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Editorial

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

Following my editorial in the previous issue,
one more member has joined the Friends of
EG: Wim Velker. Thank you!

Several people have sent me suggestions on
how to make EG more attractive to a broad-
er readership; thank you to all contributors.
These will considered seriously during the next
few months, of course also taking EG’s long-
standing traditions into account.

René Olthof drew my attention to a terrible
endgame mistake by a world class player over-
looking a drawing combination known from a
study by Jan Timman:

H.1 Erwin CAmi - Yu Yangyi
Batumi Chess Olympiad 2018
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White to move

77.Bh3. Now Black could have won by 77...
Bh3 78.Bdy Kgz 79.Bc6+ Kh2 80.Bds Bfs
81.Bc6 Bh3 82.Bds Bg2 83.Bcg Beg 84.Bf1 Bfs
and 8s...Bh3. But the Chinese player played 77...
Bf5? 78.Bxf5! g2 79.Begq+! Kxeq 80.Kf2 Kfy
81.Kxg2 % - 2

H.2 J. Timman
2nd hon. mention
Nestorescu-80 JT 2010
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1.Kd2 Bf3 2.a5 g3 3.Ke1 Ke3 4.Bcqg Be2
5.Bd5 Bcg 6.Bg2 (6.Kby? Kd4 7.Bg2 Kc3) 6...
Bd3 7.Bh3 Kf3 8.Bf1 Be4 9.Bh3 Bf5 10.Bxf5
(Bf1? Bc8 zz;) g2 11.Beq+ Kxe4 12.Kf2 draws.

Erratum

#22284: Martin Minski pointed out that the name of one author was omitted: Sergiy Didukh.

Apologies!



Wurzburg-Plachutta

BY SIEGFRIED HORNECKER

Tasks
and themes

To boldly go where almost no study com-
poser has gone before, is still possible in the
field of the Wurzburg-Plachutta: the newly re-
leased CQL 6 tells us that there are two stud-
ies with a Wurzburg-Plachutta in HHdbV, and
another one that matches the definition for the
computer, but lacks the squares it must protect.
It shows two rooks protecting each other and
then moving along that file without fulfilling
the theme from a human perspective. As most
readers will be aware of, the Wurzburg-Pla-
chutta is defined by two pieces of the same
type (usually rooks) defending against a threat
(for example, one rook defends against threat
A and the other rook defends against threat B)
but obstructing each other when one of them
has to move on the “critical square” where both
lines intersect. This is accomplished without a
sacrifice. The opponent then can play threat
A and B in such a way that the second threat
succeeds. While this sounds complicated, the
example below should be easy to understand.

S.1 FE S. Bondarenko

& A. P. Kuznetsov
Shakhmatna Misl 1968
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After 1.f7 Ke7 2.f6+ Kf8 3.Scs Rb6 White
has the threats 4.d8Q+ and 4.Se6+ which are
both protected against by the rooks. After 4.bs!

Black is in zugzwang and the only safe square
for the rooks to still protect against the threats
is to move one rook to dé6 where the lines d5-d8
and bé6-e6 intersect. There are two main varia-
tions now: 4...Rbd6 5.d8Q+ Rxd8 6.Se6 mate,
or 4...Rddé6 5.Se6+ Rxe6 6.d8Q mate.

By necessity, the two main variations oc-
cur in the theme, as does dual avoidance. This
makes it a very attractive theme for chess prob-
lems, but a very rare one in endgame studies.
The related Plachutta where a piece is sacrificed
on the intersection square is much more often
to be found, as it is much easier to compose.

The following study (EG#10588) is a good
example of Black using the Plachutta idea.
White still draws if he chooses the correct cap-
ture, and as such there is necessarily a thematic
try in the form of the wrong capture.

S.2 A. Kuryatnikov & E. Markov
2nd hon. mention Israel
Chess Composition Society-50 AT 1995
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After 1.Sc6+ Sxc6 2.Rag+ Kd3 3.Rds+ Kc3
4.Rcs5+ Kd3 5.Rds5+ Kc2 6.Ke2 the intersection
of a4-g4 and ds-di1 is on d4, enabling 6...Sd4+!
and after 7.Rdxd4? Bg4+ 8.Rxg4 d1Q, or for ex-
ample 8.Ke3 d1Q 9.R:d1 B:d1 10.R:a7 Bf3! Black
wins. So White has to play 7.Raxd4! di1Q+
8.Rxd1 Bg4+ 9.Ke1 Bxd1 10.Rc5+ Kb1 11.Kxd1
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Wurzburg-Plachutta

Ka1 12.Rbs b1Q+ 13.Rxb1+ Kxb1 14.g6 Kb2
15.Kd2 Kxa2 16.Kc2 Ka1 17.Kc1 Kaz2 18.Kc2
Ka3 19.Kc3 Kag 20.Kcq a5 21.g3 Ka3z 22.Kc3
a4 23.84 Ka2 24.Kc2 a3 25.g5 Ka1 26.Kc1 Ka2
27.Kc2 Ka1 28.Kc1 draw is reached. Maybe the
study should have ended with 26...a2 27.Kc1
stalemate instead.

[HH: I'm afraid I cooked this study in 2018:
4.Re3 b1Q 5.Rc5+ Kb2 6.Rbs+ Ka1 7.Rxb1+ Kxb1
8. Kxd2 draws].

Can you find new good settings for the
Wurzburg-Plachutta - or new ideas for the
standard Plachutta by White or Black? Send
them to me after their publication (no origi-
nals, please).

Obituary:
Timothy Whitworth
(31vii1932 — 17iv2019)

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

Without any doubt, Timothy Whitworth
was the most accurate person in endgame study
composition ever (see below). Timothy and I
corresponded quite frequently (also by e-mail,
but he seemed to prefer letters). His first letter
to me dates from 19viiiig94 and his last letter
from 2i2019 (he would have loved such details)
i.e. almost 25 years later. In his last letter, a reply
to my invitation to become a Friend of EG, he
wrote that he was terminally ill, which came as
a shock to me, although I knew he had moved
house earlier and had to dispose of his chess
archive. Although I never met Timothy in per-
son, it feels as though a very good friend of
mine has passed away.

I am grateful to John Beasley who allowed
me to quote some details from his obituary -
which John rightfully calls a tribute - of Timo-
thy published on his website http://www.jsbea-
sley.co.uk/ochess/timothywhitworth.pdf and
this is very worthwhile reading, e.g. regarding
Timothy’s contribution to Endgame Magic that

he co-authored with John. That is probably the
best book on endgame studies ever (for my re-
view on the 2017 edition - with to my taste too

few changes to the 1996 second edition - see
EG212).

Timothy was a teacher (History and lat-
er Economics and Political Studies) for more
than 30 years.

Endgame study friends will remember Tim-
othy especially for his book legacy. Apart from
the enjoyable Endgame Magic, he wrote an-
thologies about the great classical composers
Kubbel (1984), Mattison (1987), Gulyaev/Grin
(1991), the Platov brothers (1994), with updat-
ed editions for Mattison (1997), and Kubbel
(2004), and postscripts (2010-2014). Further-
more he published a book with the excellent ti-
tle The Best of Bent (1993, postscript 2006) and
a small collection of his own studies (2007).

In none of his book titles did Timothy
use the word “complete” Probably he didn't



Obituary: Timothy Whitworth (31vii1932 - 17iv2019)

because one never knows but I can tell from
my own experience that it is almost impossi-
ble to find a “new” study by Kubbel, Mattison
or the Platovs. When Timothy was working on
a book, he of course consulted books written
by others. But he never took the information
he found there, e.g. on primary sources, for
granted. Instead he travelled to libraries, e.g.
he frequented the chess collection of the Roy-
al Library in The Hague, to check the original
source, and took photocopies home with him.
He did not restrict himself to books or maga-
zines, but also attempted to find more difficult
sources like newspapers. When he was moving
house in 2017 he offered me his archive instead
of throwing them into a bin for recycling. I am
still amazed how organized he was.

With the advent of internet access to digi-
tal collection of newspapers, I expected to find
several new studies, e.g. by Mattison, in several
Baltic State newspapers but whenever I spotted
an original in one of Mattison’s chess columns,
in most cases it was not “new”. And in the rare
exceptions where I did find something new
(e.g. a version), Timothy was not disappointed
but enthusiastic. Of course I gave him direc-
tions on how to browse the newspapers him-
self, but he did not feel comfortable with these
digital sources (“I looked at the www.periodika.
lv website and managed to look at a few pages

beyond the Home page, but I do not think I
shall be venturing further into this labyrinth”).

Timothy composed approximately 35 stud-
ies. His greatest success was this one:

W.1 T. Withworth
1st/2nd prize Assiac MT 1987
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1.g7 Ray+ 2.Kf6 Bes+ 3.Kxe5 Rxgy After
the introduction, it seems obvious that the win
must come from wPhé. But pushing it imme-
diately is wrong: 4.h6? Rhy 5.5f7 Kg4 6.Bb3 Khs
7.Bd1+ Kgé6 8.Bc2+ Kxf7 9.Bxhy, but e.g. 9...c4
draws. Therefore 4.5f7! Kg4 and now 5.Kf6!
But after 5...Rh7 wPhs is deemed. However,
6.Kg6 Rxhs 7.Be6+ Kh4 8.Bc4 zz, domination.
Itis pity that there is not a try with the zz with
reversed colours (EG#07639).

The endgame study world has lost a very
good friend but he left us several monuments,
so we will never forget him.
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Obituary:
Teun Balemans
(18xii1951 - 3iv2019)

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

Although we both lived in the province of
Noord-Brabant, I have never met Anton (Teun)
Balemans in person. He was a very good o.t.b.
player (ELO around 2300) and made it into
the Eindhoven first team which played in the
Dutch first league.

Sadly Teun suffered from agoraphobia which
worsened and eventually completely confined
him to his house from approximately 1975
when I was still a junior chess player. Obvious-
ly, his interest in endgame studies made it pos-
sible for him to continue his passion for chess.
In 1993 he published a very good book about
pawn endings and corresponding squares:
De Compositie van het Eindspel, a title which,
curiously, to me seems to be very difficult to
translate in English (e.g. it does not translate
as Endgame Study Composition). Perhaps his
book still deserves an international readership,
and I'm afraid that would be English. Especial-
ly in this case it would be better if everybody
would change to Dutch as the lingua franca -
which would perhaps be a very different, but
possibly a better Brexit — even for the British.
When it still should be English (for the book!),
I already look forward to reading its title.

The other corresponding square experts on
pawn endings of ARVES were Buijs and Hen-
driks. There was an almost scientific polemic
(although friendly) between Balemans and
Buijs & Hendriks on this topic in EBUR, elabo-
rating on the findings of experts from the past
regarding static pawn positions as our ARVES
heroes were also considering non-static posi-
tions. As I was editor of EBUR at the time, their
manuscripts sometimes gave me a headache
having to include the corresponding markings

in the diagrams, when computer tools were
still at their infancy.

Teun did send me a series of letters and also
phoned me from time to time, and from these
contacts I concluded that he was a very nice
person. E-mailing was not his piece of cake:
he sent me exactly three e-mails: in 2008, 2012
and 2016. The last one included a 33 (!!) page
article in Raadsheer no. 3 1995-1996, the club
magazine of his chess club Eindhoven. In the
accompanying e-mail, Teun wrote that, de-
spite the other material he published, he had
never attempted to summarize his insights of
the corresponding square theory. So he did -
in a club magazine... Will someone volunteer
to translate and comment on Teun’s article in
English? Buijs & Hendriks, perhaps? I would
most certainly consider publication in EG.

Teun was a (part-time) journalist, and also
wrote on endgame studies in Schaaknieuws, a
famous Dutch chess magazine — with most of
its editors from Eindhoven. Furthermore, he
was an excellent writer with an entertaining
style. He should have written much more about
endgame studies. After he was diagnosed with
prostate cancer, he spent some time in a hos-
pice when he became terminally ill. As he was
doing better than expected he was sent home
again, where he passed away the very next day
after an unfortunate fall.

Teun published more than 50 endgame
studies (there are 64 in HHdAbV including
corrections).

The following is translated (by me) from the
article in Raadsheer mentioned above:

“The so-called T-system plays an impor-
tant role in the corresponding square theory.



Obituary: Teun Balemans (18xii1951 - 3iv2019)

Positions with a T-system are characterized by
the fact that the attacking block of the strongest
side has four squares arranged in a typical for-
mat: the front part consists of three connected
squares while the rear part is one square in the
middle. The defending side has a ‘normal’ sym-
metrical block of four squares.

B.1 N.D. Grigoriev
Source unknown 1932
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This study, by the hand of the legendary pawn
wizard Grigoriev dates from 1932. White wins
by: 1.Ke4! Now Black should defend by playing
the bK to f8, but unfortunately is already there:
1...Ke8 2.Kf4 Kf8 3.Kgs5 Kf7 4.Kf5 Ke7 5.Kg6
Kf8 6.Khy Kf7 7.g5 and wins simply”.

Teun apparently had also confused the edi-
tor of Raadsheer, and sent me the picture cor-
recting the diagram in the article, which I re-
produce here as a curiosity.

May he rest in peace.
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The 1929 USSR Study Championship

History

With the incredible boom in composition in
the USSR in the years 1925-1930 it is not sur-
prising that an individual championship was
organized as early as 1929. The results, at least
in the study section (there were also sections for
two- and three-movers), were not so convincing -
maybe it explains why there was no other cham-
pionship until 1946.

I have not seen any announcement of this
championship. Logically, it must have been
announced by mid-1930, maybe earlier, but
composers could not choose their best works
before publication of all awards (for instance,
the final award of the 1929 Shakhmatny Listok
tourney was not published until 25vi1930). The
results of the championship were published in
three successive issues of 64 (from 30ivi931 un-
til 30vi1g931).

The format had several drawbacks: the worst
problem, in my opinion, was that it was based
on one year only (1929), even if the rule was not
strictly followed (at least two studies published in
1928 were accepted...). Not all composers could
submit three or four excellent studies. There
were prolific composers (Gorgiev with around
55 studies in 1929 and Herbstman and Korolk-
ov with around 20-25 each...) but they were not
the majority. And some composers published no
studies at all in 1929 (Liburkin, Simkhovich).

Let us assume that composers with
prize-winning studies were best able to take
part in the contest. (of course, we all know
honourable mentions that are better than prize
winners!). I browsed all the awards of all 1929
tourneys. Of course, I did not take into account
the unsoundnesses discovered after 1931. 21 So-
viet composers won at least one prize (I count
the Sarychev brothers as a single composer, the
same for the Platovs - in the two-movers sec-
tions, the Pimenov brothers were considered
as one participant). We can first exclude the

BY ALAIN PALLIER

studies in collaboration. Among the remain-
ing 17, five composers had no other ‘decent’
study(ies) to submit. Even composers with two
prize winners could consider that their other
studies were not worth entering in the com-
petition: this was probably the case for Birnov,
Kaminer, Grigoriev, Neishtadt, the Sarychevs
(who had the misfortune to see their 1st prize
in the Shakhmatny Listok tourney eliminated
from the final award). None of them took part
in the championship.

This leaves us with a shortlist of 7 composers
(with, in brackets, the number of prizes): Gor-
giev (1), Gurvich (3), Herbstman (2), Korolkov
(6), Kubbel (5), Troitzky (2) and Zalkind (4).

As we know, Lazar Zalkind was arrested in
August 1930. As an economist, he was judged
in the Menshevik Trial (March 1931). It was a
shock for many composers (also shocking was,
I presume, the article about ‘traitor Zalkind’
signed by Herbstman, Umnov and Proskurnin
(64, no. 5-6, 30iii1931).

The absence of Leonid Kubbel was the other sa-
lient feature of the contest. He was the only com-
poser able to win 1st place in all 3 sections. Why
was he absent? This has to do with the Zadachy
y Etyudy case. Also, in mid-1930, the All-Union
Association of Chess Problems and Study Lov-
ers was disbanded. It was a top-down decision:
Krylenko considered that the association was il-
legal. The last issue of Zadachy y Etyudy (no. 8)
was published in April or May 1930.

In their book about Kubbel, Vladimirov and
Fokin write thatissue 9 of Zadachy y Etyudy was
ready, with a tribute to Kubbel (with, amongst
others, the award of a JT for three-movers,
articles by Troitzky, Palkoska and Weenink).
After that blow, Kubbel felt seriously ill and
for the next two years he ceased more or less
composing.
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The 1929 USSR Study Championship

This leaves us with only 5 ‘logical’ com-
posers for this championship. Nevertheless,
Kasparyan, Gulyaev and Somov, who had not
the slightest chance of achieving a high rank-
ing, decided to take part.

With 8 participants, each study received
7 marks and the sum of these 7 gave the to-
tal score. Participants had to rank studies in 3
groups: the first 10 studies would receive a mark
from 1to 10. Less appreciated studies would get
15 points, and, for those in 3rd group, 20 points.
With a total of 35 studies (average of 4,37 per
composer), we do not know whether all com-
posers submitted 4 or 5 studies or whether they
could submit more than 5, with others submit-
ting only 3 for instance.

Unfortunately, the table of ratings covers up
only the best 10 studies. The 25 other studies
remain ‘unknown.

1. Korolkov 1st prize Pravda 1929, 18 points
2. Gurvich 1st prize Izvestia 1929, 28 points

3. Korolkov 1st-2nd prize North Cauucasian
Tourney 1929, 40,5 points

4. Gorgiev 2nd prize Shakhmaty 1929/1, 48
points

5. Koroklov 1st prize (and special prize) Za-
dachy y Etyudy, 1928-29 48,5 points

6. Gurvich 2nd prize Trud 1928-1929, 49,5
points

7. Troitzky 1st special honourable mention
Shakhmatny Listok 1929, 58 points

8. Gorgiev s5th-6th prize North Caucasian
Ty 1929, 63 points

9-10. Gurvich 4th honourable mention Isz-
vestia 1929, 80 points

9-10. Kasparyan 4th honourable mention
Shakhmatny Listok 1929, 80 points.

Korolkov won the title (107 points), ahead of
Gurvich (157,5) and Gorgiev (193). The ranking
of the other composers is not known.

Two studies clearly stood out from the field.
Korolkov’s study received only very positive
marks, between 1 (Gorgiev, Kasparyan and So-
mov-Nasimovich) and 6 (Gurvich). Gurvich’s
study received 6 very positive marks, between 1
(Herbstman and Gulyaev) and 5 (Somov) and a

rather poor rating (15 points), given by Troitz-
ky. Had Troitzky given a score of 4, Gurvich’s
study would have finished first.

By the way, Troitzky was the most severe
judge for the top 10 studies. At the opposite,
Gurvich was the most benevolent- among his
7 marks, there was only one 15 (for Kasparyan’s
study).

Here are first the 3 studies:

P.a V. Korolkov
1st prize Pravda 1929-1930
1st place USSR Study Championship 1929
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1.Rd2+ (1.Bxh3? Bf3+ 2.Bg2 f1Q mate) 1
Kc1 (1..Kxd2 2.Qh6+ Kc2 3.Qxh3 and White
wins) 2.Rdi+ (Rc2+? Kby;) 2...Kxdi (Bxdi;
Qhé6+) 3.Bag+ b3! (3...Ke1 4.Bxb4g+ Sc3 5.Bxc3+
Kf1 6.Bbs Bxbs 7.Qc8 and White wins) 4.Bxb3+
Ke1 5.Bbg+ Sc3 6.Bxc3+ Kf1 7.Bcq! (7.Bds5?
Bf3+ 8.Bxf3 stalemate) 7..Bxcq4 8.Qcs Bd3
9.Qbs! (9.Qc6 (Qds)? Beg+ 10. Qxeq stale-
mate) 9...Bxbs 10 b8S Bd3 11.a8B (11.a8Q?
Be4+ 12.Qxe4 stalemate) 11...Be2 12.f8R (12.
£8Q? Bf3+ 13.Qxf3 stalemate) wins.

P2 A. Gurvich
1st prize Izvestia 1929
2nd place USSR Study Championship 1929
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1.Sbs+ Kes 2.Bh1 Bf8 3.Say Bxbg 4.Sc6+
Kf4 5.5xbgq Kg3 6.5f1+ Kf2 7.8d2 Sg2 8.Sd3+
Kg1 9.5f3+ Kxh1 10.5f2 mate.

Chéron found two cooks (Journal de Genéve
13111951): 2.Bc6 Bf8 and now 3.Sg4+ ! Kf4 4.5f6
and White wins; and 2.Bf1! Kf4 (Bf8; Sg4+) 3.Bc4
Bf8 4.Sc7 Bxb4 5.5d5+ Kg3 6.5f1+ Kf2 7.5xb4 and
White wins. Fortunately, he was able to repair
the study :

P.3 A. Gurvich,
correction A .Chéron, Lehr- und Handbuch
der Endspiele (1952), Vol 11, page 449,
diagram #1402
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1.Bh1! Bd2 2.Sa7y etc.

P.4 V. Korolkov

1st/2nd prize 1st North Caucasian Ty 1929

3rd place USSR Study Championship 1929
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1.g6! (1.e8Q? Sxe8 2.a8Q Bfs 3.Qxe8 Bg6
mate) 1...f5 2.Bbs Se8! 3.Bxe8 Bxa6 4.Bbs!
Bxbs 5.e8R! (5.8Q%? Be2+ 6.Qxe2 stalemate)
5...Bxe8 6.a8R! and White wins.

Troitzky’s study (7th place) was the most

divisive one. Two composers (Gurvich and...

Korolkov!) gave it 1 point, 2 (Kasparyan, So-
mov) gave 3 points. But Herbstman and

Gulyaev gave 15 and Gorgiev 20. In his essay
Chess Poetry, Gurvich is very elogious about
this ‘great’ study (‘grandiozny’ in Russian) and
he devotes two full pages to it. Ironically, the
study is unsound:

P.5 A.Troitzky
1st special honourable mention
Shakhmatny Listok 1929
7th place USSR Study Championship
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Here is the main line (sublines are also du-
alistic): 1.Bh6! Kg8 2.Se4 Kf7 3.S¢5 Kg6 4.Bf8
hs! 5.Kc2 Kf5 6.Bd6 Kg4 7.Kd2 Kf3 8.Ke1 Kg2
9.Be7 Kg3 10.Kf1 Kf3 11.Bd6 Ke3 12.Bes Kd2
13.Kg2 Kc2 14.Kh3 Kb1 15.Kh4 Ka2 16.Kxhs
Ka3 17.Bc3 wins.

The author gave 8.Bey? Kf4 draw, without
further analysis, but after 9.Bf6! White wins
(the intended idea was 9.Ke2? Kes! 10.Kf3 Kds
and the bK saves Ba8). Later in the solution, af-
ter 8...Kg2 9.Bey Kg3, 10.Kf1 is given but also
10.Ke2, 10.Bf6, or 10.Bg5 win. And there are
other duals...

The studies ranked 9-10 are clearly weaker
(80 points, average mark: 11,45): this makes
us sceptical on how the other 25 studies were
appreciated...

With three studies among the five first
ranked studies, this was a triumph for Vladimir
Korolkov. Gurvich, who had probably thought
that he would be the winner, wrote a long arti-
cle in 64 (no. 13-14, 30viii1931). His views about
the study are well known and were expanded
in an essay, Shakhmatnaya Poeziya, published
in the collection Sovietsky Shakhmatny Etyud
(1955), and enriched in Gurvich’s collection of
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studies (1961). The article in 64 is the starting
point for this essay.

In his article, entitled Ha BbICIIYIO CTyIIeHD
(towards the highest level), Gurvich, in his in-
cisive and provocative style, criticized a general
lack of seriousness in the approach of the eval-
uation of studies. After pointing out several
discrepancies in the scores, he underlined the
behaviour of ‘comrade Troitzky” who, in a let-
ter to the championship organizer, confessed
that he had hesitated a long time and that he
had even thought that he could rank Korolk-
ov’s winning study in the second group, with
15 points. In the last part of the article, Gurvich
criticized the Korolkov study, saying that its
ranking represented the victory of the ‘mecha-
nistic style. He concluded his article with a call
for a ‘cultural revolution, by creating an ‘inven-
tive method’ in order to end the ‘reading of the
tea leaves’

I am not aware of official reactions, at least
at the time, from any of his 7 colleagues. But
R. Aleksandrov, in charge of the composition
column of Shakhmaty v SSSR, answered with
an article (February 1932) in which he defend-
ed Koroklov’s study. Gurvich replied in 64
(May 1932)... Does this polemic explain why

Gurvich all but ceased composing in the next
years?

He won the 6th championship of composi-
tion (1959-1961 period) ahead of Kasparyan but
died in November 1962, five months before the
official publication of the results.

Sources

P. Valois: Editorial EG 4 (April 1966): for a
summary of Gurvich’s views and respective po-
sitions of Korolkov, Kasparyan and Herbstman.

AS. Gurvich : Shakhmatnaya Poeziya
(Chess Poetry) in Sovietsky Shakhmatny Etud
(Moscow 1955) or in Etyudy (Moscow 1961)

R.M. Kofman : All-union championships of
chess composition, Moscow 1956

Y. Vladimirov, Y. Fokin: Leonid Kubbel, Mos-
COw 1984.

Most of the issues of 64 (years 1924-1935) are
available on the website of the Russian Nation-
al Electronical Library:

https://ua6.pd/collections/344_period-
icheskie_izdaniya_vykhodivshie_v_sss-
r_v_1921_1930_gg/ (the link can be found on V.
Kotesovec’s website kotesovec.cz)
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Computer

Data-mining of EGTB is an old idea. The pro-
gram Wilhelm from years 2001-6 could be used
to find interesting moments (mates, stalemates,
zugzwangs, underpromotions, only moves, cor-
ner moves) in the Nalimov tablebases up to 6
pieces. The original Wilhelm download link does
not exist anymore, so while preparing this arti-
cle - I prepared a mirror on my homepage.

What is SEE?

As we reported in EG214, Arpad Rusz is
working on specialized software called Syzy-
gy Endgame Explorer (SEE) for data-mining
Syzygy tablebases including the 7-piece ones.
While Wilhelm used concept programming
by example, Arpad’s ultimate goal is to make
a CQL-alike query of Syzygyzy bases possi-
ble. Currently, SEE is an experimental version
based on a Stockfish engine.

The first SEE beta versions have been free-
ly available since March 2019. Controlling
the engine by UCI commands is not very us-
er-friendly so I wrote a simple interface named
VisualSee. It is also freely downloadable.

Using and options

Your first task is to enter a zone for the pieces,
and their interactions: X attacks Y, some zone
is attacked by White, empty square, ... .

The second basic SEE stone are evaluations:
mate, stalemate, zugzwang, win, loss or draw.

Then you can start the SEE engine but the
run times differ a lot. With strong restrictions
(small zones) it could take minutes or hours,
but searching a whole constellation could even
take a month to finish!

BY EMIL VLASAK

The most interesting option is searching for
a sequence of single White moves that ends in
a position of interest; Wilhelm did not have
anything like this.

Examples

I tried using SEE to solve a known chess
puzzle: White has only a single king. Black has
three pawns, un-doubled. Black is to move and
yet he can’t win.

This is the SEE script:

[Tablebase “Kkppp’]
[Output TXT “result.txt”]
[Position “1”

[Piece3 “fileG”]
[Piece4 “fileE”]
[Pieces “fileH”]
[SideToMove “black”]
[

Eval “draw”]

V.

. . %
77K
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g2h8 0000.03 1/4 BTM cannot win
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The result Vi is found quickly. It is less
known that there is a similar solution with Kh3
instead of Kga.

Then I also tried to rediscover my older idea
with an unexpected zugzwang and, after some
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discussion with Arpéd, I succeeded. Here is a
new solver-friendly version:

V.2 Emil Vlasik

Kd7 8.Rf7+ Ke8 9.Rb7 Qd4+ 10.Ka8 Qds 11.e4
Rxas) 3..Kxd3 4.Rf3+ Kd2 5.Rxc3 Rxa6+
6.Kb7!! (6.Kxa6? Kxc3 7.5g6 b2 8.Sges biQ zz,
Black wins) 6...Kxc3 7.Kxa6 b2 8.Sg6 bi1Q

Original

9.Sge5 zz, BTM! 9...Qb2 10.Sd7 draws.

Links

http://vlasak.biz/wilhelm.htm Wilhelm
download

https://ruszchessstudies.blogspot.
com/2019/03/syzygy-endgame-explorer-see-
first.html SEE blog A. Rusz

http://vlasak.biz/vsee.htm SEE and Visual SEE

?
1.Ra6+ Kby4 2.S¢c6+ Kxc4 3.exd3+ (3.Rfg+? Vlasak

Kcs 4.Rf5+ Kd6 5.Sa5+ Kc7! 6. Rf7+ Kc8! 7.Rf8+

x\
x\
x\
x\

///7

.
7%//%
<1§]]/7//
O 5y
»@%///

& ARVES
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x\
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please visit www.arves.org!
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Quality Control

While preparing the previous article on
three knights, I came across an interesting but
incorrect study by Selman in which the trio ap-
pears on both sides.

P.aJ. Selman
Sach 1940

7 7 7
7, %7 7,

gyde
i
AT
Q 7 /
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\
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§\
\

»

\

@W///

a3h7 0008.22 5/5 Draw?

1.Sgf5 Sc3 2.f7 b2 3.£85+! After 3.8Q? baS!
mate. 3...Kh8 4.Sfg6+ Khy 5.5{8+ draw with
perpetual check.

The study collapses after 1...Sab4! 2.f7 Sc2+
3.Ka4 Scs+ 4.Kas Sd7 and Black wins.

Also there is the extra solution 1.Se6! Sc3
2.5g5+ Khé 3.f7 Sbi+ 4.Kag Scs+ 5.Kbg Sdy
6.5f3 draw.

Mario Garcia corrected the study by add-
ing wPc3, wBh3 and bRfy (Estudios Artisticos
de Ajedrez 2012) with the solution: 1.Bfs+! Rxfs5
2.5gxfs5 Sxc3 etc.

I tried to make the correction more econom-
ical and managed to do this but only at the cost
of too much analytical complexity. In the end, I
changed colors and stipulation. Try to solve the
following study yourself; you know the theme,
the third promoted knight gives mate.

(P.2) 1.a5 Sce2! (Kxc6 2.5d8+ Kdy 3.b7 Kcy
4.a6 wins) 2.Bxf3! (Sb4?? g3 mate;) 2...gxf3

BY JAROSLAV POLASEK

3.Sbg! The thematic try is 3.5fd8+?! Ka6 4.by 2
5.b8Q f15+! 6.Kh1 Sfg3+ 7.Kh2 Sfi+ with perpet-
ual check. 3...f2 4.Sd6+ Ka8 5.b7+ Ka7 6.Sc6+
Kaé6 7.b8S! mate 7.b8Q? f1S+ 8.Kh1 Sfg3+ 9.Kh2
Sfi+ draws.

P.2 Jaroslav Polasek after Selman

Original
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h2b7 0018.22 6/5 Win
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The well-known Czech chess composer Jo-
sef Hasek (1897-1976) had brilliant ideas that
seemed to extra-terrestrial. Don’t mix him up
with the writer Jaroslav Hasek (* 1883), the au-
thor of the world-famous Svejk. Unfortunately,
with his arty nature, the composers did not al-
ways find enough time to analyse the studies
tully. Jiti Vesely remembers Hadek nicely in his
book Bilocerné vzpomindni (White and Black
Remembrance), Prague 2008, pp. 123-127.

It would be a pity if Hasek’s ideas were lost,
so I tried to reconstruct several of his studies.

Let us start with Josef Hasek’s favourite
theme - the fortress. These are mostly blocked
positions in which the stronger side cannot
win despite the enormous material superiori-
ty. Here is one of Hasek’s most famous fortress
study with an introduction by me - the block-
ade is created during the fight.
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P.3 Jaroslav Polasek after Hasek
Original

Bl
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a2g8 0401.77 10/9 BTM, Draw

1...e5! Black’s pawns are dangerous. The only
chance of rescuing is stalemate. White must
block the position, get rid of his pieces, and
reach square e2 with his king in time to de-
fend wPg2 from f1. 2.Sh6+ Kh7! After 2..Kg7
3.Rxa6 draws: gxf2 4.5fs5+ Kf7 5.Sg3 with per-
petual check or stalemate, e.g. 5...fxg3 6.Ray+
Kg6 7.Ra6+ Kgs 8.Re6 f1Q (fiR) 9.Rg6+ Khs
10.Rg6+ etc. 3.Rf7+ Hopeless is 3.5g4? gxf
4.Rt7+ Kg8!. After 3.£32 Rxf6 4.Sf5 and White
lacks one tempo, e.g. 4...Rg6 5.Kb1 Rgs 6.Kc1
Rhs 7.Shg4 Rxhg 8.Kdi Rh2! 3..Kxh6 4.f3!!
This is a surprising move. The seemingly nat-
ural 4.fxg3? leads to a hopeless rook’s ending,
e.g. 4... Rg6 5.gxf4 exf4 6.Rxf4 Rxg2 7.Kb1 Rg1+
8.Kaz Rc1 9.Rf2 Kgs 10.e5 Re1. 4...Ra8 4...Kg6
5.Re7! Ra8 6.Re6+ Kg7 7.Re7+ Kg6 8.Re6+ Kgs
9.Rxe5+ with perpetual check (bK mustn't let
wR go on file h).

Hasek’s study (2nd prize Ceskoslovensky
Sach 1937) started in this position with a small
difference wRf7-> 6, bKh6-> h7. 5.Kb1, and:

— Kg6 6.Rhy! Kxhy 7.Kc1 Kg6 8.Kdi1 Rh8
9.Ke2 Rh2 10.Kf1 Rhi1+ 11.Ke2 draws, or:

— Rh8 6.Rf8! Rxf8 7.Kc1 Rh8 8.Kd1 Kgs 9.Ke2
Rh2 10.Kf1 draws.

Other reconstruction of Hasek studies can
be found in my articles “Dobyvani pevnos-
ti” (Conquest of Fortresses) in Ceskoslovensky
Sach no. 6 and 7/2018. Three of them even ap-
peared in the award for 2018.

In the following study, Hasek discovered
a nice theme to which he added a romantic
introduction.

P.4 Josef Hasek
Revista de Romana de Sah 1928
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c3e8 0071.22 5/5 Win

1.Bb8! Bxb8 (1..Kdy 2.Bxd6 Kxe6 3.Bes!
bs 4.a7) 2.f7+ Kxf7 3.8d8+ Ke7 4.Sxc6+ Kd7y
5.5xb8+ Kc7 (5...Kc8 6.5d7 bs 7.Sb6+ Kb8 8.Sds
Ka7 9.Sb4 Kb6 10.Kd4 Ka7 11.Kcs5 c3 12.Kxbs)
6.Sd7! bs 7.Kb4! Kc6 8.Kas! ¢3 9.Sc¢5! ¢2 10.a7
c1Q 11.a8Q+ Kxcs (11..Kcy 12.Qb7y+ Kdé6
13.Qd7+ Kes 14.Sd3+) 12.Qc8+ Black loses the
queen, White wins.

However, the study is not correct, the fancy
first move is not the only one, also 1. Bxb6! wins:
Kdy 2.Sgs or also 1.f7+! Kdy (1..Kxf7 2.5d8+
Ke7 3.Sxc6+ Kd7 4.Sd4) 2.f8Q Bxf8 3.5xf8+ Key
4.Sg6+ Kf6 5.5f4! Bbs 6.Sd5+ Kes 7.Sb4.

Originally, I didn’t want to correct this study,
as I thought it is impossible. In addition, I did
not like the combination of romantic introduc-
tion and the remarkable analytical ending. The
non-playing bBc6 bothered me too. I managed
to process this motif in a miniature and enrich
it with reciprocal zugzwang.

P.5 Jaroslav Polasek after Hasek
Original
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After the obvious introduction 1.Ses+ Kc7
2.26 bs 3.Sd7! c4+ White is at crossroads. After
the apparently natural 4.Kc3?! Kc6 5.Kb4 Kc7 he
is in zugzwang, e.g. 6.5c5 Kb6 7.Kc3 Kay draws,
or 6. Kas c3 7.Sc5 c2 8.Sbz Kb8 9.Kxbs Kay
draw, because White can’t strengthen his posi-
tion. Therefore, White must lost tempo 4.Kd4!
Kc6 5.Kc3 Kcy This is Hasek’s position. 6.Kbg4
zz Kc6 After 6..Kc8 is the simplest way to win
is 7.S5cs5 Kb8 8.Se4 Kay 9.Kxbs, while Hasek
continued 7.Sb6+ Kb8 8.Sds! to win the same
way. 7.Kas c¢3 8.S¢s! 2 9.a7 c1Q 10.a8Q+ Kxc5
11.Qc8+ Black loses the queen, White wins.

P.6 Josef Hasek
correction J. Poldsek, original
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e3e8 0071.22 5/5 Win

Only while writing this article did I discov-
er how to correct HaseK’s original study. 1.Bb8!
Both the extra solutions don’t work now: 1.{7+?
Kxf7 2.5d8+ Ke7 3.Sxc6+ Kd6 4.Sd4 Kcs draws;
1.Bxb6? Bgi+. 1...Bxb8 1..Bgi+ 2.Ke2 Bds
3.5c7+ or 2...c3 3.f7+ Kxf7 4.8d8+. 2.f7+ Kxf7
3.5d8+ Ke7 4.Sxc6+ Kd7 5.Sxb8+ Kc7 6.Sd7
bs 7.Kd4 etc.

P.7 Josef Hasek
Svobodné Slovo 1955
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g6g8 3143.31 6/5 Win

1.Rg7+ Bxg7y 2.Bf7+ Sxf7 (2...Kf8 3.e7+ Qxey
4.fxg7 mate) 3.exf7+ Kf8 4.fxg7+ Ke7 5.£8Q+!
Qxf8 6.d6+ Ke8 7.d7+ Key 8.gxf8Q+ Kxf8
9.d8Q mate.

Hasek first published this study in Ceskoslov-
ensky Sach 1953 where the whole position was
shifted by a column to the right. That allowed
the extra solution 1.Ray Qxg6+ 2.Kxg6 Sxf8+
3.Kh6 {3 4.f7 or 1...Bf7 2.Bg7+ Kg8 3.gxf7+ Qxt7
4.Ra8+ Sf8 5.Rxf8+ Qxf8 6.Bxf8 Kxf8 7.e6 f3
8.7+ Kf7 9.e8Q+ Kxe8 10.Kg7.

The introduction in romantic style seems
somewhat unnatural to me. However, I be-
came interested in the idea of this study where
two white pawns win against the bQ. I have de-
veloped this idea in a more economical form
and have added an excelsior of a white pawn.

P.8 Jaroslav Polasek

Dedicated to the memory of ]. Hadek
Original
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1.5f7 After 1.g7? Qd8 2.e4+ Kxes 3.g8Q Black
draws: 3...Qh4+ 4.Kg6 Qga+ 5.Kf7 Qdy+ with
perpetual check. 1...Qf8+! Black forces the clo-
sure of the main diagonal to threaten perpetu-
al check. (1...Qf67? 2.e4+ Kxe4 3.h8Q wins 2.g7
Qb8! 3.e4+ 3.g8Q7 Qh2+ 4.Kg7 Qg3+ 5.Kf8
Qb8+ 6.Ke7 Qc7+ 7.Ke8 Qc6+ 8.Kd8 Qb6+
draw - perpetual check. 3...Kf6 4.e5+ Kxf7
This is Hasek’s position. 5.g8Q+! Qxg8 6.6+
Kf8 7.e7+ Kf7 8.hxg8Q+ Kxg8 9.e8Q mate.

If you don't like the small duals 9.Kg6 or
9.e8R+ replace bPay with bSa6 in the initial
position then the final move will be the only
one and the excelsior clean, but in my opinion
the non-playing bS is not worth it.
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final position during play. Perhaps the natural

P.g Josef Hasek
position will appeal to practical players.

Sachové uméni 1972

%/ //// %//
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a2a4 0000.36 4/7 Draw?
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\

1.f5 and:

— exf5 2.g5 £xg5 3.€5 g4 4.€6 g3 5.e7 g2 6.8Q
g1Q 7.Qa8+ Kb4 8.Qa3+ Kc4 9.Qc1+ Qxc1
stalemate, or:

— gxfs 2.e5 fxes 3.85 e4 4.6 €3 5.87 €2 6.g8Q
e1Q 7.Qa8+ Kb4 8.Qa3z+ Kc4 9.Qc1+ Qxc1
stalemate.

The study is not correct, Black wins by move
7...Qas in the second line.

Prof. Foft proposed a correction in
Ceskoslovensky Sach 3/1973 - he moved the
kingside pawns one file to the right. I used his
correction in the following study. I removed
the unnecessary black queenside pawns and I
added a short introduction. The pawn break-
through is better hidden and the wK gets to the

P.o Jaroslav Polasek after Hasek
Original

Z Z
) /%% /%%
Y. /% %% /% 7

KLY BAT

7,

ww o Y

Z

cl1a5 0000.55 6/6/ Draw

7 7

_

N

1.Kb2! White doesn’t play immediately 1.g5?
hxgs 2.f5 gxh4 3.fxg6 h3 4.g7 h2 5.axbg+ Kxbg
6.g8Q h1Q+ because Black wins the queen’s
ending. 1...Kagq! 2.gs5! bxa3z+ 3.Ka2 hxgs 4.f5
gxf5 5.h5 f4 6.h6 {3 7.h7 2 8.h8Q f1Q 9.Qa8+
Kb4 10.Qxa3+ Kxc4 11.Qc1+ Qxc1 stalemate.

All of these studies with detailed analy-
ses can be found at www.sach.cz/download/
eg217_jp.pgn

You can also download the special issue of
BESN no. 14 (1999) from http://www.jsbeas-
ley.co.uk/besn/s14.pdf in which John Beasley
analyses 17 studies by Hasek, especially pawn
endings.
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The informal tourney (all the 29 studies appeared in Variantim during 2016) was judged by Yehu-
da Hoch, but tourney director Ofer Comay supplied the studies in anonymous form. Gady Costeft
was consulted for a soundness and originality check. The tourney also served as Israel Ring Ty 2016.

The award appeared in Variantim no. 74 iv2018. There was no mention of a confirmation time

(the 2nd prize is unsound!).

No 22364 G. Costeff
1st prize

%% 7 /% /%

f4d8 0410.87 11/9 Win

No 22364 Gady Costeft  (USA/Israel).
1.e7+/1 Ke8 2.6 hxgs+/ii 3.Kes/iii Rxf6 4.Kxf6
f1Q+ 5.Ke6 Qa1 6.e3 g1Q 7.Be2 Qgb1 8.g4 zz,
and:

— Qab2 9.Bxbs+ Qxbs 10.Rh8 mate, or:
— Qbb2 9.Rh8+ Qxh8 10.Bxbs mate.

i) 1.Kes Re8 2.f6 f1Q 3.Kd6 Kc8 4.e7+ Kb8
5.f7 Rxe7 6.Kxe7 g1Q and Black wins.

ii) 1Q+ 3.Kes Qa1+ 4.Ke6 wins.
iii) Thematic try: 3.Kxgs? Rxf6 4.Kxf6 fiQ+

5.Ke6 Qa1 6.e3 g1Q 7.Be2 Qgb1 8.g4 g5 zz, Black
wins.

White executes the Plachutta theme by zug-
zwang, and not in the usual manner by a piece
sacrifice in the focal square. This theme ap-
pears sometimes in direct problems under the
name

Waurzburg-Plachutta, but it is extremely rare
in studies. This was done before with two rooks
(in an entirely different position) but not with
two queens, as is shown here. The thematic try
3.Kxg5 enhances the study’s value and demon-
strates the full extent of the mutual zugzwang
position”.

No 22365 V. Tarasiuk
and prize
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No 22365 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Rxb3 d3 (f2; Bbs) 2.Rxd3 f2 3.c3 iQ 4.Rd1
Qxd1 5.Bxd1 gxh3 6.bg h2 7Bf3 hiQ 8.Bxhi
Kxhi1 9.Kf2/i Kh2 10.Kf3 Kh3 11.bxas bxas 12.c4
a4 13.c5 a3 14.c6 a2 15.c7 a1Q 16.c8Q+ Khyg
17.Qg4 mate.

i) 9.Kf3? Kh2 10.Kf2 Kh3 11.bxas bxas 12.c4
a4 13.¢5 a3 14.¢6 a2 15.c7 a1Q draws.

“The high placement of this study is due,
partly, to the fact that it is congruent with my
personal taste. It is a study in a yesteryear style,
demonstrating an interesting play and a finale,
in which Black is forced by zugzwang to mi-
grate his king to the h3 square, thus bringing
about his demise. The multi-purpose 3.c3 si-
multaneously opens the diagonal a4-d1, closes
another diagonal as-e1 and prepares the even-
tual 6.b4”.

HH cooks this study: 1.Bxb3 d3 2.hxgg f2
3.Rf5 d2 4.c3 1Q 5.Rxf1+ Kxf1 6.g5 bs 7.Kf4 Bd8
7.Kf5 and the bB cannot stop the g-pawn. As
this is so obvious he contacted Costeff assum-
ing a diagram error, but that was not the case.
Tarasiuk then proposed to correct the study by

— 171 —



Hoch-70 JT 2016

moving wRbs to b4 (it is unclear where this
was published, nor whether the judge retained
the prize).

No 22366 Daniel Keith (France). 1.Rg4/i
Qe3 2.5f3+/ii Qxf3 3.Rxf3 f5+ 4.Kxhg4/iii fxg4
5.Rf2+ Kg1 6.Kg3 wins.

i) Logical try: 1.Rg2+? Qxg2 2.Sxg2 Kxg2
draws, e.g. 3.Kxh4 Bdy. Logical try: 1.5f3+7?
Qxf3+ 2.Rxf3 f6+ 3.Rg6 Bxg6+ 4.Kxhg Bb1
5.Rf2+ Kg1 6.Kg3 f5 7.Rf3 Bc2 8.Rc3 f4+ 9.Kxfg
Ba4 draws.

ii) 2.Rxh4+? (Rg2+? Kh3;) Kg3 3.Rgq+ Kh3
4.Rf3+ Qxf3 5.5xf3 f5+ (f6+) draws.

iii) Logical try: 4.Rg6? Bxg6+ 5.Kxh4 Be8

6.Rf2+ Kg1 7.Kg3 Bdy, and: 8.Rf3 Bc8 9.Rc3 4+,

or 8.Rd2 f4+, or 8.Rf4 Beeé.

“After we get rid of background noises in
the analytical lines which prove soundness, we
are left with the solution’s main line - starting
with 1.Rg4! and only later 2.5f3+ (instead of the
immediate 1.Sf3+). This creates a thematic try
2..f6 contrasting with the solution’s 3...f5+. It
should be pointed that the bishop capture at
the end of the solution is not original”.

No 22367 Siegfried Hornecker (Germany).
1.Kb2 Se2 2.Re3 Re1 3.a4 Kf6 4.Re8/i Kf7 5.Res/
ii Kt6 6.Re3 Kf7 7.g4/iii Kf6 8.as5/iv Rc1 9.Rxe2
Res 10.Rf2+ Kg6 11.Rf5 wins.

i) 4.g4? Kgs 5.a5 Kfg 6.Re8 (Rey Kf3;) Kf3
7.a6 Rd1 8.a7 Rd2+ 9.Ka3 Rd3+ 10.Kag Rd4+
11.Kas5 Rds+ 12.Kb6 Rd6+ 13.Kcy7 Raé 14.Kby
Rxay+ 15.Kxay Sf4 16.Rg8 Se6 17.Rg6 Sf4 18.Rg8
Se6 19.Kb6 Kf4 20.Kc6 Sgs 21.Kd5 Kxgg draws.

ii) 5.Re3? Kf6 6.Re8 Kf7 repeats.
iii) 7.a5? e.g. Rd1 8.Rxe2 Rds draws.

iv) 8.Re8? Kf7 9.Re5 Kf6 10.Re8 Kf7 11.Re3
Kf6 repeats, avoiding 10.Re3? Kgs 11.a5 Kfg
draws.

“The interest in this study lies in the series
of moves between the 4th and 6th, which give
us the same position with the important detail
that it is now BlacK’s turn to move”.

No 22368 Richard Becker (USA). 1.Be8/i
Qb4 2.Kf3 zz Qas (a2; Rc2+) 3.Re6+/ii Kcg
4.Re4+ Kb3/iii 5.Bf7+ (Re3+? Kc2;) Kc2 6.Re2+
Kd3/iv 7.Bg6+ Kcq 8.Req+ Kb3 9.Re3+ Kaz
10.Re2+ Kb3 11.Bf7+/v Kb4 12.Re4+ Kcs 13.Res+
wins.

i) 1.Bf6? (Bc3? Qd8;) a2 2.Re6+ Kbg (Kcyg)
3.Req+ Kb3 4.Be6+ (Re3z+ Kc2;) Kc2 5.Rc4+
Kb1 6.Kd1 Qhs+ draws. 1.Rf6+? Kbg 2.Rfsg+
Kb3 3.Be6+ Kc2 4.Bfs5+ Kb3 5.Rf3+ Kaz 6.Be6+
Kb1 7.Rfi+ Kc2 8.Bfs+ Kb3 9.Rf3+ Ka2 draws.

ii) 3.Rg6+? Kb4 (Kcg) 4.Rga+ Kb3 5.Bf7+
Kc2 6.Rg2+ Kd3 7.Bg6+ Kc4 8.Rga+ Kb3 9.Bf7+
Kc2 draws.

iii) Kd3 5.Rd4+ Kc2 6.Bag+ wins.
iv) Kdi1 7.Bb3+ Kc1 8.Bh6+ wins.

v) 11.Bc2+? Ka2 12.Bg6+ Kb3 13.Bf7+ waste
of time.

“We see a long and accurate manoeuvre in-
cluding zugzwang. There are many studies
with similar piece-construction, executing dif-
ferent manoeuvres, but this one has no direct
anticipation”.

No 22366 D. Keith
3rd prize
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No 22369 P. Arestov
3rd honourable mention

82

&

JURE
o B
-

v
oE Wil B
5 /l/
“at

€1C1 0445.02 5/6 Draw

No 22369 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Bfg++
Kb1 2.Rc1+ Ka2 3.Bh2 giQ+ 4.Bxgi Rxgi+
5.Ke2/i Ba6+ 6.Kd2 e3+ 7.Kc2 e2/ii 8.Sc3+ Ka3
9.5xe2 Bxe2 10.Kd2 (Sb3? Bhs;) Rg2 11.Sc2+ Kb2
12.5e3 (Se1? Rh2;) Sxe3 13.Rc2+ Kbi 14.Rc1+
Kb2 15.Rc2+ Sxc2 stalemate.

i) 5.Kd2? e3+ 6.Ke2 Ba6+ 7.Kf3 Rf1+ wins.

ii) Rg4 8.Sb3 Rg2+ 9.Kxd1 Bd3 10.Ra1+ Kxb3
11.Sc5+ Kb2 12.5xd3+ Kxa1 13.Se1 (Ses) Rda+
14.Kc1 Kaz2 15.Sc2 draws.

“We see a long manoeuvre culminating in a
model stalemate. Otherwise, KRBS will even-
tually prove supremacy against KRS”.

No 22370 P. Krug
1st commendation
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No 22370 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Sc¢8/i g2
2.5e7 21Q 3.Ke8 Qhg6 4.5xg6+ Khy 5.58+ Khé
6.Qe6+ g6 7.Qf6/ii Qg3 8.Se6 (Kf7? hg;) Qb8+

9.Kf7 Qb7+ (Qaz+; Kg8) 10.Kg8 Qhy+ (Qc8+;
Sd8) 11.Kf8 Qdy 12.Qh8+ Qhy 13.Qes wins.

i) Try: 1.5xc6? g2 2.Se7 g1Q 3.Ke8 Qhgé6
4.5xg6+ Khy 5.5f8+ Khé6 6.Qe6+ g6 7.Qf6 Qg2/
iii 8.Se6/iv Qc6+ 9.Kf7/v Qd7+ 10.Kf8 Qc8+
(a3? Qh8+) 11.5d8 a3 12.Kg8 a2 13.Qey f4 draws.

ii) 7.Qe7? Qg3 8.Se6 h4 draws.

iii) Not Qg3? 8.Se6 Qb8+ 9.Kf7 Qb7+ (Qd7+)
10.Kg8 Qc8+ 11.5d8 wins.

iv) 8.Kf7 Qds+ 9.Se6 Qdy+ 10.Kg8 Qc8+
11.5d8 a3 draws.

v) 9.Kf8 Qc8+ 10.5d8 a3 11.Kg8 a2 draws.

The study has a good try in the key move,
followed by long, accurate play. At the end, the
pair QS proves its power”.

No 22371Y. Afek
2nd commendation
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No 22371 Yochanan Afek (Israel). 1.by e2/i
2.e8Q+/ii Kxe8 3.Ra1 Rdi/iii 4.Kcy e1Q/iv
5.b8Q+ Ke7 (Kf7; Qb3+) 6.Qd8+ Rxd8 7.Rxe1+
Kf7 8. Kxd8 wins.

i) Kxey 2.Rb1 e2 3.Kay (Kcy) Raz+ 4.Kbé6
wins.

ii) 2.Ra1? Re3 3.Ka8 e1Q 4.Rxe1 Rxe1 5.b8Q
Rai+, or 2.Re1? Re3 3.e8Q+ Kxe8 4.Kc7 Rc3+
5.Kb6 Rb3+ 6.Kc6 Rc3+ 7.Kd6 Rd3+ 8.Kcs Rb3
9.Rxe2+ Kdy draws.

iii) Kd7 4.Ka8 Rd1 5.Ra7 e1Q 6.b8Q+ wins.

iv) Rxa1 5.b8Q+ Kf7 6.Qb3+ wins.

“This is a nice and delicate study. I especially
liked the move 6.Qd8+!"”.
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No 22372Y. Afek & A. Avni
3rd commendation
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No 22372 Yochanan Afek & Amatzia Avni
(Israel). 1...d4 (Kb1+; Ke1) 2.Qxd4+ c3+ (Kb1+;
Ke1) 3.Bxc3+/i Kb3+ 4.Bb2 Rxb2+/ii 5.Qxb2+
Kxb2 6.Rb4+ Ka3 7.Rbb7, and:

— Bbs 8.Rxa6+ Bxa6 9.Ray wins, or:
— Qxay 8.Rxa7+ Bag 9.Kc3 wins.

i) 3.Ke3? Qh6+ 4.Qf4 Qh3+ 5.Rg3 Qe6+
6.Qe4 Qh6+, or 3.Ke1? Rai+ 4.Kf2 Qfi+ 5.Kg3
Qg1+ (Qe1+) draws.

ii) Qh6+ 5.Ke1 Qe6+ 6.Re4 wins.

“This study has interesting play and a pretty
final position”.

No 22373 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
4th commendation
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No 22373 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.g4/i Bxg4 2.c8Q Rdé6+ 3.Kc7 (Kby+)
Bxc8 4.Kxc8 Bas 5.Bcy Rc6/ii 6.Kdy/iii Rcs
(Rc4; Bes+) 7.Bg3 Bxbé/iv 8.Bf2 Rcy+ (Rbs;
Kc6) 9.Kd6 Bas (Rb7; Kc6) 10.Ber+ draws.

i) Logical try: 1.c8Q? (b7? Rd6+) Rd6+ 2.Kc7
Bxc8 3.Kxc8 Bas 4.Bc7 Rc6 5.Kd7 Rcs and now
6.Bg3 is not possible.

ii) Rg6 6.Bes+ Kc4 7.b7 Rg8+ 8.Kdy draws.
iii) 6.Kb7? Rg6 (Rh6) 7.Ka6 Kb4 wins.
iv) Rds+ 8.Ke6 (Kc6), or Rbs 8.Be1+ draws.

“The preparatory first move, evacuating
square g3 to future needs, is nice”.

No 22374 D. Gurgenidze
& M. Minski
sth commendation
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No 22374 David Gurgenidze (Georgia) &
Martin Minski (Germany). 1.c6+/i Kxcé6/ii
2.h8Q Sf4+/iii 3.Kg3 Shs+ 4.Qxhs Bf4+ 5.Qxf4
gxf4+ 6.Khg/iv Qds/v 7.Qg6+/vi Kcy (Qd6;
Qxfs) 8.Qf7+/vii Kd6 9.Qf6+/viii Kds 10.Qxf5+,
and:

— Qxf5 model stalemate, or:

— Kdg 11.Qxf4+ Qe4 12.Kh3/ix Qxf4 echo cha-
meleon model stalemate.

i) 1.h8Q¢? g4+ 2.Kg3 Bfg+ 3.Qxf4 Sxf4 4.c6+
Qxc6 wins.

ii) Qxc6 2.Qay+ Kd6 3.h8Q g4+ 4.Kh2 Bf4+
5.Kh1 draws.

iii) g4+ 3.Kg3 Bfg+ 4.Qxfg Sxfs4 5.Qf6+
Kby e.g. 6.Qe7+ Kb6 7.Qf6+ Kay 8.Qez+ Qb7
9.Qa3+ Kb6 10.Qb4+ Kc6 11.Qcg+ Kd7y 12.Qf7+
Kc8 13.Qxf5+ draws.

iv) 6.Kxf3? Qfi model mate. If 6. Kxf4? Qag+
7.Kxf3 Qdi+ wins.

v) Qe2 7.Qg6+, or f2 7.Qg6+ Kbs 8.Qxf5+,
or Qcq 7.Qg6+ Kcy 8.Qg7+ Kd6 9.Qf6+ Qe6
10.Qd4+ draw.

vi) Thematic try: 7.Qxf5? Qxf5? stalemate,
but 7...Qe3 wins. Thematic try: 7.Qh6+? Kcs?
8.Qxf4 Qd4 9.Kh3 Qxf4 chameleon echo stale-
mate, but 7...Qd6 wins.
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vii) 8.Qg7+? (Qxf5? Qe3;) Kc8 9.Qes (Qf8+
Qd8+;) Qe3 wins, or 8.Qhy+? Kd6 9.Qg6+
Kes 10.Qxf5+ Kxf5 wins, avoiding Qxfs model
stalemate.

viii) 9.Qxf5? Qe3, or 9.Qg6+? Kes win.

ix) 12.Qxe4+? Kxe4 13.Kg3 Ke3 wins.

The play revolves around the stalemate mo-
tif, with many pitfalls. The move 12.Kh3! is
noteworthy”.

No 22375 P. Krug
6th commendation
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No 22375 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Sh3/i
gxh3/ii 2.8f5/iii Sxf5+ 3.Kf2 Se3 4.Bby+ Sg2 5.f5
es5 6.t6 e4 7.f7 e3+ 8.Kf1 e2+ 9.Kxe2 Kg1 10.£8Q
h1Q 11.Qcs5+ Kh2 12.Qes+ (Qdé6+, Qcy+) Kgi
13.Qg3 zz Qh2 14.Qf2+ Khi 15.Kf1 zz wins.

i) 1.Se2? Sxe2 2.Kxe2 Kg1 3.Bb7 h1Q 4.Bxh1
Kxhi1 draws.

ii) Kg2 2.5f2 Kg1 3.Bby Sfi+ 4.Ke2 Sg3+ 5.Ke1
h1Q 6.Sxh1 Sxh1 7.5f5 Sf2 8. Ke2 Sh3 9.Ke3 wins.

iii) 2.Shs? Sxhs 3.Kf2 Sxf4 draws.

“Two pieces are sacrificed right at the start,
and as a dessert we get a lethal zugzwang”.

Pravda 2012-2013

This informal tourney of the Slovakian newspaper was judged by Ladislav Packa. Only 6 studies
by 4 Slovakian composers participated. The award appeared in Pat a Mat iii2018.

No 22376 M. Seckar t
honourable mention

B BB
Ao // .
2 Eom m

BN F
_E EAE
B mEoE
e B e B

c6e8 4000.22 4/4 Win

\
N

\

\

No 22376 Milos Seckar (Slovakia). 1.d6 f2
2.Re4+ Re7 3.Rxe7+ Kf8 4.Re6 f1Q 5.d7 Qcgq+
6.Kb7, and:

— Qxe6 7.d8Q+ Kf7 8.Qcy+ Kf6 9.Qc6 wins,

or:

— Qds+ 7.Kc7 Qcs+ 8.Rc6 wins.

“This is a very pleasant surprise! The rook
sacrifice is original, and it is a strong defence
to which White must also respond by a coun-
ter-sacrifice. What more do you want from a
study whose subtle construction does not sug-
gest its dramatic content?”.
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The annual tourney of the Czech chess magazine saw the publication in 2017 of 29 studies by 17
composers from 11 countries. The provisional award, by judge Vladislav Tarasiuk, was published in

issue 3, iii2018.

No 22377 A Frolkin & V. Samilo

1st prize
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No 22377 Andrey Frolkin & Vladimir
Samilo (Ukraine). 1.Bd3+/i Sxd3+/ii 2.Kc2 gxh3
3.Kxd2 Sci/iii 4.Ra4 (Raa1? Sb3+;) Sd4 5.Ra7+/
iv Kxh6é 6.Rf7/v h2 7.Rf6+/vi Khy/vii 8.Rf7+
Kh8 9.Rf8+ Khy 10.Rf7+ Khé 11.Rf6+ Kgs
12.Rf1 Sf3+ 13.Ke3 Sg1 14.Kf2 h1Q (Sce2; Kg2)
15.Rxg1+ draws.

i) 1.Be2? gxh3 2.Ragq d1Q 3.Bxd1 Sxdi+ 4.Kc1
Sf2 5.Rh4 Sd6 6.Kd2 Sfs wins.

ii) Kxh6 2.Ra6+ Kgs 3.hq+ Kxhs draws.
iii) Se1 4.Ra1 Sd4 5.Kxe1 draws.
iv) 5.Rxd4? Sb3+ 6.Ke3 Sxd4 7.Kf2 Se2 wins.

v) 6.Ra6+? Kgs 7Rg6+ (Ras+ Kf6;) Kfg
8.Rf6+ Sf5 9.Re6 Sb3+ 10.Kc3 Se3 11.Rf6+ Kg3
wins.

vi) 7.Rf1? Sf3+ 8.Ke3 Sg1 wins.

vii) Kg7 8.Rfi Sf3+ 9.Ke3 Sg1 10.Kf2 hiQ
11.Rxg1+ draws.

“Against a background of unforgettable play,
White must make a tough choice on move one.
The battle itself consists of manoeuvres with
strategic motifs and ends with capturing the
newly promoted queen. This is a successful re-
make (with exchange of colours) of an incor-
rect study by A. Frolkin (HHdbV#32632)”.

No 22378 J. Polasek & M. Hlinka
and prize
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No 22378 Jaroslav Polasek (Czech Repub-
lic) & Michal Hlinka (Slovakia). 1.Rg3+/i Kf8
2.5g6+ Ke8 3.Se5 Qb8+ 4.Kd5 Rxes+/ii 5.dxes
Bxc6+ 6.Ke6/iii Kf8/iv 7.Se7/v Qxes+ 8.Kxes
a1Q+ 9.Kd6 Qf6+ 10.Kc7 Kxe7y 11.Re3+ Kf8/vi
12.Rd8+/vii Kf7 13.Rdd3 zz Qg6 14.Rf3+ Bxf3
15.Rd7+ Kg8 16.Rd8+ Khy 17.Rd7+ Khé 18.Rd6
draws.

i) 1.Rg2+? Kf8 2.5g6+ Ke8 3.Se5 Qb8+ wins.

ii) Bxc6+ 5.Kxc6 Rci+ 6.Kds Qb7+ 7.Keé6
(Kd6) draws.

iii) 6.Kxc6? Qc8+ 7.Kds Qxfs 8.Rxaz Qf7+
9.6 Qfs+ wins.

iv) Qc8+ 7.Kf6 Qxfs+ 8.Kxfs aiQ 9.Ke6
draws.

v) 7Ra3? Qe8+ 8.Kf6 Besq 9.Kgs Bxfs
10.Rdxa2 Qg6+ wins.

vi) Kf7 12.Rdd3 zz draws, but not 12.Ree2?
Kg7 zz, wins.

vii) Try: 12.Rdd3? Kf7 zz 13.Rh3 Qe6 14.Rh7+
Kg8 15.Rhh3 Kf8 16.Rd8+ Kg7 17.Rg3+ Kf7 wins.
12.Ree2? Kg7 zz 13.Rd6 Qf7+ wins.

“This is the most compelling study of the
competition with a well-established plot and
attractive play by both sides. The introduc-
tion, main play and the witty conclusion in

_176_
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the reciprocal zugzwang position are well con-
nected. This is a thrilling and fascinating battle
until the end, demonstrating important chess
technique!”.

No 22379 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Se7/i Bf7
2.c3/ii Qxc3 3.Rd6 (Rxc3? Bxcs;) Qf6 4.Sxg6
Qc3 5.5e5+ g6 6.Rf6 Be8 7.Be2/iii zz b2/iv 8.Bcs
Qxcs 9.Rxg6+ Bxg6 10.5g4+ Khs 11.5f6++ Khé
12.5g8 mate.

i) Try: 1.c3? Qa3 2.Sb4 Bxc3 3.Rd6 Bf6 4.Rxf6
b2 and Black wins.

ii) Thematic try: 2.Rd6? Qf6 3.Sxg6 Qc3
4.Se5+ g6 5.Rf6 Be8 6.Be2 and now there is a
wPc2, allowing 6...bxc2 drawing.

iii) Now there is no wPc2.

iv) a5 (Qc8; f5 mate) 8.Kg8 b2 9.g4 hxgsep
10.Rb6 Qxe3 11.5g4+ Khs 12.5xe3+ wins.

“White’s plan is to get rid of his wPc2 which
is achieved in an interesting and clear way!
Both sides’ pieces show considerable ingenuity
(2.c3!!) in achieving their goals which makes
the fight very exciting. The battle ends with a
model mate. The impression is slightly reduced
by the passive role of the both sides’ kings”

No 22380 Ilham Aliev (Azerbaijan). 1.f5/i
Bxfs 2.Kg7 hs 3.Khé/ii h4 4.Kg5 Bc8 5.Kxhg
draws.

i) Thematic try: 1.Kg7 Bxa6 2.Kxh6 Kby
wins.

ii) Thematic try: 3.Kf6? Bc8 4.Kg5 Bxa6
5.Kxhs Bby (Bc8) 6.Kg5 a5 wins.

No 22379 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
& M. Minski
3rd prize
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No 22380 1. Aliev
special prize
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“The author of the new book “The Immortal
Manoeuvre; surprises us with an original find-
ing in Réti’s well-known idea. The play begins
with an impressive sacrifice of a pawn (1.f5!!),
and even more astonishing are the wK’s moves:
Kh6-g7-g7-h6-g5-h4 pursuing the pawn”

No 22381 Jaroslav Polasek (Czech Repub-
lic). 1.d7+/i, and:

— Kd8 2.Re8+ Kxd7 3.Re1 Sh2 4.Rd1+ Kc8 5.5¢3
Sbs 6.Rc1 Kdy 7.Rdi+ Kc6 8.Rc1 Kby 9.Rb1
Kc8 10.Rc1 positional draw, or:

— Bxdy 2.Re1 Sh2 3.Rc1+ Kd8 4.Sc3 Bg4 5.Rg1
Sf3+ 6.Kxg4 Sxg1 7.Khs/ii Kdy 8.Kheé/iii Ke6
9.g4 Kf7/iv 10.Khy Sh3 11.Se2 Kf6 12.Kh6 Kf7
13.Khy positional draw.

i) 1.Rc7+? Kd8 2.Rxc6 g1Q 3.Kxggq Qdi+
4.Kf4 Qd4+, or 1.Re1? Sh2 2.d7+ Kd8

ii) Try: 7.Kfs? Sf3 8.Se2 Sd4+ 9.Sxd4 g1Q
wins.

iii) Try: 8.g4? Sh3 9.Se2 Sfg+ 10.Sxf4 g1Q
wins.

iv) Sh3 10.Se2 Kf6 11.g5+ Sxgs 12.Khs draws.

“This technically perfect study with two
positional draws will undoubtedly attract
practical chess players as well. It is a develop-
ment of an incorrect study by Koppelomaki
(HHdbV #53245)”.

No 22382 Michal Hlinka (Czech Repub-
lic) & Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rec6 Sf3 2.Rxc3
(Rc8 Sg5+;) Sgi+ 3.Kh2/i Se2 4.R3c4 Sd4 (Ses;
R4cs5+) 5.Rc8 Sb6 6.R8cs5+ (R4c5+? Kd6;) Kdé
7.Rc1 Sb3 8.Rc6+ Kdy (Kds; Ric2) 9.Rcy+/ii

No 22381 J. Polasek
1st honourable mention
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Kd8 10.Ric3/iii Sds 11.Rc8+ Kd7 12.R3cq4 Sbé6
13.R4c7+/iv Kd6 14.Rc6+ Kd7 15.Rxb6 wins.

i) Try: 3.Kg2? Se2 4.R3c4 Sd4 5.Rc8 Sbé
6.R8c5+ Kd6 7.Rc1 Sb3 8.Rc6+ Kd7 9.Rc7+ Kd8
10.R1c3 Sds 11.Rc8+ Kdy 12.R3c6 Sas (Sdg)
draws. Try: 3.Kh4? Se2 4.R3c4 Sd4 5.Rc8 Sfs5+
6.Kg5 Sd6 draws.

ii) 9.Ric2? Sd4 10.Rc7+ Kd8 11.Rc1 Sb3
12.R1c3 waste of time.

iii) 10.R1¢c6? Sd4 11.Rc1 Sb3 12.Ric3 waste of
time.

iv) 13.R8c7+? Kd8 14.Rc3 Sds 15.Rc8+ Kdy
16.R3c4 Sb6 17.R4c7+ waste of time.

“This is a fine study of an analytical nature
which, combined with the preservation of the
white material advantage, overcomes two tries.
It is remarkable that, on the way to victory, the
wR’s four times successfully escape from a fork.
The play is a bit dry, although there are quiet
moves.

No 22383 MarioGarcia (Argentina).1.Qc6/i
Sd3+ 2.cxd3 cxds/ii 3.Qcy+ Kxa6é 4.Qc6+/iii
Ka7 (Kas; Qa8 mate) 5.Bd4/iv Qb7 6. Kd6+ Ka8
7.Qag+ Kb8 8.Qe8+ Qc8 9.Qbs+ Qb7 10.Bb6 d2
11.Bc7+ Kay 12.Qcs+ Ka8 13.Qas+ Qay 14.Qds+
Qb7 15.Qa2+ Qay 16.Qg8+ Kby 17.Qds5+ Kc8
18.Qe6+ Kby 19.Qeq+ Kc8 20.Qe8+ Kby
21.Qc6+ Kc8 22.Bb6+ wins.

i) .Kd6? Qdi+ 2.Kc7 Qf3 draws.

ii) Qxg1+ 3.d4 Qg5+ 4.d5 Qe7+ 5.Kxcq Qeq+
6.Kc5 wins.

No 22382 M. Hlinka

iii) 4.Qc8+? Qb7 5.Qe6+ Kay 6.Qaz2+ Qa6
draws.

iv) Thematic try: 5.Be3? Kb8 6.Bf4+ Kay
7.Qag+ Kby 8.Qeq+ Kay 9.Be3 Kb8 10.Qe8+
Kbz 11.Qd7+ Kb8 12.Bd4 d2/v 13.Bes+ Ka8 po-
sitional draw.

v) Not Qb7? 13.Bes+ Kay 14.Bc7 d2 15.Bb6+
Kb8 16.Qd6+ Ka8 17.Qd8+ Qb8 18.Qds+ Qby
19.Qg8+ Qb8 20.Qa2+ Kby 21.Qds+ Kaé
22.Qcq4+ Kby 23.Qeq+ Ka6 24.Qag+ Kby
25.Qc6+ Ka6 26.Bc7+ wins.

“We ave already seen a similar realization of
the minimal material advantage by White with
QB vs Q material, e.g. in Amiryan’s (HHd-
bV#03344) but the author has presented echo-
play by the bQ with a battery, not only in the
solution but also in the try”.

No 22384 Jaroslav Polasek & Emil Vlasak
(Czech Republic). 1.Bd3/i Kbé/ii 2.Kf1 Bxf2/iii
3.Ke2 Kas/iv 4.Kd2/v bs/vi 5.Kc2 b4/vii 6.Kb1/
viii b3 7.Bc4 Kby 8.Bds (Be6, Bf7, Bg8) a3 9.Bxb3
Kxb3 stalemate.

i) Try: 1.Ba2? Kbé6 2.Kfi Bxfz 3.Kez2 Kbs
4.Kd2 Kbg 5.Kc2 biQ+ (bs; Kb1) 6.Kxb1 bs
7.Kb2 Bd4+ wins.

ii) Bxfa+ 2.Kxf2 a3 3.Bb1 draws.
iii) a3 3.Bb1 Bxf2 4.Ke2 draws.

iv) Kcs 4.Kd2 bs 5.Kc2 bg 6.Kxb2 (Kbi1? b3;)
Bd4+ 7.Ka2 b3+ 8.Ka3z draws.

v) 4.Kd1? bi1Q+ 5.Bxb1 Kbg4 6.Be4 bs 7.Bc6
Kc3 8.Bxbs a3 wins.

No 22384 ]J. Polasek

& P. Arestov No 22383 M. Garcia & E. Vlasak

2nd honourable mention commendation commendation
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vi) b1Q 5.Bxb1 Kb4 6.Be4 draws.

vii) b1Q+ 6.Kxb1 b4 7.Kc2 b3+ 8.Kc3 Bei+
9.Kc4 draws.

viii) Try: 6.Kxb2? Bd4+ 7.Kaz2 b3+ 8.Ka3
Bcs+ 9.Kb2 Kby wins.

“This sympathetic study with bishops of op-
posite colours ends with an unexpected stale-
mate. The way to it lies in a pawn capture re-
fusal (6.Kb1!!). However, the passive role of the
bBf2 and the duals on the 8th move prevent a
higher ranking”

No 22385 D. Gatti
commendation
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No 22385 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.Ra8+
Qb8/i 2.Rxb8+ Kxb8 3.a7+ Ka8 4.Kf2 hiS+/ii
5.Kf1/iii Sxg3+ 6.Ke1 (Kf2? Se2;) Se2 7.Kd1 zz
Sg3 8.Ke1 Sh1 9.Kf1 positional draw.

i) Kd7 2.bxcy h1Q+ 3.Kf2 Kxc7 4.Rc8+ (axb7y)
Kxc8 5.axb7+ Kcy 6.b8Q+ Kxb8 stalemate.

ii) h1Q stalemate.
iii) Try: 5.Ke1? Sxg3 6.Kd1 Se2 zz 7.Ke1 Sc1
wins.

“Despite Black’s material advantage, White
can save himself. The wK cleverly outplays
the bS from move 5 on, preventing it from
escaping’”.
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28 studies by 30 composers from 12 countries participated. The tourney was judged by Sergiy
Didukh. The final award appeared in UO no. 78 2018.

No 22386 O. Pervakov
1st/2nd prize
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No 22386 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.c4/i
Bxc4 2.d5s+ Bxds 3.Rxds h2 4.Kc8 Ra1 5.Rg6+
e6 6.Rd6+ Kcs 7.Rgs+ e5 8.Rds5+/ii Kcg 9.Rg4+
e410.Rd4+ Kc3 11.Rg3+ e3 12.Rd3+ Kc4 13.Rg4+
Kxd3 14.d8Q+ Ke2 15.Rxg2+ Kf1 16.Qds5 h1Q
17.Qf3+ and mate.

i) Logical try: 1.d5+? Bxds 2.Rxds5 h2 3.Kc8
Ra1 4.Rg6+ e6 5.Rd6+ Kcs 6.Rg5+ e5 7.Rds5+
Kc4 8.Rg4+ e4 9.Rd4+ Kc3 10.Rg3+ e3 11.Rd3+
and now there is a wPc2, so Black can play 11...
Kb2 drawing.

ii) Try: 8.Rxg2? Ra8+ 9.Kc7 hi1Q 10.Rc2+
Kb4 11.Rb6+ Ka3 draws.

No 22387 A. Sochnev
1st/2nd prize
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No 22387 Aleksey Sochnev (Russia). 1.e8Q+
Ses 2.Qa8+ ds 3.Sxhg ai1S+/i 4.Qxar Rby+

5.Kc2/ii Rey+ 6.Kd1 g1Q 7Rf4+ Kxfg 8.Qd4+
Kgs 9.Qxes+ Kg4 10.Qe6+ Khs 11.Qe8+ Kxhg
12.Qh8+ Kgg 13.Qg8+ Kf3 14.Qxg1 e2+ 15.Kd2
Rc2+ 16.Kd3/iii Rez+ 17.Kxc3 e1Q+ 18.Sd2+
Ke2 19.Qg4+ Kf2 20.Qhg+ Ke2 21.Qhs+ Kf2
22.Qh2+ Ke3z 23.Kc2 d4 (Qfz2; Qes mate)
24.Sc4+ Kf3 25.Se5+ Ke4 26.Qh7+ Kes 27.Qh6+
Ke4 28.Qc6+ Kf5 29.Qg6+ Kxes 30.Qe8+ Kfy
31.Qxe1 wins.

i) 21Q 4.Qag+ d4 5.Qa8+ Kd3z 6.Sg2 a1S+
7.Kb2 Sc4+ 8.Kb1 Kc3 9.Qxai+ Kb4 10.Se1 Qg6+
11.Sc2+ wins.

ii) Logical try: 5.Kc3? d4+ 6.Kc2 Rc7+ 7.Kd1
g1Q 8.Rfg+ Kxfg 9.Qxd4+ Kgs 10.Qxe5+ Kxh4
11.Qh8+ Kgg 12.Qg8+ Kf3 13.Qxg1 e2+ 14.Kd2
Rd7+ (check!) draws.

iii) Logical try: 16.Kxc2? e1Q 17.Sd2+ Ke2
18.Qg4+ Kf2 19.Qhg+ Kez2 20.Qhs+ Kf2
21.Qh2+ Ke3 zz 22.Qes+ Kf2 23.Qh2+ Ke3 po-
sitional draw.

No 22388 S. Didukh
3rd/4th prize
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No 22388 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.c6
St7+/i 2.Rxf7 c2/ii 3.Se3/iii c1Q/iv 4.Rfi+ Qxf1
5.5xf1 Rxh3+/v 6.Kg8 Rb3 7.5Sd2 Rb2 8.Kf8 Kg1/
vi 9.Ke8/vii Rxb4 10.c7 Rh4 11.5f3+ wins.

i) Rxh3 2.Kg7 c2 3.Rcq Sf5+ 4.Kf6 Rf3 5.Kes
Rxf1 6.Rxc2 Se7 7.Kd6 (Kc7) wins.

ii) Rxh3+ 3.Rhy Rxh7+ 4.Kxhy c2 5.5g3+ Kg2
6.Se2 wins.
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iii) 3.5g3+? Rxg3 4.Rf1+ Rgi, or 3.5d2? Rxh3+
4.Kg8 Rg3+ 5.Kf8 c1Q 6.Rfi+ Qxfi+ 7.5xf1 Rb3
8.Sd2 Rb2 9.Ke8 Rxb4 10.c7 Rh4 draw.

iv) Rxe3 4.Rfi+ Kg2 5.Rc1 Rxh3+ 6.Kg7 Rc3
7.bs wins.

v) Rb3 6.5d2 Rb2 7.Kg8 Rxd2 8.b5 Rc2 9.Kf7
Rcs 10.Ke6 Rxbs 11.c7 Res 12.Kd7, or Rd8+
6.Kg7 Rb8 7.Se3 Rxb4 8.c7 Rb7 9.5d5 win.

vi) Kg2 9.Sc4 Rxbg 10.Se3+ Kf3 11.c7 Rhg
12.Kg7 wins.

vii) 9.5f3+2 Kf2 10.Se5 Ke2 11.Ke8 Rxb4 12.¢c7
Rh4 draws.

No 22389 A. Popov
3rd/4th prize
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No 22389 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1.Sd6+
Kc7 2.Res5+ Qxcs 3.d4 Qcé 4.ds, and:
— Qa8 5.Scbs+ Kb6 6.Bd4+ Kas 7.Sc7 wins, or:

— Qa6 5.Scbs+ Kb6 6.Bdg+ Kas 7.c4 Scé
8.Bc3+ Kb6 9.Bbg Sxb4 10.axbg Qa8 11.c5+
Ka6 12.Sc7+ wins.

No 22390 P. Arestov & A. Zhukov
sth/6th prize
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No 22390 Pavel Arestov & Aleksandr Zhu-
kov (Russia). 1.Sc4+ Kaé6 2.c;7 Kby 3.Be1 Qbs/i

4.Bas Qxd3/ii 5.5d6+ Ka6 6.c8Q+ Kxas 7.Sb7+,
and:
— Kbé 8.a5+ Kay 9.Sd6 Qh3+ 10.Sfs Qb3+
11.Ke7 wins, or:
— Kby 8.Qxc5+ Kxa4 9.Qas+ Kb3z 10.Sc5+ wins.
i) Qxe1+ 4.Kdy Kay 5.8d6, or Qxas 4.c8Q+
Kxc8 5.Sb6+ win.
ii) Kc8 5.Key Qxd3 6.Sd6+, or Kay 5.Bb6+
Kby 6.a5 Qa2 7.Kd7 win.

No 22391 B. Djurasevi¢ & M. Miljani¢
sth/6th prize
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No 22391 Branislav Djurasevi¢c & Mirko
Miljani¢ (Serbia). 1.Rc5+ Ka6 2.Sb8+ Rxb8
3.Ras+/i Kxas 4.Sc6+ Kag/ii 5.axb8Q Sd4+
6.Sxd4 Qxb8/iii 7.b3+ Ka3z (Kb4; Sc6+) 8.Kb1
Qg3 9.5c2 mate.

i) 3.axb8Q? Sd4+ 4.Kd3 Qxb8 draws.

ii) Ka6 5.axb8S+ wins, but not 5.axb8Q?
Sd4+ 6.Kc3 Sxc6 draws.

iii) Qxd4 7.Qb3z+ Kas 8.Qc3+ wins.

iv) Kas (Kbg4) 8.Sc6+ wins.

No 22392Y. Bazlov
special prize
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No 22392 Yuri Bazlov (Russia). 1.Rc1 Re2
2.Rxc2 Kfs 3.Rc5+ e5 4.Rds/i Re3 s5.f4/ii Rez
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6.Bc1/iii Re1 7.Rcs5 Rez/iv 8.Key Re1 9.Bd2/v
Re2 10.Ras5/vi zz Rxd2 11.fxes Rb2 12.e6+ wins.

i) 4.Bc1? Re3 5.f4 Re1 6.Ke7 Rxc1 7.Rxc1 exf4
8.Rf1 Kes 9.Kf7 Kfs5 zz 10.Kg7 Kgs zz draws.

ii) 5.Bxe3? stalemate.

iii) 6.Key? Rxd2 7.Rxd2 exf4 8.Kd6 Kesg
draws.

iv) Rxc1 8.Rxc1 exf4 9.Rfi zz Kgs (Kes)
10.Ke6 (Kg6) wins.

v) 9.Kd6? Rdi+ 10.Kc6 Rer 11.Kd6 Rdi+
12.Ke7 Rxc1 13.Rxc1 exf4 14.Rf1 Kes draws.

vi) 10.Rb5? Rxd2 11.fxes Raz 12.e6+ Kg6
draws.

No 22393 L. Gonzalez
1st honourable mention
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No 22393 Luis Miguel Gonzalez (Spain).
1.Bb3+ Khy 2.Bxc2/i Sxg7+ 3.Kg5+ Kg8 4.Rxf8+
Kxf8 5.Kg6 Qg8 6.Bf5s Qf7+ 7.Khy Qcy 8.Bgé6
Qc3 9.Bhs/ii Qf6 10.Bg6 Qd4 11.Bhs/iii Qdy
12.Kh8/iv Qd4 13.Khy Qf6 14.Bg6 Qd4 15.Bhs
draws.

i) 2.5xe8? Sd7 3.Re1 c1Q 4.Bxc1 Qf8+ 5.Kg5
Qcs+ 6.Bds Qxds+ 7.Khg Kg6 8.Bf4 Scs 9.Res
Qh1+ 10.Kg3 Se4+ 11.Rxe4 Qxe4 wins.

ii) 9.Kh8? Key 10.Bxgy Qc8+ 11.Khy Qxg4
wins.

iii) 11.Bfs? Kf7 12.Bg6+ Key 13.Bxgy Qxg4
wins.

iv) 12.g5? Qf5+13.Bg6 Qes 14.Bhs Key 15.Bxg7
Qxgs5 wins.

No 22394 Vladimir Katsnelson & Leonard
Katsnelson (Russia). 1.S3c2 Rxa1 2.Ra8/i e1Q+
3.Sxe1 Rxe1+ 4.Kf3 a1Q 5.Rxa1 Rxa1 6.Rb3 Kg1/
ii 7.e7, and:

No 22394 V. Katsnelson & L. Katsnelson
2nd honourable mention
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— Re1 8.Rby/iii Kh2 9.Rb2+/iv Kg1 10.Re2 Rxe2
11.Kxe2 h2 12.e8Q h1Q 13.Qe3+ wins, or:

— h2 8.e8Q hiQ+ 9.Kg4 Qhé6 (Qg2+; Rg3)
10.Rg3+ Kf2 11.Qf7+ wins.

i) Logical try: 2.Ra6? e1Q+ 3.Sxer Rxei+
4.Kf3 a1Q 5.Rxa1 Rxa1 6.Kg3 Ra3z+ (h2) draws.
2.Kf3? Rc1 3.Ra8 Rxc2 4.Kf2 Rc1 5.Kxe2 a1QQ
6.Rxa1 Rxai1 draws.

ii) Re1 7.Kf2 Rxe6 8.Rxh3 mate.

iii) 8.Kg3? h2 9.e8Q hiS+ draws. 8.Re3?
Rxe3+ 9.Kxe3 h2 10.e8Q h1Q draws.

iv) 9.Rxe1? stalemate.

No 22395 M. Gromov & O. Pervakov
3rd honourable mention
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No 22395 Mikhail Gromov & Oleg Perva-
kov (Russia). 1.Bfy/i Kf2 2.e4 Rg3+ 3.Kh2 Rgg
4.Sfs Rxe4 5.Sc5 Re2/ii 6.Sd4, and:

— Re3 7.Bg6 Kfi 8.Seq/iii Raz 9.Sg3+ Kf2
10.Sh1+ Kf1 (Ke3; Sc2+) 11.Sc2 Ra8/iv 12.Bd3
mate, or:

— Rey 7.8d3+ Kf1 (Kes; Sfs+) 8.5f5 Rxf7 9.5¢3
mate.
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No 22396 Valery Kalashnikov

4th honourable mention
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No 22397 A. Stavrietsky
sth honourable mention
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No 22398 D. Keith
6th honourable mention
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i) 1.Bcq+? Kf2 2.e4 Rg3+ 3.Kh2 Rg4 draws.

ii) Rg4 6.Sd3+ Ke2 7.Bhs wins.

iii) 8.Bd3+? Rxd3 9.Sxd3 stalemate.

iv) Re3 12.5g3+ Kf2 13.Se4+ wins.

No 22396 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia).
1.Bay Ra8/i 2.f8Q Rxf8 3.dxey Ra8 4.Sd8 Bfy
5.5xf7 Kf4/ii 6.Bb8+/iii Rxb8 7.5d8 Rb1 8.Se6+,
and:

— Kf3 9.Khs Rh1+ 10.Kg6 Rh8 11.5f8, wins, or:
— Rb8 10.5d8 wins.

i) Bxf7 2.Bxb8 exd6 3.Sxd6+ Kf3 4.Sxf7 d4
5.5d6 d3 6.Sc4 Ke2 7.Bf4 wins.

ii) Kf3 6.Bd4 Re8 7.Bxf6 d4 8.Sd6 d3 9.Sxe8
d210.Sg7 d1Q 11.e8Q wins.

iii) Thematic try: 6.Sd8? Rxay 7.Se6+ Kf3
8.5d4+ (e8Q Rhy+;) Kfg 9.Se2+ Kf3 10.Sgi+
Kf4 11.Sh3+ Kf3 12.Sg1+ Kf4 positional draw.

No 22397 Aleksandr  Stavrietsky  (Rus-
sia). 1.Sb6+/i cxb6 2.Rxc4 Rh6+/ii 3.Kg1 Rhi+
4.Kxh1 Be4+ 5.Rxe4 g2+ 6.Bxg2, and:

— b1Q+ 7.Re1+ Rxg2 8.Qg8+ Kxay 9.Qhy+ Kb8
10.Rxb1 cxb1Q+ 11.Qxb1 wins, or:

— c1Q+ 7.Re1+ Rxg2 8.Qf8+ Kxay 9.Qa3+ Kb8
10.Rxc1 bxc1Q+ 11.Qxc1 wins.

i) 1.Qf8+? Kxay 2.Qcs5+ Kb8 and no win.
ii) c1Q 3.Qe8+ Kxay 4.Rasq+ Kby 5.Qa8+ Kcy
6.Ra7 mate.

No 22398 Daniel Keith (France). 1.c6/i
dxc6/ii 2.Se7+ Kb8 3.Rd8+ Kay 4.Sc8+ Kaé6
5.5b6 Qa2+ (cxb6; Ra8 mate) 6.Kf8/ii Kas 7.Rb2/

iii Qaz+ 8.Kg8/iv Qxb2 9.Sc4+ Kb4 10.Sxb2 g2
11.Rd1 Kb3 12.5d3 Kc2 13.5f2 wins.

i) 1.Se7+? Kd8 2.Rf4 Qe2 3.Sd5 Qe6+ 4.Kg7
Qes+5.Kg6 Qe8+, or 1.Ra4? bs 2.c6 dxc6 3.Ra8+
Kb7 4.Rdd8 Kb6 5.Se5 Kcs 6.Sd3+ Kcg draw.

ii) 6.Kg7? (Kh8?) Kas.

iii) 7.Ra8+? (Rag+? Qxa4;) Kxbg 8.Rxaz
cxb6 draws.

iv) 8.Ke8? Qe3+ 9.Kdy Qd4+ 10.Kxcy, e.g.
Qes+ 11.Rd6 Qg7+ 12.Rd7 Qes+ draws.

No 22399 Pavel Arestov & Aleksandr Zhu-
kov (Russia). 1...Qc2+ 2.Bd2 (Kg3? a1Q;) Qxd2+
3.Kg3 b1Q 4.¢85+ Kf6 5.Sxgq+ Kf7 6.Se5+ Kf6
7.885+ Kxes/i 8.5xf3+, and:

— Kxds 9.Sge7 mate, or:
— Kxfs 9.Sce7 mate.
i) Kgs 8.5f7+ Khs 9.5f6 mate.

No 22400 Branislav Djurasevi¢ (Serbia).
1.Bc6/i Kxb3 2.Bds Kca/ii 3.Bg8/iii Sd2 (hé;
Bxc4) 4.h6/iv Bf8 5.Ka2 Bxh6 6.Bxhy draws.

i) 1.Bd7? Kxb3 2.Be6 Bc3+ 3.Kb1 Kbg 4.hé6
Sd2+ 5.Kc2 Se4 (S£3) wins.

ii) Bcz+ 3.Kb1 Kbg4 4.h6 Kbz 5.Kc1 Bda+
6.Kd1 draws.

iii) 3.h6? Kb3 4.Kb1 Bd2 5.Bg8 Bxhé6 6.Bxhy
Saz+ 7.Ka1 Bg7 mate.

iv) 4.Bxh7? Kb3 5.Bg8+ Ka3 6.h6 Bc3 mate.

No 22401 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1...Bxg4+
2.Kg2 Rh2+ 3.Kxh2 Bfg+ 4.Kg2 c1Q 5.Rxg7+
Kh8 6.Rg8++ (Rxga+? Qxc3;) Kxg8 7.5e7+ Khy
8.5f8+ Kh6 9.5g8+ Kgs 10.Bf6+ Kf5 11.Bg6 mate.
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No 22399 P. Arestov
& A. Zhukov No 22400 B. Djurasevi¢ No 22401 A. Popov
special honourable mention 1st commendation 2nd commendation
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No 22402 Amatzia Avni (Israel) & Mar- i) 6.Rxh2? c4 7.Rh6 Scs 8.Rhs Sb3 draws.
tln MlnSkl (Germany). 1.Se3 Qe7 2.Rel/i Re4 11) 12-Be6? c3 13Rb7 c2 14Rxb3+ Kal (Kaz)

3.Rh5+ Kg8 4.Rh8+ Kxg7 5.Rh3/ii Rxe3 6.Rxg3+ 15.Rc3 Kb2 16.Rxc2+ Kxc2 17.Kes Shs draws.

Rxg3 7.Rxe7+ d .
83 7.8xe7+ draws No 22404 Mikhail Zinar (Ukraine).1.a85+/i
i) 2.Rfs? Rhi+ 3.Kxh1 Qhs4+ 4.Kg1 Qha+ Kc6/ii 2.b8S+/iii Kd6 3.c85+ Ke6 4.d8S+/iv Kf6
5.Kf1 Qh1 mate. 5.e85+/v Kg6 6.f8S mate.
ii) 5.5f5+? Kxh8 6.Sxey Rxe1 mate. i) 1.b8Q+? Sby 2.Qxb7+ Kcs 3.c8Q+ Kb4

and Black wins.
ii) Kxb7 2.¢8Q+ Kay 3.Qxc5+ wins.
iii) 2.c8Q+? Sc7 3.Qxcy+ Kds wins, e.g.

No 22403 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Garcia (Argentina). 1.Key Sdy 2.Kdé6
St6 3.Kes Sd7+ 4.Kf4 Be6 5.Rh6 h2 6.Bxf3/i

Bb3 7.Rxh2 c4 8.Bds Kb2 9.3+ Ka3 10.Rhy Sf6 4.d8Q+ Bdy.
11.Ra7+ Kbz 12.Bf7/ii ¢3 13.Rb7 c2 14.Rxb3+ Ka1 iv) 4.£85+7 Kf6 5.e85+ Kf7 wins, e.g. 6.d8S+
15.Rc3 Kb2 16.Rxc2+ Kxc2 17.Kes Sd7+ 18.Kd6 Bxd8+.
Sbé6 19.Be6 Kd3 20.Kes Sagq 21.f4 Scs 22.f5 Seq v) 5.£8Q+? Rf7 6.e85+ Kg6 7.Qg8+ Rhgy
23.Bds Sgs5 24.f6 wins. (Rfg7) wins.

No 22402 A. Avni No 22403 M. Hlinka

& M. Minski & M. Garcia No 22404 M. Zinar
3rd commendation 4th commendation special commendation
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The MT attracted 22 studies by 20 composers from 24 countries. Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine) was
judge. The (final?) award was published in Problemist Ukraini no. 4 (59) 2018.

No 22405 A. Avni

1st prize
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No 22405 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.b7 Sc3+/i
2.Kxd2/ii Seq+ 3.Rxeq4 Qxby (Kcy; Sg6) 4.5{7+
Kds 5.Bbs (Kc3? Qc8+;) Qxbs (Qxf7; Beg+)
6.Res+ Kd4 7.Rxbs wins.

i) Qez+ 2.Kxd2, or Qh2+ 2.Kxd1 win.

ii) 2.bxc3? d1Q+ 3.Kxd1 Qd3+ 4.Ke1 Qxc3+
wins.

No 22406 A. Avni & M. Minski
and/3rd prize
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No 22406 Amatzia Avni (Israel) & Martin
Minski (Germany). 1.Rhq+ Kgs 2.5{8/i c1Q+
3.Bxc1/ii Rd6+ (Re8; Rh8) 4.Rd4 Rxd4+ 5.Kc3+
Rf4 6.Se6+ Kggq 7.5xf4 (Bxf4? Kfs;) wins.

i) Logical try: 2.5f4? c1Q+/iii 3.Bxc1 Rdé6+
4.Ke2 Kxh4 draws.

ii) 3.Kxc1? Rc6+ 4.Kd2 Kxh4 draws.

iii) But not Re4? 3.Sg2 Rxh4 4.Bey+ Kga
5.5xh4 wins.

No 22407 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
and/3rd prize
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No 22407 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.h6 Bfs+ 2.Kai1/i Se3 (Sc3; Bc6) 3.Be6/ii
Be4 (Bhy; a6) 4.a6 Kgs (Kes; Bfs) 5.Bfs Kxfs/iii
6.h7 wins.

i) Try: 2.Kc1? Sc3 3.Bc6 Sa2+ 4.Kb2 Sb4 5.Bby
Kes

ii) 3.Bb7? Sca+ 4.Kb2 Sd4 (Sb4?; Kc3) s5.a6
Sbs draws.

iii) Sxfs 6.h7, or Bxfs 6.a7 win.

No 22408 G. Dstmoe
4/5th prize
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No 22408 Geir Sune Ostmoe (Norway).
1.g6 Be3 (Bcs+; Kg8) 2.Bxe3 Rfi+ 3.Bxfi d1Q
4.Be2 Qxe2/i 5.Bf4+ Kxfg 6.g7 draws.

1) Qd8+ 5.Kf7 Qd7+ 6.Kf6 Qd6+ 7.Kf7 draws.
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No 22409 J. Ulrichsen
4th/sth prize
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No 22409 Jarl Ulrichsen (Norway). 1.Se8
Kc2 2.Bd4 Kd3z (b6; Bes) 3.Bay/i Kcg 4.b6
(Sd6+? Kbg;) Kcs 5.5¢7 Sxbé 6.Sa8 Kbs 7.Bxb6/
ii wins.

i) 3.Bg1? (Bf2?) be.

ii) 7.5xb6? Ka6 8.Sc8 b6 9.Bxb6 Kby draws.

No 22410 M. Minski & W. Bruch
special prize
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No 22410 Martin Minski & Wieland Bruch
(Germany). 1.Bc2/i Kg7 (Be7; Sc3) 2.Qg4 Bb8
3.5¢3 Rd2 4.Bd3 Rxd3/ii 5.Sd5, and:

— Rcxds 6.Qxgs+/iii Rxgs stalemate, or:
— Rdxds 6.Qdy+/iv Rxdy stalemate.

i) 1.5a3? Rd2 2.Sxc4 Rxcq+ 3.Kfs Res+, and
either 4.Kg4 Rec1 5.Qay+ Kg6 or 4.Kf6 Bes+
5.Kf7 Re7+ 6.Ke6 Kg6 wins.

ii) Res+ 5.Kd4 Rxd3+ 6.Kxc4 draws.
iii) 6.Qd7+? Rxd7 and no stalemate.
iv) 6.Qxg5+? Rxgs and no stalemate.

The authors remark that, in a classical Pla-
chutta, the solution would run as in notes iii)

and iv). Here, the moves are paradoxically re-
versed; they call it a Pseudo-Plachutta.

No 22411 P. Arestov & D. Keith
1st honourable mention

O EE B
wom W
S
SN
W EXE
w_m E m

A V=2
s W
% /% % 7=

g1ay 4302.00 4/3 Draw

N

§

No 22411 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel
Keith (France). 1.Sc6+/i Qxc6/ii 2.Sd6 Rgaq+
(Qcs+; Qf2) 3.Kh2 Qcs/iii 4.Sc8+/v Ka8/vi
5.Qds+ Qxds 6.Sb6+ draws.

i) 1.Qf2+? Qxf2+ 2.Kxf2 Kxby 3.Sd7 Kcé6
4.5f6 Rfg+, or 1.Qa5+? Kxb8 2.Qd8+ Qxd8
3.5xd8 Kcy 4.5f7 Rey 5.5h6 Rgy+ 6.Kf2 Rgé
7.5f5 Rf6 win.

ii) Kxb7 2.Qd7+ Kbé6 3.Qay+ Kbs 4.Qas+
draws.

iii) Qxc8 5.Qas+, and either Kb7 6.Qbs+ K¢y
7.Qcs+ Kd7 8.Qfs+ Kd8 9.Qf8+ Kcy 10.Qcs+
Kb7 11.Qbs+, or Kb8 6.Qb6+ Qb7 7.Qd8+ Kay
8.Qas+ Kb8 9.Qd8+ Qc8 10.Qb6+ Ka8 11.Qas+
perpetual check. If Kb8 5.Qd6+ Qcy 6.Qxc7+
Kxcy 7.5e7 Rgs 8.Kh3 Kdy 9.Kh4 draws.

No 22412 V. Kalashnikov
2nd honourable mention
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No 22412 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia). 1...
Be6+ 2.Kesq Qg1 3.Rh2+/i Qxh2 4.Be8+/ii Khé
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(Khg; Sf3+) 5.5g4+ (g85+? Khy;) Bxga 6.g85+
Kgs/iii 7.Bf6 mate.

i) 3.g8Q? Bxg8 4.Rh2+ Qxh2 5.Be8+ Khg
6.5f3+ Kh3 7.Bd7+ Kg2 draws.

ii) 4.Bd1+? Khé6 5.g85+ Khy 6.5f6+ Kg7
draws.

iii) Khy 7.5f6+ Kh6 8.Sxg4+ wins.

No 22413 A. Stavrietsky
3rd honourable mention
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No 22413 Aleksandr Stavrietsky (Russia).
1.Sc7+ Sxc7 2.dxcy Bes+ 3.d4 (Khi? O-0;)
Bxd4+ (O-0O; Qhy mate;) 4.Kh1 Qxh2+ 5.Kxh2
hxgs+ 6.Qhy (Kg2? O-0;) Rxh7+ 7.Kg2 wins.

No 22414 M. Hlinka & L. Kekely
sp.-honourable mention
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No 22414 Michal Hlinka & LCubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Sg6 Rh8+/i 2.Kxh8 Qxfs/ii 3.Qg1+
Kh6 (Khs; Rcs) 4.Ses5+, and:

— g6 5.Rxg6+ Khs 6.Rh6+ Kxh6 7.Qg6+ Qxg6

(fxg6) stalemate, or:

— Khs 5.Qxg7 Be6 6.Rxe6, with

- fxe6 7.Qg6+ (Qf7+? Kgs;) Qxg6 stalemate,
or:

- Qxe6 7.Qxf7+
stalemate

i) Qxfs 2.Qg1+ Khs 3.Rc5 draws.
ii) Qd8+ 3.Khy Qd2 4.6 gxf6 5.Rc5+ draws.

(Qgo+?  fxg6;) Qxfy

No 22415 V. Tarasiuk
1st commendation
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No 22415 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Kc3/i Re2/ii 2.Rh8 Kxe6/iii 3.Re8+ Kf6/iv
4.Rxe2 dxe2 5.Kd2 Kfs 6.Ke1/v Kxfg 7.Kxe2
wins.

i) Try: 1.e7? Re2 2.Rh5+ Kxfs 3.Rhg4+ Kxf3
4.Rh3+ Kxfz (or Kg2 5.Re3 Kxf2 6.Rxe2+)
5.Rh2+ Kf1 6.Rxe2 dxe2 7.e8Q e1Q draws.

ii) Ra2 2.e7 Re2 3.Rhs5+ Kxfg 4.Rhg+ Kxf3
5.Rh3+ Kxf2 6.Rh2+ Kfi 7.Rhy d2 8.Kc2 Kg2
9.Kd1 Re6 10.Kxd2 wins.

iii) Rxe6 3.Rf8+ Kg6 4.f5+ wins.
iv) Kfs 4.Rxe2 dxe2 5.Kd2 Kxfs 6. Kxe2 wins.
v) 6.Kxe2? Kxfs 7.Ke1 Kxf3 draws.

No 22416 M. Hlinka & M. Garcia
2nd commendation
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No 22416 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Garcia (Argentina). 1.Se6+ Kds (Kd2;
Bfs+) 2.Rhs+ Bes 3.Rxe5+ (Sfg4+? Kdg4;) Qxes

_187_



Kondratiuk-70 MT 2018

(Kxes; Sc4+) 4.Sc7+ Kes 5.5a6+ Kds/i 6.Sbg+ ii) Qcs+ 3.Kf6 Qxb6 4.a7+ Kxay 5.Ke7 Qcs+
Kcs 7.8d3+ wins. 6.Ke8 draws.

i) Kdé6 (Kd4) 6.Sc4+ (Sfz+) win, or Kbs iii) 3.Kd6? (a7+? Kb7;) Qxb6+ 4.Ke7 Qcs+
6.Bd7+ Kas 7.Sb3 (Sc4) mate. 5.Ke8 Qhs+ wins.

HH: the composers call this domination,
but White checks on every move.

No 22418 D. Blundell
special commendation

No 22417 M. Campioli
3rd commendation
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d6b8 3000.40 5/2 Win No 22418 David Blundell (Great Britain).

1.h8Q+ (Sg6? Sc7+;) Kxh8 2.Kf7 zz Khy/i 3.5g6
No 22417 Marco Campioli (Italy). 1.Kds/i (S£3? Sey;) zz, and:
Qe7 (Ka8; Kd6) 2.Kes; Qd8/ii 3.Kds/iii Qxb6 — Sey 4.5f8+ Kh8 5.5{6 zz Sf5 6.Sg6 mate, or:

4.a7+ Kby (Kxaz; €7) 5.a8Q+ Kxa8 6.e7 Qbs+  _ f6 4.5f8+ Kh8 5.Se7 Sd7 6.Seg6 mate.
7.Kd6 (Ke6? Qc6+;) draws.

i) Se7 3.5f6 zz Sf5 4.Sg6 mate.
i) 1.Kc5? Qes+, or 1.a7+? Kby wins.
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Oleg Pervakov (Russia) judged the Kaiev-105 MT, in which 11 studies by 9 composers from 5

countries participated.

No 22419 A. Stavrietsky
honourable mention
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No 22419 Aleksandr Stavrietsky (Russia).
1.5g4+ Kgi1 2.Re3 Ra2+ 3.Kxaz Qa8 4.Rei+
(cxb4? Qxay+;) Kg2 5.Ra1 Qxay+ 6.Kb1 Qg1+
7.Ka2 Qay+ 8.Kb1 draws.

No 22420 P. Arestov
1st commendation
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No 22420 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Sf7
Rg2+/i 2.Qxg2 Qb8+ 3.Kh1/ii Qxbs 4.Qe4 c3/
iii 5.Kg2 c2 6.Qh7+ Kg4 7.Qh3+ Kf4 8.Qf3 mate.

i) Qf6 2.Qhy+, or Qa1 2.Qfs+ wins.

ii) 3.Kh3? Qc8+ 4.Kh2 Qcy+, or 3.Kg1? Qxbs
4.Qe4 Qb6+ draws.

iii) Qas 5.Qe2+ Kg6 6.Se5+ Kf6 7.Qf3+ Kxes
8.Qhs+ wins.

No 22421 Valery Kalashnikov
1.5c8 Rag+ (Kxdy; Sb6+) 2.Kfs Rd4/i 3.Ke6

(Russia).

No 22421V. Kalashnikov
2nd commendation
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h1Q/ii 4.Rxhi/iii Re4+ 5.Kfs Rd4 6.Sb6 Kxbé6
7.Ke6 Kc7 8.Rc1+ Kd8 9.Rc8 mate.

i) Kxd7 3.Sb6+, or Ras+ 3.Ke6 wins.

ii) Re4+ 4.Rxe4 h1Q, e.g. 5.Rc4+ wins.

iii) 4.Say+? Kcy 5.Sbs+ Kd8 6.Rxhi1 Regq+
7.Kd6 Rd4+ (Re6+) 8.Sxd4 stalemate.

No 22422 M. Hlinka & L. Kekely
3rd commendation
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No 22422 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Ke5 g1Q 2.Bds+ Kcy/i 3.Rc6+ Kdy
4.Rd6+ Key 5.Re6+ Kf7 6.Rf6++ Kg7 7.Rt7+
Kg6 8.Rt6+ Kgs 9.Rf5+ Kg4 10.Rf4+ Kh3 11.Rf3+
Qg3+ 12.Rxg3+ Kxg3 13.Bes/ii Kf2 14.Kds5 Ke2
15.Kxc5 Kxd2 16.Kd4 draws.

i) Kay 3.Rb7+ Ka8 4.Rb6+ draws.

ii) 13.Bh1? Kf2 14.Kd5 Ke2 (Ke1) 15.Kxcs
Kxd2 16.Kd4 Ke2 wins.
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This annual tourney attracted 30 studies by 25 composers from 12 countries and was judged by

Sergey Osintsev (Russia).

No 22423 A. Rusz
1st prize
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No 22423 Arpad Rusz (Rumania). 1.Kb1
Rb2+ 2.Ka1 Rxc2 3.g7 Rd2 4.Rh1/i Rd8/ii 5.Rh8
Rdi+ 6.Kaz c2 7.g8Q c1Q/iii 8.Qa8+ Kg3 9.Qb8+
Kg4 10.Qb4+ Qf4 11.Rh4+ wins.

i) 4.g8Q? Rxd1+ 5.Kaz c2, or 4.Rxd2+? cxd2
5.g8Q d1Q+ draw. Thematic try: 4.Rfi? Rd8/
iv 5.Rf8 Rdi+ 6.Ka2 c2 7.Rc8 c1Q draws, while
7.¢8Q c1Q and Black wins.

ii) Kxhi1 5.g8Q Rd1i+ 6.Kaz2 c2 7.Qhy+ wins.
iii) Ra1+ 8.Kb3 c1Q 9.Qds5+ wins.

iv) Avoiding Kxf1? 5.g8Q Rdi+ 6.Ka2 c2
7.Qc4+ wins.

No 22424 P. Arestov
2nd prize
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No 22424 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rg8/i
Kdi (Kxd2; Rd8+) 2.Rc8 c1Q+ 3.Rxci+ Kxc1

4.d4 g4 5.5xf6 g3 6.Shs g2 7.5f4 g1S§ 8.d5 Sf3 9.d6
Ses 10.Sd3+ Sxd3 11.d7 wins.

i) Logical try: 1.Rxf7? Kd1 2.Rc7 c1Q+ 3.Rxc1+
Kxc1 4.d4 g4 5.5xf6 g3 6.Shs g2 7.5f4 g1S 8.d5 Sf3
9.d6 Sgs 10.d7 Sf7 draws.

No 22425 S. Didukh

3rd prize
7

)
/
4

&
W Y -

L E
% B EAE
w9 /
E B EOm
e mem

N
d4hs 0031.13 3/5 Draw

No 22425 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.Se3/i
Bb3 2.5Sds5 a4 3.f6/ii es+/iii 4.Kxes Kgé6 5.t7/iv
Kxf7/v 6. Kd4 a3 7.Kc3, and:

— Kg8 8.5f6+ Kg7 9.Seq Kg6 10.Sc5 a2 11.Kb2
c3+ 12.Ka1 Bcg4 13.Sb3 Bxb3 stalemate, or:
— Kg6 8.5f4+ Kf5 9.Se2 Keg 10.Sc1 a2 11.Kb2

Ke3z 12.Ka1 Kd2 13.Kb2 a1Q+ 14.Kxa1 Kxc1
stalemate, or:

— Kg7 8.5f4 a2 9.Kb2 c3+ 10.Ka1 Bc4 11.5e6+

Bxe6 stalemate.

i) 1.Kxc4? a4 2.5f4+ Kgs 3.5g6 (Sds5 Bb3s+;)
a3 4.Kc3 e6 (Kf6) wins, or 1.5f4+? Kg5 2.5ds5 a4
3.5xe7 a3 4.Kc3 Bf3 5.f6 Kxf6 6.Sc8 Bds 7.Sb6 a2
8.Sxds+ Kes 9.Kb2 Kxds wins.

ii) 3.Sxe7? a3 4.Kc3 a2 5.Kb2 c3+ wins.

iii) exf6 4.5xf6+ Kg6 5.Se4 a3 6.Kc3 draws.

iv) Logical try: 5.Kd4? a3 (Kf7) 6.Kc3 Kf7
(a3), and: 7.5f4 a2 8.Kb2 c3+ 9.Ka1 Bc4 or here:
7.Sb4 Kxf6 8.Sds5+ Kes 9.Se3 Kd6 10.Sxc4+ Bxcg
11.Kc2 Baz 12.Kc3 Kcs, or here: 7.Se3 a2 8.Kb2
c3+ 9.Ka1 Ke8 (Kg8) 10.f7+ Kf8 zz wins.

v) Kg7 6.Ke6 Kf8 7.Kf6 draws.
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No 22426 O. Pervakov

4th prize
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No 22426 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.c6/i
Bxc6 2.5xf3 Bxf3+ 3.Kxf3 g1S+/ii 4.Kf4/iii e1Q
5.Bg4+ Kc1 6.Rg2 Kb1 7.Bfs+ Kai 8.Bgq Kb
9.Bfs+ Kc1 10.Bg4 Qfi+ 11.Kg3 Qd3z+ 12.Kh2/
iv Sf3+ 13.Bxf3 Qxf3 14.Rg1+ Kd2 15.Rg2+ Ke1
16.Rg1+ Kf2 17.Rfi+ Kxf1 stalemate.

i) Logical try: 1.Sxf3? Bxf3+ 2.Kxf3 g1S+ 3.Kf4
e1Q 4.Bg4+ Kc15.Rg2 Qfi+ (Qbsg+) 6.Kg3 Qd3+
7.Kh2 Sf3+ 8.Bxf3 Qxf3 9.Rg1+ Kd2 10.Rg2+ Ke1
11.Rg1+ Kf2 wins.

ii) g1Q (e1Q) 4.Rxe2 (Rxg2) draw.

iii) 4.Kg2? e1Q 5.Rh1 Qe2+ 6.Kxg1 Ke1 wins.

iv) 12.Kf2? Sh3+ 13.Bxh3 Qxh3 wins.

No 22427 A. Sochnev
special prize
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No 22427 Aleksey Sochnev (Russia). 1.c7+
Kd7 2.c8Q+ Kxd6 3.Qc7+ Kds 4.Qxf7+ Kda/i
5.Qg7+ Kc4 6.Qg8+ Kc3 7.Qxg3+ Kc2 8.Qxh2 b3
9.Qe2 Sd3 10.Qg2 Ses/ii 11.Qf2 Sc6+/iii 12.Kby
Sd4 13.Ka8 Kc1 14.Qe3/iv b2 15.Qxd4, and:

— b1Q 16.Qc3+ Kdi1 17.Qf3+ Kc2 18.Qc6+ Kbz
19.Qf6+ Kc1 20.Qc3z+ Qc2 21.Qai+ Qba
22.Qc3+ draws, or:

— d1Q 16.Qcs5+ Kb1 17.Qfs+ Kaz2 18.Qas+ Kb1
19.Qfs+ Kc1 20.Qcs+ Qc2 21.Qgi+ Qdi
22.Qcs draws.

i) Kc6 5.Qg6+ Kbs 6.Qe8+ draws.
ii) b2 11.Qc6+ Kb1 12.Qf3 Kc2 13.Qc6+ draws.

iii) Sd3 12.Qg2 Scs5 13.Qe2 Sd3 14.Qg2 Ses
15.Qf2 draws.

iv) 12.Ka8? Sd4 13.Kay Sbs+ 14.Ka6 Sc3 wins.

No 22428 M. Minski
& G. Hertneck
1st honourable mention
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No 22428 Martin Minski & Gerald Hert-
neck (Germany). 1.8d5 Bc2 2.Bd4+ Kg8 3.5f6+
Kh8 4.Qh3+ (Qhs+? Bhy;) Bhy 5.Qa3 Qxa3
6.5g4+ Kg8 7.Sh6 mate.

No 22429 M. Miljani¢
2nd honourable mention
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No 22429 Mirko Miljani¢ (Serbia). 1.Qf6/i
Kaz 2.Kc2 Rbg 3.Rxas Rcg+ 4.Sxcq4 Qxas/ii
5.Qa1+ Kxa1 6.Sxas a2 7.Sb3 mate.

i) 1.Qf8? Ka2 2.Qf7 Re7 draws.

ii) 5.Sxas5? stalemate, or 5.Qf2? Qe1 6.Qxe1
stalemate.
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No 22430 L. Katsnelson
3rd honourable mention
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No 22430 Leonard Katsnelson (Russia).
1.13/i fxg3 2.Kb8 diQ 3.a8Q Qb3+ 4.Qby/ii
Rbs 5.Rd7+ Ke3 6.Re7+ Kfs 7.Rf7+ Ke3 8.Re7+
Kd2 9.Rd7+ Ke1 10.Re7+ Kdi/iii 11.Rd7+ Kc2
12.Rc7+ Kbz 13.5xg3 Qg8+ 14.Kay Rxby+
15.Rxb7+ draws.

i) Logical try: 1.Kb8? d1Q 2.a8Q Qb3+ 3.Qb7
Rbs 4.Rd7+ Ke2 5.Re7+ Kf1 wins.

ii) 4.Kc8? Rd8+ 5.Kxd8 Qg8+ 6.Kdy Qxa8
7.5xg3 Qxf3 wins.

iii) Kf1 11.5xg3+ Kf2 12.Se4+ draws.

No 22431 S. Didukh
4th honourable mention
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No 22431 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.Kc4/i,
and:

— Kif6 2.Kxcs Kxfs 3.Kc4/ii Kfs (hs; Kd3) 4.d4
hs 5.Kd3 h4 (Kxf3; ds5) 6.Ke2 Kg3 7.Kfi1 Kh2
8.d5 h3 9.d6 Khi 10.d7 h2 11.Ke2 wins, or:

— h52.Kd3 c4+ 3.Ke3 zz Key 4.Ke4 zz Kf7 5.Kes
zz Key 6.6+ Kf7 7.Kf5 h4 8.Kg4 Kxf6 9.Kxhg
Kes 10.Kg3 Kd4 11.Kf2 Kd3 12.Ke1 wins.

i) Logical try: 1.Ke4? K6 2.Kf4 c4 (h6) 3.Kes
h6 4.Kf4 hs zz 5.Keq4 Key (Kgy) 6.Ke5 Kf7 zz
7.t6 h4 8.Kf4 Kxf6 9.Kg4 Kes draws.

ii) 3.Kd4? Kf4 4.Kd3 Kxf3 draws.

No 22432 V. Katsnelson
& L. Katsnelson
sth honourable mention
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No 22432 Vladimir Katsnelson & Leon-
ard Katsnelson (Russia). 1.h6 h3 2.Bes+ Kxes
3.Rxg3 Rhg (Rxg3; hy) 4.Rxe3+/i Kf6 5.hy h2
6.Rf3+ Kgs 7.Rg3+/ii Kf6 8.Rf3+ Key 9.Re3+/iii
Kdé6 10.Rd3+ Ke6 11.Re3+/iv Kfs 12.Rf3+ Kgg
(Ke4) 13.Rf1 draws.

i) 4.h7? Kf4 5.Rf3+ Kg4 6.Rxe3 Rxh7+ 7.Kxhy
h2 8.Re4+ Kg3 9.Re3+ Kg2 wins.

ii) 7Rf1? Kg6 8.Kg8 Rxhy wins.

iii) 9.Rfi? h1Q 10.Rxh1 Rxh1 11.Kg7 Rgi+
12.Kh6 Kf7 wins.

iv) 1.Rd1? Kf7 12.Rd7+ Kf8 13.Rd8+ Key
wins.

No 22433 B. Djurasevi¢
special honourable mention
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No 22433 Branislav Djurasevi¢ (Serbia).
1.fxe7/i Bg8 2.dy/ii Rf4/iii 3.d8S/iv Rf8/v 4.ex-
£8S/vi wins.

i) 1.dxe7? Bg8 2.e8Q Rf3+ 3.Kbg Rfg+ 4.Kcs
Rfs+ 5.Kd4 Rf4+ 6.Ke5 Rxf6 draws.

ii) 2.e8Q? Rf3+ 3.Kb4 Rb3+ 4.Kc5 Rc3+ 5.Kb6
Rb3+ 6.Kc7 Re3+ 7.Kd8 Rc8+ 8.Kxc8 stalemate.

iii) Rd1 3.e8Q Rd3+ 4.Kb4 Rb3+ 5.Kcs Re3+
6.Kd6 Rd3+ 7.Kcy Rc3+ 8.Kd8 Rc8+ 9.Key
Rxe8+ 10.Kxe8, or Re1 3.d8Q Rez+ 4.Kag Raz+
5.Kbs Rb3+ 6.Ka6 Ra3+ 7.Qas win.

iv) 3.d8Q? Rag+ 4.Kb2 Rbg+ 5.Kc3 Rbz+
6.Kd4 Rd3+, or 3.e8Q? Rag+ 4.Kb2 Rbg+ 5.Kc3
Rcg+ draws.

v) Reg 4.Sf7+ Bxf7 5.gxf7 wins.

No 22434 A. Avni & M. Minski
1st commendation
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No 22434 Amatzia Avni (Israel) & Martin
Minski (Germany). 1.Rc1+/i Kd8 2.Sc7 Qhs+
3.Kc6 Qf7 4.Rg7 Qxg7 5.5e6+ Key 6.Kds/ii, and:
— Qg6 7Rc7+ Ke8 8.Sg7+ Kd8 9.Se6+ Ke8

10.Sg7+/iii perpetual check, or:

— Qg8 7Rc7+ Ke8 8.Rc8+ Kdy 9.Rc7+ Ke8
10.Rc8+ perpetual check.

i) 1.5xd6+? Kd7 2.f4 Ra8 3.Sc4 Rd8 wins.
ii) 6.Sxg7? Rc8+ 7.Kds Rxc1 wins.

iii) 10.Rc8+? Kf7 11.Rxf8+ Key wins.

No 22435 L. Kekely
2nd commendation
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No 22435 Lubos Kekely (Slovakia). 1.Sg4+
Kf7 2.Rh7+ Kg8 3.Rh8+ Qxh8 (Kxah8; Bes+)
4.Bes Sgi+ 5.Kg3 Se2+ 6.Kh3 Sf4+ 7.Bxf4 Qd4
(Qe3+; Kg2) 8.Kg3 Qgi+ 9.Kfz Qhi+ (Qdi+)
10.Kg3 Qe+ 11.5f2 Qg1+ 12.Kf3 draws.

No 22436 D. Hlebec
3rd commendation

>
//,z%/x
] KL

/

S
%/

%/ 5 -
%//}//
7 5 B

B E N

h4h6 0311.13 4/5 Win

No 22436 Darko Hlebec (Serbia). 1.g7
Rd4+/i 2.Kg3 Rga+ 3.Kxgsa d2 4.Kfs di1Q/ii
5.g85+ Kxhs 6.5xf6+ Kh4 7.Seq4+ Khs (Kg3;
Sf2+) 8.Sg3+ Khé 9.Bf8 mate.

i) Rds 2.g85+ Kg6 3.Sf4+ wins.

ii) Kxhs 5.g8Q d1Q 6.Qxhy mate.
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No 22437 A. Popov
4th commendation
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No 22437 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1.5f3+,
and:
— Sxf3 2.Bxf3 Rgs 3.Rxgs/i Sfa+ 4.Kg1 Shz+
5.Kh2 Sxgs5 6.g3 mate, or:
— Kg3 2.5xd2 Sf2+ 3.Kg1 Sxegq 4.Sf1+ Kh4 5.Sh2
Sg3/ii 6.5f3 mate.
i) 3.g3+? Kxg3 (Rxgs? Rhs mate) 4.Rxgs+
Kxf3 draws.

ii) Rg8 6.Rf4+, or Sd6 6.Rf6 Rd4 7.5f3+ win.

No 22438 M. Minski
sth commendation
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No 22438 Martin  Minski  (Germany).
1.Bc4+ Qxc4 2.d8S+ Kf8 3.5xc6 Qc2+/i 4.Kxca
e15+ 5.Kd2 Sxg2 6.Bg3 Kf7 7.Ke2 wins.

i) Qa2+ 4.Ke1 Qb1+ 5.Kxe2 Qc2+ 6.Kf1 Qc1+
7Kf2 Qcs+ 8.Kg3 Qgs+ 9.Kh2 Qhé+ 10.Kg1
Qc1+ 11.Qf1+ wins.
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This anniversary tourney of the Azerbaijan composition magazine was organized by the Azer-
baijan Chess Composition Commission. The judge was Ilham Aliev, and the tourney was judged by
Maradkhan Muradov (Azerbaijan). 31 studies by 26 composers from 15 countries participated. In
the final award a new study (a special prize) popped up in comparison with the provisional award.

No 22439 A. Zhukov & P. Arestov

1st prize
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€2¢6 3012.22 6/4 Win

No 22439 Aleksandr Zhukov & Pavel
Arestov (Russia). 1.Ses+ (Sd4+? Kbé;) Kcs/i
2.Bxaz+ Kbs 3.Sd6+ Kxa6 4.Sd7 Qe7+ 5.Kd2
c1Q+ 6.Kxc1 Qe3+/ii 7.Kc2 Qxa3z 8.b8S+ Kas
9.5¢6+ Kag/iii 10.Sb6 mate.

i) Kb6 2.Sd7+ Kas 3.a7 Qe7s+ 4.Bes c1Q
5.a8Q+ wins.

i1) Qe1+ 7.Kc2 Qez2+ 8.Kc3 Qez+ 9.Kcqg Qe+
10.Kds Qf3+ 11.Ke6 eventually wins.

iii) Ka6 10.Sdb8+ Kbé6 11.Sc4+ wins.

No 22440 O. Pervakov
and prize
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No 22440 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.Be3++
Kh2/i 2.Bf4+/ii Kh3 (Khi; Bf3 mate) 3.Bfi+ Kh4

4.Bgz+ Khs 5.Be2+ Qxe2 6.Rgs+ Khé 7.Rxfs
Qb2+ 8.Bes bg 9.Kf7 (Bxb2 stalemate?) Qxes
10.Rxe5 b2 11.Re1 Kgs 12.Rf1/iii hs 13.Ke6 hg
14.Kes Kg4 15.Ke4 Kg3 16.Rg1+/iv Kf2 17.Rb1
h3/v 18.Kfg (Rxb2+? Kg3;) h2 19.Rxb2+ Kg1
20.Kg3 h1Q 21.Rb1 mate.

i) Kh1 2.Bf3+ Kh2 3.Bf4+ Kh3 4.Bg2+ Khg
5.Bg3+ Khs 6.Bf3+ Khé6 7.Bf4 mate.

ii) 2.Bg1+? Kh3 3.Bfi+ Khg 4.Bf2+ Khs
5.Rg5+ Khé6 wins.

iii) 12.Ke6? Kf4 13.Kds5 hs 14.Rf1+ Ke3 draws.

iv) 16.Ke3? Kg2 17.Rb1 h3 18.Rxb2+ Kg3
draws.

v) Kg3 18.Ke3 h3 19.Rg1+ Kh2 20.Kf2 wins.

No 22441 A. Avni & M. Minski
3rd prize
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No 22441 Amatzia Avni (Israel) & Mar-
tin Minski (Germany). 1.Qc3 (Rxc6? b4+;) ba
2.Qxbg Qai1+/i 3.Ke6/ii Bd7+ 4.Kxdy (Ke7?
Qg7+;) Ray+/iii 5.Ke8 Ra8+/iv 6.Rc8 Rxc8+
7.Kd7 Ra8 8.Qhg+ Kg8 9.Qc4+ Kh8 10.Qhg+
Kg8 11.Qc4+ perpetual check.

i) Rxcs+ 3.Qxcs, or Qe+ 3.Kd6 Qd3+ 4.Kxc6
Qf3+ 5.Kb6 draws.

ii) 3.Kd6? Qf6+ 4.Kc7 Ray+ wins.

iii) Qg7+ 5.Kc6 Ra6+ 6.Kbs Qb7+ 7.Kcqg
draws.



Sahmat Bestescilyi-15 AT 2018

iv) Qh1 6.Qd4+ Rg7 7.Rd5 Qhy 8.Qf6 Qes+
9.Kf8 draws.

No 22442 S. Hornecker
& M. Minski
special prize

e
w_m S
. 1
. /// =
B E E
W K

E B E
= BB EX

d8d6 0402.02 4/4 Win

No 22442 Siegfried Hornecker & Martin
Minski (Germany). 1.5f7+ Ke6 2.Ke8 g2 3.Sey
Rh8+/i 4.5xh8 g1Q 5.Re4+ (Sf7? f5;) Kd6 6.Rca
Ke6 7.5f7 Qg2 8.Rag (Rb4? Qa8+;) Qe2 9.Rbg
Qe3 10.Rb2 f511.Rg2 f4 12.Rg6 mate.

i) g1Q 4.Re4 mate, or f5 4.Rb6 mate.

No 22443 M. Minski
1st honourable mention
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No 22443 Martin  Minski  (Germany).
1.Rb1+/i Qxb1 2.Qf6+ Qb2 3.Qxb2+ Kxb2 4.Bcs
Rgé6/ii 5.Bd4+ Kc2 6.Kxg6 draws.

i) Logical try: 1.Qb1+? Qxb1 2.Rxbi+ Kxb1
3.Bc5 Rg6 (Bxcs; Kxg4) 4.Kxg6 Bxcs wins.

ii) Now wK is at b2. Bxcs (Rg8; Bxd6) 5.Kxg4
Bf2 6.Kf3 Kc3 7.Ke2 Kc2 8.Kf1 Kd3 stalemate.

No 22444 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
& M. Minski
2nd honourable mention
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No 22444 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.a7 c2
2.Kb2 Bg7+ 3.Kc1 Kb4/i 4.Bh1/ii Ra6/iii 5.a8Q
Rxa8 6.Bxa8 Kc3 7.3 wins.

i) Ra6 4.Bc6+ Kb4 5.a8Q Rxa8 6.Bxa8 Kc3
7.3 wins.

ii) Logical try: 4.Bg2? Kc3 5.a8Q Rhi+ 6.Bxh1
Bh6+ 7.e3 Bxe3 mate.

iii) Kc3 (Rxhi+; Kxc2) 5.a8Q Rxhi+ 6.Qxhi
Bh6+ 7.Qxhé6 wins.

No 22445 M. Hlinka & L. Kekely
3rd honourable mention
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No 22445 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Sd4 Rb7+/i 2.Kas Ray+/ii 3.Ra6
Rxa6+ 4.Kxa6 Bd3+ s5.bs Rf6+ 6.Sb6+ (c6?
Rd6;) Kb8 7.Bxc3 Bxc3 8.Sc6+ Rxcé6 stalemate.

i) Rsf6+ 2.Rxf6 Rxf6+ 3.c6 c2 4.Sxc2 Bxc2
5.Bxf6 draws.

iii) Rxcs+ 3.5xc5 Bxg6 4.Sxby draws.

_196_
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No 22446 P. Krug & M. Garcia
special honourable mention
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No 22446 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Garcia (Argentina). 1.5f5+ exfs 2.Qh6+ Kf7/i
3.Qf8+ Ke6 4.Qdé6+ Kf7 5.6+ Kf6 (Bxe6;
Qf8 mate) 6.e7+ Kf7 7.Qds+ Be6 8.Qxe6+
Kxe6 9.e8Q+ Kf6/ii 10.Qf8+ Ke6 11.Qd6+ Kf7
12.Bc4+ Ke8 13.Be6/iii Rbi+ 14.Kg2 Rb2+/iv
15.Kh3 Rd2/v 16.Qf8 mate.

i) Kxh6 3.Bf8+ Kg5 4.h4 mate.

ii) Sey 10.Qxey+ Kds 11.Qd7+ Kes/viii
12.Qg7+ Kds 13.Qxc3

iii) 13.Bd5? Rb1+ 14.Kg2 Qg1+ 15.Kh3 Sbg
16.Bxb4 Rxb4 17.Qxb4 Qf1+ 18.Kh4 Qe2 draws.

iv) Qg1+ 15.Kh3 Qf1+ 16.Kh4 wins.

v) Rxh2+ 16. Kxh2 Qf2+ 17.Kh3 Qf1+ 18.Kh4
Qhi+ 19.Kg5 Qhs+ 20.Kf6 wins.

No 22447 P. Krug & M. Garcia
special honourable mention
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No 22447 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Garcia (Argentina). 1.Bc3/i Qay 2.Qxhy+
Qxhy+/ii 3.g6 Rai+ 4.Bxar Rxai+ 5.Kb2/iii

Qh8+/iv 6.g7 Raz2+ 7.Kxb3 Qhy 8.Rg6 (Kxa2?
Qc2+;) Ra8/v 9.Rhg1 bxcs 10.c7/vi b4 11.Kb2 c4
12.Ra1 Rc8 13.Re6 c3+ 14.Kb3 wins.

i) 1.g67 Rai+ 2.Kb2 Ria2+ 3.Kc1 Rai+ draws.

ii) Kxhy 3.g6+ Kg8 4.h7+ wins.

iii) 5.Kxa1? Qay+ 6.Kb2 Qa2+ wins.

iv) Qey 6.h7+ Kh8 7.g7+ Qxg7+ 8.Rxgy wins.

v) Qxg6 9.h7+ Kxg7 10.h8Q+ wins.

vi) 10.Kb2? Rc8 11.c7 Rxc7 12.Rf6 Rf7 13.Rxf7
Kxf7 14.Rfi+ Key draws.

No 22448 L. Gonzalez
1st commendation
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No 22448 Luis Miguel Gonzalez (Spain).
1.a7 1Q 2.a8Q, and:

— Kg3+ 3.Kg7 Rg1 4.Kh8 Rhi+ 5.Kg7 Rhs (Rh2;
Rd4) 6.Rd5 Qg2 7Rd8 Qh3 8.Qb8+ Kf2
9.Qf4+ draws, or:

— e23.Rg7 Qfs+ 4.Kg8 e1Q 5.5d4 Qee4 6.Qaz+
Qd3 7.Rg3+ Qxg3+ 8.Qxg3+ Kxgz 9.Sxfs+
draws.

No 22449 M. Hlinka & M. Garcia
2nd commendation
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No 22449 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Garcia (Argentina). 1.S6bg+/i Kxe6
2.Sd4+ Kf6 3.Sxd3 exd3 4.Sxf3, and:

— Rbs+ 5.Kc1 Rxb8 6.Kd2 Rd8 7.Ke3 Kfs 8.Sd2
positional draw, or:

— Rfs 5.Se5 Rfi+ 6.Kb2 d2 7.Sg4+ Kf5 8.5f2
Rxf2 9.Kc2 Ke4 10.Bd6 (Bcy) Ke3 11.Bbg Rh2
12.Bas positional draw.

i) Thematic try: 1.S2bg+? Kcgq 2.Bay Rhi+
3.Kb2 d2 4.Sc2 Rbi+ 5.Ka2 Rai+ 6.Kb2 Rxay
7.S5xa7 diS+ 8.Ka3 f2 9.e7 f1Q 10.e8Q Qd3+
11.Ka4 Qxc2+ wins.

No 22450 I. Aliev
& A. Almammadov
3rd commendation
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No 22450 Ilham Aliev & Araz Almam-
madov (Azerbaijan). 1.Bd3+ Rxd3 2.Kd1 a1Q
3.Rc1+ Kb2 4.Rxa1 Kxa1 5.Kc2 Rbxb3 6.Ra8+
Ra3z 7.Rb8 Rd7/i 8.Rb1+ Ka2 9.Rb2+ Ka110.Rb1+
perpetual check.

i) Ka2 8.Rb2+ Ka1 9.Rb1+ Ka2 10.Rb2+ per-
petual check.

No 22451 P. Kiryakov
4th commendation
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No 22451 Petr Kiryakov (Russia). 1.Shg6/i,
and:

— fxg6 2.Sxhy Kxhy 3.Kf3 Kg7 4.Ke4 Kf7 5.Kd5
Ke7 6.Kes wins, or:

— 16 2.gxf6+ Kxf6 3.5f4 (Sh4? Ke7;) Ke7 4.58e6
wins.

No 22452 A. Oganesyan
special commendation
7

%7
_

W OE AW
B o
SEAEAE R

D lew

f3f1 0030.75 8/7 Win

No 22452 Aleksey Oganesyan (Russia).
1.g5/1 hxgs/ii 2.e4 fxe3ep 3.a7 €2 4.a8Q, and:

— Bay 5.Qey4/iii e1Q (g4+; Qxg4) 6.Qc4+ Kg1
7.Qg4+ Kxh2 8.Qg2 mate, or:

— g4+ 5.hxg4 Bay 6.Qh8 e1Q 7.Qh3+ Kg1 8.Qg2
mate.

i) 1.e4? fxesep 2.a7 e2 3.a8Q Bay 4.Qxay e1Q
5.Qa6+ Kg1 and there is no win, because of
wPg4.

ii) hs 2.Kxf4 Kxe2 3.Kes Kd2 4.Kf6 Kxcz
5.Kxg6 Kbz 6.Kxhs Kxaz 7.g6 Bd4 8.a7 Bxay
9.g7 wins.

iii) 5.Qby? (Qc8? e1Q;) g4+ 6.hxgq e1Q
draws.
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