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& L. Kekely
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No 22124 A. Avni
2nd honourable mention
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No 22122 A. Zhukov,
A. Rusz & P. Arestov
3rd prize
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No 22125 M. Hlinka
& M. Garcia
3rd honourable mention
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Mario Garcia (Argentina) judged the annual informal tourney of the German composition mag-
azine. 20 studies by 16 composers from 10 countries participated. The provisional award (which had
already been circulated in vi2o17) was published in Die Schwalbe no. 289 ii2018 with a three month
confirmation time. In the final award, published in no. 291 vi2018, a study by Becker was downgrad-
ed from special prize to a special HM because of an anticipation.

No 22129 V. Tarasiuk
1st/2nd prize
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No 22129 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Kd2 (Kxe2? Bxgg+;) Res/i 2.Bd3+/ii Kai/
iii 3.Bxe2 Rxe2+ 4.Kxe2 Bxgq+ 5.Kd2/iv Bxc8
6.5xc8 Sxc8 7.Kc1 Sbé 8.Kc2 Kaz 9.Kcz Sc8/v
10.b4 Ka3 11.Kcq Kag 12.Kc5 Say 13.bs/vi Kas
14.b6 wins.

i) Bxg4 2.Sxe7 Res 3.Ke1 wins.

ii) Try: 2.Bxe2? Rxe2+ 3.Kxe2 Bxg4+ 4.Kd3
Bxc8 5.5xc8 Sxc8 6.Kc3 Ka1 7.b3 Kb1 8.b4 Kaz
9.bs Ka3 10.Kc4 Kag 11.Kc5 Kas draws.

iii) Ka2 3.Bxe2 Rxe2+ 4.Kxe2 Bxgq+ 5.Kd2
Bxc8 6.Sxc8 Sxc8 7.Kc2 wins.

iv) Try: 5.Kd3? Bxc8 6.5xc8 Sxc8 7.Kc3 Kb
draws.

v) Sds+ 10.Kcq4 Sxcy 11.bg Kaz 12.bs Sa8
13.Kcs5 Kag 14.b6 wins.

vi) 13.Kb6? Sc8+ 14.Kcs Say wastes time.

“After an ingenious introduction, the study
ends with remarkable subtle moves. The tries

and the good taste needed to construct this
study are emphasized”.

No 22130 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
1st/2nd prize
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No 22130 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.Kf6/i Rds 2.Sb4 Rxd6+ 3.Ke7 Rd2
4.Bxd2 Kxf2 5.8d3+ Kg3 (Ke2; Sb2) 6.Be1+ Kf3/
ii 7.b2 Bc2 8.Sc4 (Kf6? Kga;) Ba4/iii 9.Sb6 (Kf6
Be8;) Bc6/iv 10.Kf7 Kgg 11.Kg6 Be8+ 12.Kxh6
Bxhs 13.Sd7 Be8 (Bd7) 14.5f6+ wins.

i) 1.d7? Rb7y 2.Se5 Bag4 draws.

ii) Kg2 7.8f4+ Kf3 8.Sd5 Kg4 9.Se3+ Kxhs
10.5xd1, or Kgg 7.5f2+ Kxhs 8.Sxd1, or Kh2
7.5f4 win.

iii) Kg4 9.Se3+, or Bd3 9.Ses+, or Bb3 9.5d2+
win.

iv) Bb3 10.Kf6 Kg4 11.Kg6 wins.

“We see a pleasant presentation of the dom-
ination theme in two phases: first the R and
then the B, both with appropriate tries. This is
a classical study of significant artistic level”.
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No 22131 M. Neghina & M. Roxlau
3rd prize
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No 22131 Mihai Neghina (Rumania) &
Michael Roxlau (Germany). 1.Bb3+/i Kf8 2.g7+
Sxg7 3.5f7 Qg8 4.Sh6 Qh8 5.Bes Key 6.Bg8 Kf8/
ii 7.Bd4 Ke8/iii 8.Kbs Kd7 9.Bes/iv Ke8/v10.Kc6
Kf8 11.Bd4 Qxg8 12.Bc5+ Ke8 13.5xg8 wins.

i) 1.g7? Sxg7 2.Bb3+ Se6 draws.

ii) Qxg8 7.5xg8+ Kf7 8.Sh6+ Kg6 9.Sg4 wins.

iii) Qxg8 8.Bcs+ Ke8 9.5xg8 wins.

iv) 9.Kc5? Kc8 10.Kc6 Kb8 draws.

v) Kc8 10.Kc6 zz, wins.

“The Q is incarcerated by a delightful ma-
noeuvre. This study is surely interesting to
solvers, and - of course - the judge”

No 22132 M. Campioli
special prize
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No 22132 Marco Campioli (Italy). 1.exf7/i
Scds+ 2.Kazi/ii, and:
— Bxf7 3.Qxfr7+ Ke3 4.Qay+/iii Kez2 s5.Qaz2+
Kf1 6.Qb1+ Kg2 7.Qb7+ Kg3 8.Qg7+/iv Sg4
9.h7/v Bes+ 10.Qxes+ draws, or:

— h2 3.£8Q+ Bxf8 4.Qxf8+ Kg3 5.Qa8/vi Ses
6.hy St7 7.Qb8+/vii Kg2 8.Qby+/viii Kg1
9.Qb1+ Bf110.Qg6+ draws.

i) 1.Qxf7+? Ke3 2.hy Bes+ 3.Ka3 Sfd3 wins.

ii) 2.Kc2? h2 3.£8Q+ Bxf8 4.Qxf8+ Kg3
5.Qg7+ Sg4 6.Qc7+ Sdes, or 2.Kc3? h2 3.£8Q+
Bxf8 4.Qxf8+ Ke3 5.Qe7+ Seq+ 6.Kxcq hiQ
7.Qa7+ Sdcs 8.Qaz+ Kf4 win.

iii) 4.h7? Bes+, and: 5.Ka2 h2 6.Qay+ Kez2, or
here: 5.Kb1 h2 6.Qa7+ Ke2 7.Qa2+ Kf1 win.

iv) 8.h7? Bes+ 9.Ka2 h210.h8Q Bxh8 11.Qb8+
Bes wins.

v) 9.Qg67? Bes+ 10.Kaz2 Sf2 wins.

vi) 5.Qg7+? Sg4 6.Qc7+ Sfa 7.Qxc4 h1Q+, or
5.Qd6+ Sf4 6.Qaz+ S2d3 7.Qa8 Bds win.

vii) 7.h8Q? Sxh8 8.Qxh8 h1Q+ 9.Qxhi1 Sxh1
wins.

viii) 8.h8Q? Sxh8 9.Qby+ Kg1 10.Qg7+ Kfi
11.Qc7 h1Q wins.

“This shows an original battle of the wQ
against two minor pieces for a draw. It is re-
markable that the goal is reached unambigu-
ously in both lines”.

No 22133 L Kekely & M. Hlinka
special prize
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No 22133 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1...d1Q+ 2.Kg3 Qdé+ 3.Kf2 Qcs+
4.Kg3/i Qcy+/ii 5.Kf2/iii Qcs5+ 6.Kg3 Bhg+
7.Kxh4/iv. Rhi+ 8.Rh3 Rxh3+ 9.Kxh3 g1Q
10.Qf3/v Qbs/vi 11.Rb8 Qxb8 12.Qe4+ Ka2 (Kci;
Qc4+) 13.Qag+ Kb2 14.Qb4+ Qxb4 stalemate.

i) 4.Ree3? Bxe3+ 5.Rxe3 Rer 6.Qeq+ Kbz
wins.
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ii) Qxaz+ 5.Kh2 Rc1 6.Qe4q+ Ka1 7.Qes+ Rc3
8.Qe1+ Bc1 9.Ra8 Rh3+ 10.Kxg2 Qxa8+ 11.Kxh3
draws.

iii) 5.Kf3? Qf7+ 6.Kg3 Bfg+ 7.Qxfq Qxfg+
8.Kxf4 Rf1+ wins.

iv) 7.Qxh4? Qxa3+ 8.Kg4 Qb4+ 9.Kg5 Qxhg+
10.Kxh4 Rhi+ wins.

v) 10.Qe4+? Kb2 11.Qb7+ Kci1 wins.

vi) Kc1 11.Qf4+ Kc2 12.Re2+ Kb3 13.Qf7+ Kc3
14.Qf3+ draws.

“This is a heavy piece study with entertain-
ing play that has stalemate, positional draw
and perpetual check’.

No 22134 P. Arestov
1st honourable mention

B BT
/////

ol m o
Wam mm
N
A
B owom

d4h2 0004.23 4/5 Win

Y

No 22134 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.b6 Sbs+
2.Kxc4 Sd6+ 3.Kb3/i Kg3 4.Kag b3 5.Kxb3 Kxg2
6.Kb4 zz Kf1 (Kg3; Seq+) 7.Se4 Sb7 8.Kbs Ke2
9.Ka6/ii Sd8 10.Sg5 Kd3 11.5f7 Seé6/iii 12.Kbs
(b7? Scs+;) wins.

i) Thematic try: 3.Kxb4? Kxg2 zz 4.Se4 Sby
5.Kbs Kf3 6.Ka6 Sd8 7.Sg5+ Kf4 8.5f7 Sc6 9.by
Sb8+ 10.Kay Sdy draws.

ii) 9.Kc6? Sas+ 10.Kbs Sby repeats.
iii) Sc6 12.b7 Sb8+ 13.Kay Sd7 14.Se5+ wins.

“We see a nice S ending with both sides fac-
ing reciprocal zugzwangs. This is a didactic
study which is useful for players”.

No 22135 M. Minski
2nd honourable mention
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No 22135 Martin ~ Minski  (Germany).
1.Be4/i Rxe4+ 2.Kd3 Rag 3.Rxaq4 Bxbs+ 4.Rcq4+
(Kxc3? Bxag4;) Bxcq+ 5.Kxc3 a2 6.Kb2 draws.

i) Try: 1.Bds? c2 2.b6 Kd8 3.Rc5 Bag and
now: 4.b7 Rb4 5.Kd3 a2 6.Rc8+ Key 7.Bxa2 Rxby
wins, or here: 4.Kd3 Rg3+ 5.Kd4 Rg6 6.Kd3 a2
7.b7 Rb6 8.Rc8+ Key 9.Bxa2 Rxb7 10.Bds (Rxc2
Rd7+;) Rdy 11.Ke4 Kd6 12.Rc3 Rg7 13.Kd4 Rg3
14.Rc4 Rg1 wins.

“The various lines with appropriate tries and
unique moves draw our attention. This is ad-
vised for solvers”.

HH sees something different: a marvellous
key move with an R sacrifice which offering is
returned soon by Black then again by White!

No 22136 G. Sonntag
3rd honourable mention

/i/@/ﬁ.@

/%/ A7
Ao o %,%
5
//&/%

7

% W W Y
n

e8h8 0350.33 6/6 Win




Die Schwalbe 2016

No 22136 Gunter Sonntag (Germany).
1.Bf5/i e6 2.Bb2/ii Rxfs/iii 3.g6 Rf6 4.Bxf6 gxf6
5.e5 Bhy/iv 6.g7+ Kg8 7.exf6 Bg6+ 8.Key es
9.h7+ Bxhy 10.f7+ Kxg7 11.f8Q+ wins.

i) 1.g6? Rf6 2.Bb2 Rxg6 3.hxgy+ Khy 4.Bfs
Be6 5.Bxg6+ Kxg6 6.Kf8 Khy draws.

ii) 2.g6? Ray 3.Bc5 Ra8+ 4.Key exfs 5.Bd4
Bhy 6.hxg7+ Kg8 7.gxhy+ Kxhy 8.exfs Rb8
(Rc8) draws.

iii) exfs 3.g6 Rf6 4.exfs5 wins.

iv) fxes 6.Kf8 e4 7.hy Bxhy 8.g7 mate.

“With two remarkable tries, this study is pre-
sented with clear and precise lines”

No 22137 R. Becker
special honourable mention
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No 22137 Richard Becker (USA).
and:

— Qg5 2.Bc3 Qg1 3.Bes/ii Qd1 4.Bf6 Qg1 5.Rh1
Qg8 6.Kh4/iii d5 7.Bb1 Qg2 8.Rh3 d4/iv 9.Bf5
Qg1/v 10.Beq d3 11.Bxd3 Qg2 12.Bf5 (Bbi)
Qg8 13.Be4 Qg1 14.Rh1 Qg8 15.Rh2 Qg1
16.Rh3 Qg8 17.Rh1 Qg1 18.Kh3 Qg8 19.Bb2
Qc8+ 20.Khg Qe6 (Qdy; Bf6) 21.Kg3+ Kgs
22.Bc1+ Kf6 23.Rh6+ wins, or:

— Qc8+2.Khg ds53.Bes Qc4+ 4.Kg3+ Kgs5.Rg2
Qf1 6.Bc3 Qh1 7.Kf3+ Khs 8.Bd2 Qh3z+ 9.Kf2
Qh4+ 10.Kg1 Qd4+ 11.Kh1 Kh4 12.Bg5+ Khs
13.Bg6+ Kxg6 14.Be3 wins.

i) Try: 1.Be4? Qc8+ 2.Kh4 ds 3.Bd3 Qb8
4.Kh3 Qf4 5.Kg2+ Kgs draws. Try: 1.Bd3? Qgs
2.Bc3 Khs 3.Be2+ Khé6 4.Bd3 Khs draws. Try:
1.Be3+? Khs 2.Bf5 Qg7 3.Bd2 ds5 4.Bf4 d4 5.Bd2
d3 6.Be3 d2 7.Bxd2 Qg8 draws.

1.Bc2/i,

ii) 3.Bd2+? Khs 4.Rg2 Qhi+ 5.Kg3 Qhg+
6.Kf3 Qf6+ 7.Bf4 Qc3+ 8.Be3 Qf6+ draws.

iii) 6.Bb2? Qc8+ 7.Kh4 ds 8.Bd3 d4 9.Bxd4
Qdy 10.Kg3+ Kgs 11.Be3+ Kf6 12.Rh6+ Kes
draws.

iv) Qg1 9.Bd3 Qg8 10.Rg3 Qf7 11.Bgs+ Kg7
12.Be3+ wins.

v) Qg8 10.Bd3 Qg2 11.Rg3 Qhi+ 12.Kg4 Qd1+
13.Kf5 wins.

“The composer has produced an original
miniature with the domination theme and has
two main lines in which White avoids stale-
mate and positional draw”.

This study initially won a special prize, but
was downgraded because of a forerunner: Krug
(EG#19017).

No 22138 1. Aliev
special honourable mention
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No 22138 Ilham Aliev (Azerbaijan). 1.Kf6,
and:
— Sd3 2.Rai1/i b3 3.g6 Sfa 4.g7+ Kg8 5.Rdv/ii
Shs+ 6.Kg6 Sf4+ 7.Kf6 Se6 8.Kxe6 Kxgy/
iii 9.Rg1+ Kf8 (Kh6; Kf6) 10.Rh1 (Kf6) b2
11.Kf6 (Rh1) Ke8 12.Ke6 Kf8 13.Kf6 Kg8
14.Rg1+ Khy 15.Rh1+ Kg8 16.Rg1+ Kf8 17.Rh1
draws, or:
— Sxcg4 2.g6 Sd6 3.g7+ Kg8 4.Kg6 b3 5.Rh1 Sty
6.Re1 positional draw.
i) Try: 2.Rh1? Ke8 3.g6 Sf4 4.g7 Shs+ 5.Kes
Sxg7 6.Kd4 Sf5+ 7.Kd3 b3 8.Kc3 ag wins.
ii) 5.Rh1? Sh5+ 6.Rxhs a1Q+ wins.
iii) b2 9.Kf6 b1Q 10.Rd8+ and White wins.

“A known theme is presented here with re-
markable finesse”.
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No 22139 G. @stmoe
commendation
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No 22139 Geir Sune Tallaksen @stmoe
(Norway). 1.Rb2+ Bb3 2.Rxb3+ Qxb3 3.Sxf7
Rxf7 4.Qa8+/i Kxa8 5.gxf7/ii Qb8+ 6.Kf6 (Ke6?
Kb7;) Qf8 7h8Q Qxh8+ 8.Key Qgy 9.Ke8/iii
draws.

i) 4.gxt7? Qc3+ 5.Ke6 Qxh8 6.Key Qg7 7.Ke8
Kc6 8.f8Q Qd7 mate.

ii) 5.h8Q+? Kby 6.Qh1+ Rf3 wins.

iii) HH observes that the solution should

continue: 9...Qg6 10.Key Qg7 11.Ke8 positional
draw.

“Although the introduction has several cap-
tures, the main line justifies inclusion of the
study in the award”

No 22140 L Kekely & M. Hlinka
commendation

/// .
//@&/ A
_ %E/y%
/// %/@y
_ /%@y%
»mr'n
2 TE ol
.

c7f4 0756.30 7/6 BTM, Win

&

Y

No 22140 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1...Rc2+ 2.Kd8 Bgs+/i 3.Ke8 Sxd6+
4.Rxd6 Re2+ 5.Kf8 Bh6+ 6.Rxh6 Rxdy 7.Rf6+/
ii Kg3 8.Rg6+ Sg4 9.Rxga+ Kxg4 10.Bh3+ Kxh3
11.h8Q+ Kg2 (Kg4; Bf6) 12.Qg8+ Kf3/iii 13.Qb3+
Re3 14.Bc3 wins.

i) Rxb2 3.Bxe4 Bgs+ 4.Kc7 wins.

ii) Thematic try: 7.Bc1+? Kg3 8.Rg6+ Sga
9.Rxg4+ Kxg4 10.Bh3+ Kxh3 11.h8Q+ Kg2
12.Qg8+ Kf2 13.Qb3 Reey locking the wK on
the 8th rank.

iii) Kf2 13.Qa2 and Black cannot play 13...
Ree7 now because of 14.Ba3+ (Bgs+). If Kfi
13.Qc4 wins.
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