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Editorial

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

There is a lot of happy news in this issue!

First of all, John Roycroft celebrated
his goth (!!) birthday on 25vii2019. Many
congratulations!!

It is with great pleasure that I am able to an-
nounce that we have two new editors for EG.

For a long time we have been considering
several options to make EG more attractive to
o.t.b. players. The famous o.t.b. German GM
Dr. Karsten Miiller will edit a column entitled
“Studies for Practical Players”. A short CV: born
in Hamburg, Germany in 1970, he studied
mathematics and obtained a doctorate in 2002.
As an o.t.b. chess player he finished in third
place in the German championships in 1996
and 1997. In 1998 he was awarded the GM title.
Miiller is also a well-known author on endings;
e.g. he co-authored together with Frank Lam-
precht Secrets of Pawn Endings (2000) and Fun-
damental Chess Endings (2001), together with
Wolfgang Pajeken How to Play Chess Endgames
(2008), and with Claus Dieter Meyer Magic of
Chess Tactics (2003). Since 2001 he is also edi-
tor of the popular column Endgame Corner on
www.chesscafe.com.

I welcome Karsten to the editorial team. I am
confident that all (EG readers as well as prac-
tical players) will like his first column. I thank
Guy Haworth for his initiative in suggesting to
Karsten that he write an article for EG.

The other new editor is the Danish endgame
study composer, and rising star, Steffen Slum-
strup Nielsen. He will edit the (resumed) Orig-
inals column in EG. However, his task is to
publish only very good studies. I am confident
that he will be able to turn EG’s tourney into
one of the most prestigious informal tourneys
of the year.

A short CV: born in 1975, he now lives in
Vanlese, a suburb of Copenhagen, Denmark.
He is married and has two children (5 and 7).

His first study (2012) won a commendation in
the Fritz-100 MT, and with his second study
he won first prize in the Timman-60 JT! He
is a journalist by profession and works for the
magazine Komputer for alle. Coincidentally
the Danish Problem Society announces a 45-JT
for Nielsen (reproduced in this issue). Finally,
Nielsen was appointed spokesman for the end-
game study committee at the recent WFCC
conference in Vilnius, Lithuania.

More good news is that Javier Rodriguez
Ibran (Spain), one of EG’s oldest subscribers,
has also joined as a Friend of EG. Welcome!

Unfortunately, there is also sad news in this
issue.

First of all, the famous o.t.b. GM and IM of
chess composition, Pal Benko, has passed away.
His compatriot and friend Péter Gyarmati has
kindly provided an obituary for EG. As there
will be many obituaries in chess magazines
dealing with his impressive o.t.b. career, I asked
Péter to focus on endgame studies.

The endgame study committee proposed
new rules for FIDE Album/WCCI judging to
the general assembly of the WFCC during the
recent conference in Vilnius, which were sub-
sequently accepted.

In 2006 the WFCC passed a resolution
which states, that for the FIDE Album and
WCCI “Judges in section D (endgame studies)
are requested to allocate points to the studies
as if they had been composed in the traditional
manner before the advent of the computer into
compositional chess”.

Before this rule existed, judges were en-
couraged (...) to award zero points to endgame
studies with positions occurring in EGTBs.
Already at an ARVES meeting in conjunction
with the 1991 WFCC conference in Rotterdam
I asked the audience whether they considered
positions in EGTBs to be anticipated. The
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Editorial

general opinion was that this was not the case.
Although the 2006 rule was poorly formulated
(it would have been better to say that EGTBs do
not anticipate studies, and judges simply must
judge), the situation has normalized since then.

Despite that, unfortunately a proposal to
change this rule was proposed during the
WECC conference to the endgame study com-
mittee. The “sleeping” members (i.e. not pres-
ent — like myself) were not consulted! That is
unacceptable in such important issues.

The proposal was supported by comments
like “the original rule was strange and contro-
versial already at the time”, “is completely ab-
surd in the present era (2019)”, an “unfortunate
decision”, “we are flooded with garbage studies
with no artistic content”.

We may have been flooded by garbage stud-
ies with no artistic content but this is not relat-
ed to the material on the board. Certainly, we
see poor studies with EGTB material (see last
topic in this editorial), but also a lot of poor
studies with more pieces.

The judges of the FIDE Album/WCCI did
not have any problems because of the rule.
There were no excessive numbers of “computer
studies” in the FIDE-Album, nor such studies
highly placed in the WCCI. So, either the judg-
es were not flooded with such studies or ade-
quately dealt with them.

This is the new rule which was proposed by
the endgame study committee and later ac-
cepted by the general assembly (replacing the
2006 rule):

“If a study arrives, during the solution, to a po-
sition of 7 pieces or less; and especially if it starts
with 7 pieces or less, the judge is advised to base
his score on his evaluation of the human contri-
bution to the EGTB position, and on the amount
of comprehensibility of the study to humans”.

Again the new rule is poorly formulated
(“the amount of comprehensibility” ?!?!). But
the main problem with it is that (poor) judges
are given a carte blanche to award good studies
with EGTB material with low points.

Therefore, in my view, the endgame study
committee in Vilnius has done very bad harm
to our endgame study genre.

For the next WFCC-conference I propose a
new rule, something like: “Studies with EGTB
positions are not anticipated by the EGTB. Judg-
es should judge (poor/incomprehensible studies
get low points, excellent/clear studies get high
points). This has nothing to do with the number
of pieces on the board”.

Well, perhaps more concise is perhaps:
“judges should judge”. Or no rule at all?

Jarl Ulrichsen sent me an e-mail comment-
ing on an award and allowed me to reproduce
itin EG.

“I read your Editorial [HH in EG215] with
interest. The Helmut Steniczka-MT is a sad ex-
ample confirming your words. We are invited to
enter ‘preferably, friendly studies for chess play-
ers, and what do we find in the award? Take a
look at the 1st prize winner by B. Djurasevic in
the win section:

Peter Krug writes: ‘Mirror position, with
wonderful thematic try. The solution presents
surprising unique moves. The known Siegfried
theme to avoid stalemate in a pleasant position
with additional tries are the highlights of this ex-
cellent study’.

Is this an excellent study? Is it a study at all?
Where is the content? Who can solve it? How do
I know that the position after 6.Kaz is a win?
Well, by looking at an EGTB I see that White
wins, but I also see that White wins in the di-
agram position by looking at the same EGTB.
This is only a series of six moves leading to a won
position, nothing more. No idea, no real solution.

And take a look at the 1st prize winner by M.
Campioli in the draw section. The judge writes:
“The study is high (sic!) original. Amazing long
solution with dance of 2 queens!’.

To me this is nothing more than an EGTB
study with many unique moves, with a grotesque
position that hardly appeals to anyone and a
bad introduction. We find the same absence of
idea and content as in the 1st prize winner in the
win section.
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Well, there are of course some very fine studies
in the award, but they do not win the 1st prize”.

Martin Minski also sent an e-mail com-
plaining about poor judging (“the provisional
award of the 8th UAPA is a disaster”).

“In section A, there is mostly uninteresting
computer play. In section B there are many stud-
ies with serious technical defects: bad exchanges,
too many pieces, pieces without move, superflu-
ous pieces that worsen the final etc. Surely there
are some good studies, but it all seems to be
mixed up.

Why does a composer publish boring or im-
provable studies? Sometimes it takes years to
finally find the best version. Every composer
should have the necessary patience.

As a director of an informal tournament, you
have the right to refuse a study if you do not
consider it worthy for publication. Mario Gar-
cia seems to do the opposite. I was told by several
judges that he animates sometimes the judge to
award as many studies as possible.

According to the motto: everyone should be
happy about a high award. Meanwhile, there is
an inflation of prizes. This invalidates old and
new real masterpieces. Harold van der Heijden

has repeatedly pointed to this problem in EG.
Yesterday, a grandmaster wrote to me on Face-
book that he likes to use studies for chess train-
ing, but that he can hardly use a suitable study
from the 8th UAPA. We should be aware of the
outside effects of this tournament. We should all
act responsibly so that our study art maintains
its high level: composers, judges and directors”.

It is unfortunate that the same judge is the
subject of both e-mails as there are similar cas-
es involving other judges.

Computer tools allow us to check whether
a move in a certain position is unique or not.
This not only goes for sub-8-men positions by
using EGTBs but also in positions with more
material by using fast hardware and good chess
software.

The main point however is that a position
with a sequence of unique moves is not always
a study - it is the other way around: a sound
study must have a sequence of unique moves.
But an endgame study must always show one
or more ideas. A unique move is not an idea or
feature, it is a prerequisite.

This certainly is the longest editorial in EG
so far....

Errata

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

— Sahmat Bestescilyi-15 AT. EG217 p.195. [lham
Aliev was tourney director, not judge.

— 1st Youth Composing Challenge 2016. EG217
p.232. Ofer Comay (not Comat) was judge.

Ulrich Dirr e-mailed me to report some
typos:

— Editorial: CAmi - Yu, after 77.Bh3 it should
be 77...Bd3 (Black’s bishop is still on e4) not
h3; Timman study: variation on 6th move
should 6.Bb7? not K.

— Diagram caption on page 168 (P.5) should
read: d3dy not dzby.

— #22380: The citation doubles the king’s route
g7 “Kh6-g7-g7-h6-g5-h4”



The disadvantage of the advantage tourney

BY ED VAN DE GEVEL

The famous Dutch soccer player Johan Cruijff once said: “leder voordeel heb ze nadeel”, which
translates into “Every advantage has its disadvantage”. I always thought this could be the theme of
a wonderful endgame study, but my own tries never resulted in something really beautiful. Conse-
quently. with my 6oth birthday coming up on 17112020, I decided to organise a theme tourney.

Tourney director: Harold van der Heijden
Judge: Ed van de Gevel

Send your original studies to the address of tournament director: heijdenharold@gmail.com in
PGN format, but please supply an explanation of the advantage and disadvantage shown.

Closing date: 16ii2020
Prizes: €250, €125 and €75

Theme: the disadvantage of the advantage. During the solution Black plays a surprising move
which gives an advantage that seems decisive for Black but where that Black move itself leads to a
considerable disadvantage. The advantage and disadvantage should not be purely material. As the
example shows the ‘surprising’ Black move may be a move that sets up a well-known theme.

Example:

Ed van de Gevel
EBUR 1993, correction by Mario Garcia

3 5>

A& A

x/ /m/@/
7

=
RO
o wom

;/%//
& B e

a1g6 0113.47 7/9 Draw

\

&

\\&

1.Rds5 g2/i 2.Bb6/ii Sd4/iii 3.h85+ Khs 4.g6+ Khé 5.5f7+ Kxg6 6.Sh8+ Khé 7.Rd6+ Khy 8.Rxd7+
Kg8 9.Rd8+ Khy 10.Rd7+ draws.

i) Kxhy 2.g6+ Kxg6 3.Bxh4 g2 4.Bf2 draws.

ii) 2.h8S+? Khy 3.Bb6 h3 4.Bg1 Sxgs 5.5f7 Sf3 6.Rxd2 Sxd2 7.Sg5+ Kg6 8.5xh3 Kfs5 9.c5 Kg4 10.Sf2+
Kf3 11.5d3 Ke2 12.5f4+ Kf1 13.Sh3 Sf3 14.Be3 Ke2 15.Bc1 g1Q 16.5xg1+ Sxg1 17.Bxa3 Kd3 wins.

iii) Kxhy 3.Rxd2 h3 4.Rxd7+ Kgé6 5.Bg1 Sxgs 6.Rd3 draws. The thematic move 2...Sd4 sets up a
Novotny interference with the usual advantage that White cannot defend against both threats (d1Q
mate and g1Q mate).

The thematic move 2...Sd4 has the disadvantage that if White could take this piece with check the
black threats are neutralized. As a result the bK cannot go to the 4th rank or the a1-h8 diagonal and
thus is not able to escape perpetual check.



Studies for Practical Players

BY KARSTEN MULLER

In my new column I want to focus on stud-
ies as training material for practical players. In
modern times the world of studies has two fac-
es, art and instruction, often inspired by prac-
tical games. Of course the studies which also
have positions and motifs which are not likely
to arise in practical games have value in train-
ing imagination and creativity. But I neverthe-
less want to deal only with the second aspect.
This could be recent games with study-like
motifs or the work of a composer, who mostly
created studies for instruction like e.g. Nikolai
Grigoriev in pawn endings, or studies which
illustrate all points of a given structure or ma-
terial constellation.

I want to start with recent endgames and re-
lated studies. A knight can create a knightmare
for a rook: usually the latter is much stronger
than a knight in a pure endgame and there are
many important domination distances worth
knowing but sometimes the knight can have
its revenge:

M.1 Magnus Digernes - Andre Kunz
Xtracon Open 2019
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In the game 71.a7¢ was played: 71...Se172.a8Q
e3? This simply cannot work. (72...d1Q draws,
e.g. 73.Qxeq+ Kf2 74.Rh1 Qe2+) 73.Qaz Kf3
74.Qb1 Kf2 75.Rh1 e2 76.Qf5+ Sf3 77.Rh2+ Ke1
78.Rh1+ Kf2 79.Rh2+ Ke1 (79..Ke3 80.Qe6+
Kfs 81.Qxe2 wins) 80.Qxf3 di1Q 81.Rhi+ Kd2

and Black resigned due to 82.Qc3 mate. Mark-
us Hochgrife’s suggestion 71.Rb1? is met by 71...
Sc1 (Ses5+7?; 72.Kbs) 72.Rb2 Ke1 73.Rxd2 Kxd2
74.a7 €3 75.a8Q e2 and the queen surprisingly
cannot win.

But: 71.Rh1! The rook leaves the sphere of in-
fluence of the knight. 71...5f2 (71...Se1 72.Rh2+
Ke3 73.Rxd2 Kxd2 74.a7 e3 75.a8Q e2 76.Qas+
Kdi 77Kc3 Sc2 78.Qds+ Kc1 79.Qd2+ Kbi
80.Qxc2+ Kai 81.Qb2 mate, or 71...d1Q 72.Rxd1
Kxd1 73.a7 Ses+ 74.Kc3 e3 75.a8Q wins) 72.Ra1
This time Hochgrife’s 72.Rb1!? wins as well.
72...€3 (72...5d3 73.a7 Sc1 74.a8Q d1Q 75.Qxe4+
Kd2 (Kf2; Qf4+) 76.Qd4+ Kez2 77.Qxdi+ Kxd1
78.Kc3 wins) 73.a7 d1Q 74.Rxd1 Kxd1 75.a8Q
e2 76.Qa1+ Kd2 77.Qc3+ Kd1 78.Kb3 e1S Usu-
ally two knights draw against a queen, but in
this exceptional case 79.Qe3 wins.

This blocking motif can be seen in many
studies. One is:

M.2 H. Neustadtl
Frankfurter Schachblatt 1893
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1.Se6 Rxg6 2.d7 Rg8 3.Sc7+ Kby 4.Se8 The
knight blocks the rook and prevents Kcy. 4...
Rg5+ 5.Kc4 Rgg+ 6.Kc3 Rg3+ 7.Kd2 Rga+
8.Ke3 Rg3+ 9.Keq Rg4q+ 10.Kes5 Rg5+ 11.Ke6
Rg6+ 12.Ke7 wins.

Another winning option is to dominate a
rook, which is restricted in its mobility:



Studies for Practical Players

M.3 Joachim Iglesias — Tangi Migot
No 20484 Nancy 2016

" w oW
BEEET
JE EAE T

Bom

N

@

\

\
Q

| // A
B

White to move

104.Sd5+ Kg6 105.g3 Kh6 106.Se7 Black is
in zugzwang 106...Rg6 107.5xg6 Kxg6 108.f4
1-0

As usual this topic can be realised more
beautifully in a study:
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1.5f4 Rxg3+ 2.Kf2 Rgs5 3.5¢6 Res 4.f4 Reg
5.b3 Black is in zugzwang. 5...Kd7 (Kf7; Sg5+)
6.S¢5+ wins.

I want to end with a few studies as exercises
for the practical player on these themes.
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c8c5 0302 10 4/2 W1n
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Solutions: see page 261



An open and shut case

BY SIEGFRIED HORNECKER

Tasks
and themes

Looking through some recent studies, I
found a 2015 idea by a composer, Vladimir
Samilo, born in Germany but living in the
Ukraine from a very young age where he is a
National Master of Chess Composition, among
other honours. As we know, in a Grimshaw
two lines are closed. Another interesting prob-
lem theme that (to my knowledge) we see
more rarely in studies is the parallel opening
and closing of a line.

H.1 Vladimir Samilo
e4-es5 2015
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We will quickly “skip” through the solution:
1.Ra2+ Kc1 2.Ra1+ Rb1 3.Rxb1+ Kxb1 4.Se5+
Qc2 5.Qxc2+ Kxc2 6.c7 Kb1 7.Kb3!! Rc1, and
the interesting position is reached: If White
can close the c-file, his pawn isn't attacked an-
ymore. However, the only piece to do so is Ses,
opening the diagonal c7-h2, thus allowing Bh2
to capture the pawn. So while the move clos-
es a line (advantageous), it also opens anoth-
er line, or rather diagonal (disadvantageous).
This means that another advantage must exist
to that otherwise neutral move in order to jus-
tify it. In this case, it is the ability to give a per-
petual check: 8.Sc4! Bxcy 9.Sa3+ Ka1 10.Sc2+
Kb1 11.Sa3+ draws.

The basic idea had already been shown by
Michal Hlinka who, however, chose a different
perpetual check.

H.2 Michal Hlinka
commendation Pruboj 1988
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1.c7 Bf4 2.Kb1 Rdi+ 3.Kb2 Rc1 4.Sxe5! Kdi1!,
and again the interesting position is reached.
Here Black can however try a trick. After 5.Sc4
Rc2+! the correct square must be chosen./i
Only 6.Kb1! Rci+ 7.Kb2! Bxcy 8.Se3+ Kd2
9.Sc4+ draws.

i) 6.Ka1? Bhe! (Bgs) 7.c8Q Bgy+ 8.Kb1 Rc1+
9.Ka2 Ra1 mate.

I did not find any example of this particular
scheme being used again, nor a replacement
of a line with a file opening on the 7th rank
against a pawn. The question - and challenge
for our readers - inevitably comes up: can a
position be found in which such line-opening
and line-closing happens and then is reversed,
not necessarily in directly consecutive moves?
Or in problem terms: Piece A is attacked by
piece P. After piece B moves, the attacking line
from piece P is closed but from another piece
Q is opened. After the opponent moves - or af-
ter a series of moves - piece B moves back (or
to a different square), after which piece P at-
tacks piece A again, but piece Q’s line is closed
again by B.
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Obituary Pal Benko
(Amiens, France, 15vii1928 -
Budapest, Hungary 25viii2019)

BY PETER GYARMATI

“To my mind, Pal Benko straddled the chess
world like a Colossus; one foot in the world of
OTB chess and the other reaching to all the
genres of chess composition” (Richard Becker).

Pal Benko left us so suddenly. Despite his
age he remained very active. He followed the
events in our field, created new problems, and
played chess at his club Vasas. He was in daily
contact with his friends. Dear friend, now we
are all missing you!

In practical chess he was twice a world cham-
pion candidate (1959, 1962) and was Hungarian
and US champion (eight times). He was also
an international master of chess composition
(1995). He emigrated to the United States in
1957 and received American citizenship in 1962.
Since 1964, he had lived alternately in Hungary
and the United States. At a young age he had
a single attempt in the study genre (Zaszlonk
1944), only to continue this more than two dec-
ades later. In 1967, in Belgrade he played against
GM Matanovich and the game was adjourned
in a difficult position. Benko found the right
way out without assistance from others. After
the tournament, he continued analysing the
interesting position and developed B.1 but he
didn’t consider sending this work to a tourney.
Fortunately, he showed the study to Jeno Ban
who was the endgame study editor of Magyar
Sakkélet and who asked Benko to submit the
study to the magazine’s annual competition.

The solution with Benko’s comments: “The
real threat of Black is 1..Ras! 2.Bd4 (Black
also wins after 2.Bcy: 2..Rf5, and 3..Kg4) 2...
Kg3 3.Bxf2+ Kf3 and wins. White must parry
this threat. 1.Bc7! The only move! 1..Rb2 (1...
Ray 2.Bbé! attacks rook and pawn, leaving no
time for Kg4) 2.Bd6! Rc2 3.Bes! Rd2 (Rcs;

B.1 Pal Benko
1st prize Magyar Sakkélet 1967
Version 2010
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Bd4) 4.Bf4! Rb2 5.Bd6! This lead to a repeti-
tion, but Black still has a dangerous threat. 4...
Re2! 5.Bb8!! (5.Bc7? Raz!; 5.Kxe2? Kg2; 5.Bd2?
Kg3!) 5...Re8 6.Bg3!! This stalemate combina-
tion saves White. 6...Kg4 7.Kxf2 draw. After
more than 200 years, this is an elaboration of a
position by Del Rio position. (Kgs, Ray, {6; Kf8,
Bc4. Draw)”

That is how Benko began his career as end-
game study composer, at the age of nearly 40.
His next few studies were also in an analytical
style but in 1977 he published a great tactical
work with the Nowotny theme. The study has
an awesome thematic try. The material used is
as limited as possible. The play is enriched by
a number of subtle sublines. The economical
elaboration is a characteristic of all his studies.

1.e7! The thematic try is: 1.g7? Rg3 (Not 1...
Rd8 2.Rd6 Rg8 3.Rxd1 Rxgy 4.Rd7+ Rxdy 5.exdy
wins) 2.e7 Bhs 3.Rg6 Rxg6 (Bxg6?; 4.Kf2) 4.e8Q
Rf6+ 5.Ke15.Kg1 (5.Ke1 Bxe8 6.g8Q Bdy draws)
5..Bxe8 6.g8Q Rg6+ draws. 1..Re3 (1..Rf3+
2.Ke1 Re3+ 3.Kxd1 Rxe7 4.Rc5 Kbé 5.Rg5 Rgy
6.Ke2 Kc6 7.Kf3 Kd6 8.Kg4 Key 9.Khs wins)



Obituary Pal Benko (Amiens, France, 15vii1928 — Budapest, Hungary 25viii2019)

B.2 Pal Benko
1st prize Magyar Sakkelet 1977
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2.g7 (2.Rc7+? Kb6 3.g7 Kxc7 4.g8Q, e.g. Be2+
5.Kf2 Rxe7 draws) 2...Bb3 3.Rc7+ (3.Re6? Rxe6
(Bxe6?; Kf2) 4.g8Q Bcg+ 5.Kf2 Re2+ 6.Kf3
Bxg8 draws) 3..Ka6 (Kbé6; Rc3) 4.Kf2 Regq
5.Rc6+! Kas 6.Re6 Rxe6 7.g8Q Rf6+ 8.Kgi1!
(Not 8.Ke3? Bxg8 9.e8Q Re6+, or 8.Kg3? Bxg8
9.e8Q Rfi! draw) 8...Bxg8 9.e8Q wins.

Benko published an interesting article on
the process of composing entitled “The birth of
an endgame” (Magyar Sakkélet ii1983). He ex-
plained how he got the inspiration for his stud-
ies, and how he developed a basic idea. Usually
he constructed several schemes often adding
other ideas to the basic scheme. He used the
following study as an example to illustrate the
creative process.

B.3 Pal Benko
1st prize Magyar Sakkelet 1981
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e8h6 0310.20 4/2 Win

Benko was the study and problem editor of
Chess Life for over a decade. Someone sent him

the following small study: b2fi 0130.02 {8d1.
d2f2 2/3 Draw? The intention was: 1.Kc3 Bf3
2.Kxd2 Kg2 3.Rg8+ Kh3 4.Rh8+ Kg4 5.Rg8+
Khs 6.Rh8+ Kg6 7.Rh1 Bxhi 8.Ke2 draws, but
1...Ke1! 2.Rxf2 Be2 and Black wins. Benko start-
ed to improve this work:

e8h6 0310.20 e2g8.e7g7 4/2 Win: 1.Kf8? is a
try: 1..Rxe7 2.Bf7 Req 3.g8Q Re8+ and stale-
mate, so the solution is 1.Be6! Kxg7 2.Kdy
Rd2+ 3.Kc6 Rc2+ 4.Kb7 Rb2+ 5.Ka7 wins.

He felt that he had seen this play somewhere
else, and eventually found the anticipation:
Ehrlich, Wiener Schachzeitung 1929 (Kcs, Bds,
c6; Kaz, Rag. Win).

A new scheme was: e8g7 0310.20 gie6.e7h2
4/2 Win. I. position, II: Rg2 instead of Rgu.

I: 1.Kd7 Rd1+ 2.Kc7 Rc1+ 3.Kd6 Rdi+ 4.Kes
Re1+ 5.Kf5 Rf1+ 6.Kgs Rgi+ 7.Khs wins.

II: 1.Kd7 Rd2+ 2.Kc7 Rc2+ 3.Kb7 Rb2+
4.Ka7! wins.

The h2 pawn drew his attention to several
other possibilities.

The solution of B.3 is: 1.Be6! A try is: 1.Kf7?
Re1 2.Be6 Rfi+ 3.Kg8 Rgi+ 4.Kh8 Rgy! and
now: 5.e8Q Rhy+ 6.Kg8 Rh8+! 7.Kxh8 stale-
mate, so: 5.e8R! Rf7! (5...Rb7? 6.Bc4 Rb4 7.Re6+
Khs 8.Re4 Kh6 9.Kg8) 6.Bg4 (6.Bxf7 stalemate)
6..Rh7+ 7.Kg8 Rg7+ draws and:

— Kg7 2.Kd7 Rdi+ 3.Kc6 (Kc7) Rei+ 4.Kds
Rdi+ 5.Kes! Re1+ 6.Kf5 Rfi+ 7.Kgs Rgi+
8.Khs wins, or:

— Rd1 2.hs5! Kg7 3.h6+! Kh7 4.Bf5+ Kg8 5.h7+
Kg7 6.h8Q+! Kxh8 7.Kf; Re1 8.Be6 Rfi+
9.Kg6 wins.

In the ‘gos, strong chess programs and EG-
BTs appeared. As positions with limited mate-
rial became easy for anyone to analyse, Benkd
began to create complex tactical works that
required more material than in his previous
works. The best one of these is Harold van der
Heijden’s favourite, a study which won a shared
1st prize with a study by Harold in the MSSZ-
2000 tourney.
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B.4 Pal Benko
1st/2nd MSSZ-2000 JT
T E
¥ oW @

"5
o Eaw w2
. // . /}/
_EvE B
5

..

€587 4400.12 4/5 Win

TS

1.Rg5+ Kf8 (1...Kh8 2.Qh1+ Rhy 3.Qa1! Rgy
4.Rh5+ Kg8 5.Qa8+ Kf7 6.Rf5+ wins) 2.Qbg+
(2.Qf2+? Rf7 3.Qcs+ Rey+ draws, e.g. 4.Kf6
Qhy) 2...Re7+ 3.Kf6 Qe4 (3...Qh7 4.Rg8+ Kxg8
5.Qb8+ and mate) 4.Rhs! Qf3+ 5.Rf5 Qe4 (5...
Qe3 6.Qb8+ Re8 7.Kg6+ Kg8 8.Qc7 Re7 9.Rf8+
Kxf8 10.Qd8+ Re8 11.Qf6+ Kg8 12.Qg7 mate)
6.Qb8+ (6.Kg6+? Ke8 7.Qb8+ Kd7 and the bK
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escapes) 6...Re8 7.Qc7! Re7 (7...Qe7+ 8.Kg6+
Kg8 9.Re5! wins) 8.Qc8+ Re8 9.Kg6+ Kg8
10.Qc7! Re7 (Qe7; Res) 11.Qd8+ Re8 12.Qh4!
Qe7 (Rey; Qf6) 13.Rf8+! and: Kxf8 14.Qh8
mate, or: Qxf8 (Rxf8; Qxe7) 14.Qh7 mate.

The last study that he submitted to a tour-
ney was a joint composition with me (Ben-
ko-Gyarmati, 3rd prize StrateGems 2006-2007,
EG#17318). He later examined classical works
and made a lot of versions. In the genre of
problems, they created logical puzzles and
he organized a competition for them. “These
problems can’t be solved by the computer an-
yway’, he said.

“His endgame studies are at the highest lev-
el of our art. They are filled with novel and
counter-intuitive ideas expressed with grand-
masterly technique and a degree of economy
that truly is pre-computer wizardry” (Richard
Becker).
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Computer

CQL - Chess Query Language - is both a
special programming language and a software
engine. It is able to search for motifs and pre-
decessors in endgame study databases in PGN
format, typically in Harold van der Heijden’s
database.

Gady Costeff and Lewis Stiller introduced
the first version in 2004 and, a that time, it was
a revolutionary novelty. Even top commercial
software like ChessBase or ChessAssistant had
no chance of mastering tasks comparable to
CQL. This is true even today in the year 2019.

From the start the authors wanted to make
CQL as simple as possible. Therefore, instead of
a classic procedural language, they used more
intuitive programming by examples and filters.
My graphical interface supplement Visual CQL
for Windows is another simplification. Both
CQL and VisualCQL are freeware. Despite all
the efforts, CQL seems to be too difficult for
majority of composers and judges. Since 2004,
VisualCQL only has had 22 registered users
world-wide.

In the year 2017 CQL was completely re-
vised with version 5; for a very detailed report
see EG208 iv2017. It seemed to me that the au-
thors gave in on simplicity trying to increase
the possibilities, especially because of the re-
quirements to search for special topics of prob-
lem chess as model mates etc.

The new CQL6 from February 2019 seems to
combine both trends: it adds a lot of new fea-
tures and at the same time it successfully sim-
plifies things. That is why the new “language” is
not compatible with older versions and CQL6
requires the user to learn the language again. I
would say it is worth it. CQL is now closer to the
famous C/C++ language. The documentation
is excellent and detailed and it contains also a
lot of well prepared and tested solutions. Pure/

BY EMIL VLASAK

Model/Ideal/Mirror mates or stalemates, Mu-
tual zugzwang (in the main line and in the try),
Excelsior, Serial discovered checks, Staircases,
multiple Echo- and Systematic movement, the
Bristol/Wurzburg-Plachutta/Clearance/Lacny/
Indian themes etc could be searched using - or
only slightly modifying - the sample CQL6
scripts. The last CQL6 update 6.02 is dated
9viii2019.

Because of limited publication space, we
cannot cover all its features in EG again. In-
stead I will try to illustrate important news and
experiences with examples. I also assume at
least partial knowledge of the older versions.

It is much, much easier...

Let’s start with a few examples where filters
have been greatly simplified. In the new ver-
sion, they practically don't need a comment;
just speak a little English :--)).

pin from B through r to k

A white bishop pins a black rook.

A attacks k
A set of white pieces giving check is returned.

P attackedby n

A set of all white pawns attacked by black
knight is returned.

This certainly includes the "echo”, “line” or
“find” filters discussed further below.

Math here...

Let us start with a funny question: search
the stalemate studies where the number of
Black pieces equals the move number. What is
the maximum?
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cql (input heijden.pgn)
stalemate
movenumber == #a + 1
sort movenumber

« »

The # operator converts the “a” filter (any
Black piece) to the number of black pieces.
CQL6 now supports integer arithmetics, “=="
compares the values on the left and on the
right sides. The mysterious +1 compensates for
a small problem of cosmetic nature: the move-
number filter returns a number of the move
going from the position and we need the move
number creating the stalemate.

There are 4 record studies with 11 black pieces
with stalemate in move 11, for example Breider
1976 (EG#03700).

Functions and Variables

New: CQL6 has now a “function” feature as
a big novelty. It is a very good message because
such concept is widely used in programming
languages. Functions have two advantages: (1)
Once defined they can be reused and (2) they
greatly increase clarity of scripts. Let us start
with a very simple example - a fork.

cql (input heijden.pgn)

function WNFork(){

#{[kqr] attackedby N}>1 }
WNFork()comment (“wN forks at least two
stronger pieces”)

The function WNFork() is first defined and
then used by simply writing its name. The
empty brackets are required like in C/C++
language because sometimes they can contain
parameters. “WNFork()” matches if the num-
ber of major pieces (k, g, r) attacked by a white
knight is greater than 1. It looks elegant and is
accepted by the CQL engine but there are two
fatal semantic (logical) errors. I intentionally
include this case to illustrate the difficulties in
using CQL.

First consider the pattern Ncy Ra8 Raé
standing on the chessboard several moves
without changes. Every such position is evalu-
ated as a fork and that is probably what we don’t

want. But there is also a second mistake: the
pattern Nc7 Ra8 Nf7 Rh8 completely wrongly
identifies this as a fork, too.

cql (input heijden.pgn)
function WNFork() {
piece x in N {

move previous from x
#{[kqr] attackedby x} >1}
}

sort {find all WNFork()}

To correct for these mistakes it is necessary
to use variables already known from older
CQL. The “piece” filter gradually substitutes
into the variable x one knight on the board af-
ter another and evaluates the rest. It is enough
to match for one x-value and the whole “piece”
filter matches. It ensures that the knight is al-
ways the same. By the way, there is also “piece
all” modification which needs all possible x to
match.

The “move previous” filter says that the
knight has just been moved.

To illustrate another option, the output da-
tabase is finally sorted by number of forks.

New: variable names no longer need to start
with a dollar sign. On the one hand, it speeds
up programming, but on the other hand, it
could bring some problems: x, y are legal vari-
ables, but a, b are not. Why?

Persistent variables

New: there are also persistent variables re-
taining their value between games. They can be
used for statistics reasons:

cql(input heijden.pgn)

if initial then persistent NumberGames += 1
if stalemate then persistent NumberStale +=
1

if move previous promote [RBNrbn] then
persistent NumberUProm +=1

false

New: besides persistent variables (Num-
berGames, ...) we can observe another C/C++
construction: “if-then-else” statement and also
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the typical stenographic symbol +=1 increasing
a variable. The last filter “false” prevents from
creating a big export file — you can read results
directly in the engine command line window:

0 matches of 85619 games in 15.7 seconds
using 1 thread

NumberGames: 85619

NumberStale: 12879

NumberUProm: 10599

New: Contemporary processors in your
computer today usually have several threads.
CQL6 normally use them to speed up comput-
ing. But if you use persistent variables only one
thread is used to keep their correct values.

The current position paradigm...

In the CQL6 all filters are evaluated in the
current position as default. There are several
ways to modify this paradigm a little.

cql(input heijden.pgn)
initial
StartPos=currentposition
piece Excelsior in Pa-h2

find move from Excelsior to
StartPos:Excelsior

The script above finds studies with an ex-
tended excelsior - the promoted piece will re-
turn later to the original square of the pawn.
How does it work? The current position is
remembered in the variable named StartPos.
Another variable named Excelsior is gradually
filled with White pawns on the second rank, as
we already know.

The “find” filter allows to look into the fu-
ture. It searches for moves of Excelsior piece to
position where it stand in the variable StartPos.
The special operator “:” evaluates a filter on the
right (here Excelsior) from the perspective of
position on the left (here StartPos). The pro-

motion test is not necessary here — why?

As a result we have for example Elkies 1999
(EG#13895).

Line filters, regular expressions

The most important instrument allowing
breaking the currentposition jail is the “line”
filter. The line filter evaluates uninterrupted se-
ries of moves.

Maybe you are using the similar “sequence”
filter in the original CQL or the “next/previous”
filters in the CQLs.

New: the filters after the “line” keyword are
separated by typical intuitive symbols --> or <--
for reversal sequences.

cql(input heijden.pgn)

line
--> move from Qtoup 1 Q
--> btm
--> move from Q to right1 Q
--> btm
--> move from Qtoup1Q
--> btm
--> move from Q to right1 Q

The script above searches for several types
of queen staircases. The “up/right 1 Q” filters
return one square (up or right) from the white
queen. The cases Qa1-Qa2-Qb2-Qb3-Qc3
(maybe shifted) are found. A shorter way how
to write the same is:

line singlecolor
--> move from Qtoup 1 Q
--> move from Q to right 1 Q

The “singlecolor” option allows to skip op-
ponent moves.

Another way to improve line sequences is
by regular expressions. These are similar to the
CQL5 language.

cql(input heijden.pgn)
line singlecolor
--> move from Q to anydirection 1 Q{4 10}

This fuzzy-script searches for different stud-
ies with “slow” queen manoeuvres. The regular
expression {4 10} means that at least 4 short
moves - in any direction - are necessary to
match.
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Echo, zugzwang

Several interesting endgame study themes
are based on similarities of two (or even more)
positions in the solution and in side-lines. It is
not easy to search for such phenomena. The
clumsy “relations” filter from previous CQL
was replaced by a new concept based on the
“echo” filter.

cql(input heijden.pgn variations)
result 1-0

mainline

btm

echo(source target){

wtm

variation

source&target==.

The echo filter has two parameters. (1)
“source” is set to currentposition, (2) all other
positions are gradually set as “target” and (3)
the echo body is evaluated. The operator & has
the usual (for C/C++ language) meaning of
intersection and the “” are all squares. So all
squares of source and target has to be the same
to match, only the side to move is different.

In more difficult cases variables “source” and
“target” are used through the already known

(('”

“colon convention” - through operator “:”.

cql(input heijden.pgn)
piece WhiteN in N
piece BlackN in n{
abs (rank WhiteN - rank BlackN) >=3
abs (file WhiteN - file BlackN) >=3
echo (s t){
s<t
s:WhiteN==t:BlackN
s:BlackN==t:WhiteN
comment(t:WhiteN “ and “ t:BlackN “
switched places”)
}
}

The script above searches for studies with
“Platzwechesel” theme, white and black knights
changes their places during the solution. The

colon operators are the most important part
here - s:WhiteN is applied to the original cur-
rentposition (source) while t:WhiteN to the
target position.

Pay attention to the line “s<t”. CQL automat-
ically converts positions (s, t) to positionid before
comparing. As a result, t has to be a descendant
of s. Without this line this script does work, but
the calculations are slower.

The lines “abs” (absolute value avoids reach-
ing negative numbers) make the result smaller
and more interesting. The above mentioned
knights then must have a greater distance.

The Gady Costeff study of the year 2008
(EG#17277) is worthy enough to replay. It illus-
trates Platzwechsel between distant squares a1
and h8.

Legal moves

New: the legal moves feature allows to
search for different puzzles based on changing
of en-passant or castling rights in the try and
in the solution. The following simple example
is based on already known echo filter.

cqgl(input heijden.pgn variations)
move legal castle
echo(s t){
s:sidetomove==t:sidetomove
s&t==.
s:move legal 0-0 and not t:move legal 0-0

}

The line “move legal castle” is not necessary;,
but it speeds up the run approximately three
times, reducing a lot of useless slow echo filters.

A very interesting study - Pervakov 1996
(EG#11008) is found.

New: another novelty is the filter “move
null”> Null move (do nothing) has no support
in chess rules, but it has been introduced into
database software (ChessBase) as a matter of
easily illustrating threats and zugzwangs. It
also forced the extension of the PGN format.
The HHdbV does not use null moves.
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Game tree, virtualmainline

New filters connected with the game tree
seem to be very powerful, but rather difficult
to use. Examples of usage are scarce.

New: there is the “virtualmainline” filter. It
should be a compromise between “mainline”
and “variations” In case of searching only
mainline several interesting possibilities could
be overlooked, while using “variations” there
are a lot of extra non thematic matches. Vir-
tualmainline cuts off all branches with White
alternative moves, but it keeps in the checked
tree all Blacks branches.

CQL6 does not know the keyword <main>
regularly used by Harold to split Blacks alter-
native moves into thematic and technical ones.
After several tries and discussion I succeed in
replacing the missing keyword and Lewis Still-
er optimized it then a little into an elegant form:

cql (input heijden.pgn variations)

function ThematicLine() {

not find <-- {move previous secondary
not hascomment “<main>"}}

//testing

{ThematicLine() comment “This is thematic
move”}

In the case of branching tree CQL distin-
guishes two cases: primary move creates the
main line while secondary moves create side
lines. The thematic line could have a secondary
parent only with Harold’s comment “<main>".

The thematic and technical lines are some-
what subjective. Several composers tend to mark
every interesting position accidentally arisen in
analyses as thematic. Therefore several <main>
tags in Harold database may be incorrect, too.
Comparing “virtualmainline” and “Themati-
cLine()” results is an interesting way to search
for and correct such cases.

Links

http://gadycosteff.com/cql/ Gady Costeff: CQL en-
gine and documentation

http://vlasak.biz/vcql6.htm Emil Vlasak: Virtual-
CQL, the version 6 (in preparation).

CQL for Dummies. EG176 iv2009
Advanced features of CQL. EG178 x2009
A light introduction to CQLs5. EG208 iv2017

Steffen Nielsen-45 JT

The Dansk Skakproblem Klub (The Danish Chess Problem Society)
has announced a formal study tournament to celebrate the 45th birthday
of Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen.

You are invited to participate with your best, most creative works.

Theme: Free
Closing date: 20v2020
Judge: The jubilant

The judge favours clear, solver-friendly studies
without excessive analytical sidelines.

Please submit your studies (no more than 3 per composer including joint
compositions) in PGN-format to tournament director
Bjorn Enemark at bjorn.enemark@get2net.dk

The provisional award will be made public on 13viii2020.
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ARVES organized its 12th Jenever tourney during the 62nd WCCC in Vilnius. Only composers
present at the conference were allowed to participate. The theme was: “In a win or draw study Black
captures a piece or a pawn with check. Instead of recapturing, White interposes another piece or
pawn”. There were 7 entries by 6 composers. The judge, Marcel Van Herck, considered the level to

be satisfying.

No 22651 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.Sc2+
Bdg4/i 2.Sfxd4 Be4 3.Qxe4 Qg3+ 4.Kb6 (Kdy?
Ray+;) Ra6+ 5.Kxa6/ii, and:

— Qd3+ 6.Sbs+/iii Qxe4 7.Sc3+ wins, or:
— Qxg6+ 6.5e6+/iv Qxe4 7.Sc5 mate.

i) Kbz 2.Scd4+ Bxd4 3.Sxd4+ Ka3z (Kcg4;
Sez2+) 4.Qg3+ Kb2 (Kbg; Sca2+) 5.Qb3+ Kai
6.Sc2 mate.

ii) 5.Kb7? Ray+ 6.Kxa7 Qc7+ draws.

iii) 6.Qxg6? stalemate.

iv) 6.Qxd3? stalemate.

“The theme is presented in the most eco-

nomical way and, also, no fewer than 4 queen
sacrifices are shown”.

No 22652 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.Qa3z+/i Kd2 2.Qxaz Rxb6+ (Rxas;
Qb2) 3.d6/ii Rxd6+ 4.Qeé6/iii Qdz+ (Rxds;
Qxa6) 5.Kf7 (cxd4? Rxe6+;) Rxe6 (Rxd8; cxd3)
6.Rxd3+ Kxc2 7Kxe6 Kxd3 8.a6 3 9.a7 f2
10.a8Q f1Q 11.Qa6+ wins.

i) Logical try: 1.Qxa2? Rxb6+ 2.d6 Rxd6+
3.Qe6 Rxe6+ (Rc6) wins.

ii) First thematic move.

No 22651 O. Pervakov
prize
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No 22652 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
1st honourable mention
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iii) Second thematic move.

“This study has a striking cross pin. I hesitat-
ed along time between this one and Pervakov,
but in the end I decided in favour of the latter
because of the richer Black counterplay”

No 22653 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.Se3+
Kh3/i 2.Qg7 diS+ 3.S5xd1 g1Q+/ii 4.Kxgi/iii
Rg6+/iv 5.Kfi/v Rgi+/vi 6.Kxgi/vii Qxcs+
7.Qd4/viii Qgs+ (Qxd4+; Sf2+) 8.Kf2/ix Qg1+
9.Kf3 Qxd4 (Qe3+; Kxe3) 10.Sf2+ wins.

i) Rxe3 2.Qg7+ Kf5 3.Qf7+ Kgs 4.Qf4+ Kg6
5.Qg4+ wins.

ii) Re2+ (Qa8; Qc3+) 4.Kxe2 Qa6+ 5.Kd2
Qas+ 6.Kc1 Qaz+ 7.Kb1 wins, e.g. g1Q 8.Qd7+
Kg2 9.Qg4+ Kf1 10.Qxhg4.

iii) 4.Qxg1? e.g. Re2+ 5.Kxe2 Qa6+ 6.Ke1
Qe2+ 7.Kxe2 stalemate.

iv) There is no stalemate after: Rei1+? 5.Kf2
Rfi+ 6.Ke2, and: Qa6+ 7.c4 Qa2+ 8.Qb2, or
Re1+ 7.Kxe1 Qb4+ 8.Qc3+ wins.

v) Thematic try: 5.Qxg6? Qxcs+ 6.Sf2+ -
thematic move - (Bxcs stalemate) Qxf2+ 7.Kxf2
stalemate.

No 22653 O. Pervakov
2nd honourable mention
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c7a4 4362.10 5/5 Win

g6c3 4400.43 7/6 Win
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vi) Qa6+ 6.c4 Rxgy 7.5f2 mate.

vii) 6.Qxg1? Qa6+ 7Kf2 Qe2+ 8.Kxe2
stalemate.

viii) Thematic move. 7.Bxc5? stalemate, or
7.5f2+2 Qxf2+ 8.Kxf2 stalemate.

ix) 8.Bg3? (Kfi? Qgi+;) Qxg3+ 9.Kfi Qg2+
10.Ke1 Qg1+ 11.Qxg1 stalemate.

“We see a spectacular queen sacrifice to
avoid stalemate. The thematic try was a bonus
of this study”.

No 22654 John Nunn (Great Britain).
1.Bg1/i Kby (Qds+; Kfg+) 2.a8Q+/ii Kxa8
3.e8Q+ Qxe8 4.Qxbg Bd3z+ 5Kxdsz Qxbs+
6.Qc4/iii Qxb3+ 7.Qc3 wins.

i) 1.a85+? Kby 2.Qxbg Qd3+ 3.Kfg Qf3+
4.Kes Qfs+ 5.Kd4 Qds+ 6.Ke3z Qd3+ perpetu-
al check, 1.Qxb4? (a8Q?) Qd3+, or 1.e8Q? Sc2+
draw.

ii) 2.Qxb4? Qdsz+ 3.Kf2 (Kfg Qf3+;) Qca+
4.Ke1 Qb1+, or 2.e8Q? Sc2+ 3.Kf2 Qxe8 draw.

iii) Thematic move. 6.Qxbs? stalemate, or
6.Kc3? Qd3+ 7.Kxd3 stalemate.

iv) Thematic move. 7.Qxb3? stalemate, or
7.Kd4? Qxg3 draws.

“I missed a brilliant spark at the end of the
study. The presentation of the theme was a
mere stalemate avoidance”.

No 22655 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.Sg3/i
Re1+ (gxh1Q+; Kxhi) 2.Qxc1/ii f2+ 3.Kxf2 g1Q+
4.Qxg1 Qg2+/iii 5.Ke1 Qxg1+/iv 6.Sf1/v, and:

No 22654 J. Nunn
3rd honourable mention
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No 22655 O. Pervakov
4th honourable mention

5’ >
. A
55
AN
/y%géﬁ
%/i%/ﬁ B
maEAn | Ao
. ®E®

— Qxhi 7.Kf2 Qxds/vi 8.5g3 Qxd2 9.Bg5+ Kxgs
10.Se4+ wins, or:

— Qg2 7.d3 Qxh1 (Kfs; Se3+) 8.Kf2 Qxds 9.e3+
Kfs 10.e4+ wins.
i) 1.5xd6? Reci+ 2.Qxc1 f2+ 3.Kxf2 g1Q+

4.Rxg1 Qxe2+ 5.Kxe2 stalemate.

ii) 2.Kf2? gxh1S+ 3.5xh1 Qxe2 mate.

iii) Qf3+ 5.Ke1, or Qxe2+ 5.Sxe2+ win.

iv) Qxez2+ 6.Sxe2+ wins, or Qf2+ 6.Qxf2
mate.

v) Thematic move. 6.Rxg1? stalemate.

vi) Kf5 8.Sg3+, or Qe4 8.e3+ Kf5 9.Sg3+ wins
the bQ.

“We see nice wins of the bQ on the same
square in two variations, but too many cap-
tures in the introduction”.

HH cooks one of the commendations:
D. Gurgenidze, bge8 0713.35 c4d3d8g2a3.
c6e6g6e3ezesf6fs 6/9 Win: 1.g7 Rb8+ 2.Kxa3
c2+ 3.Kaz c1S+ 4.Rxc1 Ra8+ 5.Kb2 (Kb1) Rb8+
6.Kc2 e1S+ 7.Rxe1 Rg3 8.c7 Rxga+ 9.Re2 - the-
matic move — Rc8 10.Rxg2 wins.

But White does not need the thematic move:
9.Kc3 Rg3+ 10.Kc4 Rg4+ 11.Kc5 wins.

No 22656 Jorma Paavilainen (Finland) &
Dolf Wissmann (Netherlands). 1...Qc7+ 2.5d6
Qc3+ 3.d4 Qxga+ 4.f4 Qxgs+ 5.Bfs Qhs 6.g4
wins.

“This study has too little black counterplay.
The obvious stalemate is easily avoided”.

No 22656 J. Paavilainen
& D. Wissmann
commendation
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e3b6 4043.50 8/4 Win

g1f4 4411.54 10/7 Win
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62 studies by 19 composers from 19 countries participated. Vladislav Tarasiuk judged his own JT.
The provisional award appeared in Problemist Ukraini no. 57, 2018.

No 22657 S. Didukh
1st/5th prize
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No 22657 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine).1.Qh4/i
Rxhg/ii 2.Kd2 e3+ 3.Kd1 Rd4+ 4.Sxd4 cxd4/iii
5.5¢3+ dxc3 6.Ke1 and all black moves result in
stalemate.

i) Try: 1.Kd2? (Sxf4? Kci;) e3+ 2.Scxe3/iv
Rd4+ 3.Ke1 Kc1 4.Sc3 biQ 5.Sxb1 Bxb1 6.Qhj3
Bc3 mate.

ii) Bb3 2.Qgs/v Kaz 3.Sdb4+ cxb4+ 4.5xbg+
Ka3 5.Qas+ and White wins.

iii) Bb3+ 5.5xb3 cxb3 6.Sc3 mate.

iv) 2.Sdxe3 c3+, or 2.Kxe3 Kxc2, or 2.Kd1
Rxf1+ wins.

v) But not: 2.Qe7? Kc1 3.Qxcs5 biQ+, or
2.Qxf4? Kaz 3.Scb4+ cxbg+ and now: 4.Sxbg+
Kaz 5.Sc2+ Kag 6.Qxeq4 biS mate, or here:
4.Kxbg b1Q 5.Qd2+ Qc2 6.Qxc2+ Bxc2 7.Se3
Kbz, or 2.Kd2? e3+ 3.Scxe3 Rd4+ 4.Qxd4 cxd4
5.5xc4 Bxc4 6.Sb4 Bb3 7.e4 dxe3ep+ 8.Kxe3 Kc1
wins.

“It was difficult not to smile when I saw this
study. The author congratulated the hero of
the day with an unexpected graphic plot (HH:
the pieces on the board from a picture of a
dinosaur) stressing: 50 — You are a Dinosaur
already”™.

“In a very original pictorial study the
non-frequent idea of inevitable stalemate is

shown. See for example the work of Skuja
(HHdbV#39325) which does not have proper
play as do other examples. What is very im-
portant is that here the author has succeeded
in the process of the chess struggle in com-
ing to an unexpected stalemate (you need to
have a special long-sightedness to see the res-
cue of the stalemate on e1) and take the ‘dead
position draw’. If, after 5.Sc3+ Black takes the
knight, then the next move is illegal as there is
already an inevitable draw on the board. In the
study itself, the first move by White (1.Qh4!!)
is also a highlight. It shows the theme of the
19th Ukrainian team championship: instead of
taking an unprotected knight, White sacrifices
a piece. It is also noteworthy that at the end of
the play, the wK, which got into captivity, was
delighted with his bishop neighbour - now
they can play chess!”.

No 22658 G. Costeff
1st/sth prize
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No 22658 Gady Costeft (USA/Israel). 1
Rb8/i 2.Ka6 (Kag c3;) Reby 3.Qc3 Rb3 4.Qxb3
cxb3 5.Rh1/ii b2 6.Rgg1 b1Q 7.Rxb1 wins.

i) Reby 2.Qxb4, or Rb2 2.Qb4 win.

ii) 5.Rgg1? b2 6.Rcd1 b1Q 7.Rxb1 Rb6+ draws.

“This is a memorable study with the most

beautiful move of the tourney: 5.Rh1!! It is im-
possible to watch without smiling how both
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sides imitate each other during the solution to
mutually double their rooks (the Brunner-Tur-
ton theme). The idea of the composer is not
too easy to implement, not even in a task, but
this work looks wonderful from start to finish
and is very impressive! Bravo!”.

No 22659 M. Gromov
& O. Pervakov
1/ sth prize
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No 22659 Mikhail Gromov & Oleg Per-
vakov (Russia). 1.Ka2/i Kd4/ii 2.Sg3/iii Rxd3
(Rxgs; Sfs5+) 3.Se6+/iv Kc3/v 4.Seq+ Kc2 5.Bag+
Kc1 6.5f4 Re3 (Rf3; Se2 mate) 7.Sg5/vi Kd2/vii
8.Bc6 Rey 9.5f3+ Kc1 (Ke3; Sds+) 10.Bag Re3
11.Se5 Re4/ix 12.Bc6 Re3 13.Sc4 Rey (Rc3; Se2+)
14.Ba4 Re4 15.5d3 mate.

i) 1.5d2? Rf2 2.Sc4+ Kd4 3.Sxa3 Kc3 draws.

ii) Kds (Rxf1; d4+) 2.Sd2 (Sh2) Rf2 3.Kxa3
Rxd2 4.Kb3 wins.

iii) 2.Se6+? Kc3 3.d4 Kbg, and: 4.Be2 Rf2
5.5g3 Rg2 6.d5 Rxg3 7.d6 Rg2 8.5f4 Rg8, or here:
4.Ba6 Rc3 5.5¢c5 Rea+, or 2.8d2? Rf2 3.Kxa3
Rxd2 4.Se6+ Kc3 5.5¢5 Rd1 (Rh2) draws.

iv) 3.S7f5+? Kc3 4.Seq4+ Kc2 5.Bag+ Kci
draws.

v) Ke3 4.Sf1+ Ke4 5.Sc5+ wins.

vi) 7.5g3? Rf3 (Re7?; Sf1) 8.Bc6 Rf2+ draws.

vii) Re4 8.Sd3+ (Sxe4? stalemate) Kd2
9.Sxe4+ wins.

ix) Kd2 12.Sc4+, or Rxes 12.Sd3+ win.

“It turns out that it is still possible to find
something interesting and new in this classical
material with the domination idea (compare
with the old study by one of the composers -
Gromov, EG#08200). Throughout the play,
only one pawn is taken, after which there is ma-
terial equality. White skilfully uses the slightest

weakness of Black. Both sides show maximum
ingenuity (echo constructions, unexpected re-
treats: 7.5g5!!, 8.Bc6!!, 11.Ses!!), which makes a
great impression. A grandmaster work!”.

No 22660 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
& M. Minski
1st/5th prize
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No 22660 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Bbi/i
Ra2+ 2.Bxa2 Ra8+ 3.Kbé6/ii Rb8+ 4.Kc7 Rb7+
5.Kxb7 f2+ 6.5f3+/iii Qxf3+ 7.Kb6/iv iQ 8.f7+
(Kd6+? Keg;) Qf6+ 9.Bd6+ Kxd6/v 10.£8Q+
Kes+/vi 11.Qd6+ Kxd6 12.Qc7 mate.

i) 1.Bg4? (Qgs? Rxf8;) Ra2+ 2.Kby Ray+
3.Kxay Qxgi+ 4.Kb7 Qb1+ draws.

ii) Logical try: 3.Kxa8? fa+ 4.Sf3+ Qxf3+
5.Ka7 11Q 6.f7+ Qf6 7.Bd6+ Kxdé6 8.f8Q+ Qxf8
and now the wK is at a7 and there is no 9.Qc7
mate.

iii) 6.Kb8? fxg1Q 7.Bd6+ Kfs5 draws.

iv) 7.Kc7? Qc3+ 8.Kb6e f1Q o.f7+ Qf6+
10.Bd6+ Kxdé 11.£8Q+ Qxf8 12.Qxf8+ Kdy
draws.

v) Keq 10.Qgq+ Ke3 11.£8Q Qxf8 12.Qe6+
Kd2 13.Qds5+ wins.

vi) With the wKbé6, now Qxf8 11.Qc7 is mate.

“This undoubtedly is a very bright, simple
and elegant composition with the evergreen
idea of hunting the king. This struggle feels like
it occupies only one breath. In this study the
properties of the pieces are used to their limit,
and their harmonious interaction is realized.
An ingenious struggle (with the point 9.Bd6+!!
and 11.Qdé6+!! and the counter-sacrifices of
both black rooks), which becomes more in-
spiring with each move, and has an unexpect-
ed mate finish. Very good!”.
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No 22661 G. Popov
1st/5th prize
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No 22661 G. Popov. 1.a8Q Qas 2.Qxas Rxas
3.b8Q/i Ra1 4.Qa8+ Rxa8 5.e8Q/ii Ra1 6.Qa8+
Rxa8 7Ba3 Rxa3 8.g8Q/iii Ra1 9.Qa8+ Rxa8
10.c8Q Ra1r 11.Qc6+ e4 12.Qag Rxagq 13.h8Q
Rb4/iv 14.Sc3/vi Sf4 15.d8Q/v e3 16.Qxh4+ gxh4
17.Qxh4+ Bh2 18.f8Q wins.

i) 3.e8Q%? Ra1 4.Qa8 Rxd1 mate.

ii) Thematic try: 5.d8Q? Ra1 6.Qa8+ Rxa8
7.8Q Ra1 8.Qa8+ Rxa8 9.Ba3 Rxa3 10.f8Q Ra1
11.Qa8+ Rxa8 12.g8Q Ra1 wins.

iii) Thematic try: 8.f8Q? Ra1 9.Qa8+ Rxa8
10.g8Q Ra1 11.Qa8+ Rxa8 12.c8Q Ra1 13.Qc6+
e4 14.Qa4 Rxa4 15.h8Q Ra2 16.d8Q Re2 wins.

iv) Try: 14.Sb2? Sf4 15.d8Q Rxb2 16.Qxb2 e3
17.Qa8+ Kh2 18.Qxf2+ Bxf2 and Black wins.

v) 15.f8Q7? e3 16.Qa8+ Kh2 and Black wins.

“This is a record study that meets all the re-
quirements of artistry.”

No 22662 1. Yarmonov
6th prize
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No 22662 Igor Yarmonov (Ukraine). 1.S¢c5+
dxcs 2.Qeq+ (Qxe7+? Qc7;) Kaz/i3.Qxe7+ Rb7/

ii 4.Qxc5+ Ka8 5.b6/iii Sg3+/iv 6.Kg1/v Seza+/vi
7.Kf1 Sg3+ 8.Rxg3/vii, and:
— Qd8 9.Qa3+/viii Kb8 10.Qd6+ Qxd6 11.Rg8+

Qd8 12.Rxd8 mate, or:

— Qe8/ix 9.Qas+/x Kb8 10.Qes5+ Qxes 11.Rg8+

Qe8 12.Rxe8 mate.

i) Kc7 3.Qxe7+ Kc8 4.Rg8 mate.

ii) Qb7 4.Rag+ Kb8 5.Qd8+ wins.

iii) 5.Ra4+? Ray 6.Qc6+ Qb7 7.Qe8+ QbS8
draws.

iv) Sf4 6.Qaz+ Ra7 7.Qxf3+ Rb7 8.Rxf4 Qh8+
9.Kg2 wins.

v) 6.Rxg3? Rhy+ 7.Kgi Qxg3+ and Black
wins.

vi) f2+ 7.Qxf2 Rxb6 8.Rag+ Kby 9.Qf3+ Kc8
10.Ra8 wins.

vii) 8.Kf2? Seq+ 9.Rxe4 Qh2+ draws.

viii) Try: 9.Qas+? Kb8 10.Qes+ Ka8 11.Qa1+
Kb8 positional draw.

ix) Qxg3 9.Qaz+ Kb8 10.Qf8 mate.

x) Try: 9.Qa3+? Kb8 10.Qd6+ Ka8 11.Qaz+
Kb8 positional draw.

“In this masterful study by an OTB IM, first
of all, we are impressed by the economy of the
material with which the work has been built,.
In the natural initial position, none of the white
pieces have a threatening position, and do not
seem to have any possibility of increasing their
power. And yet, these forces are sufficient to
achieve victory. The precise ‘graphics’ of the
struggle of the pieces and the echo of the finish
of the study leave a very good impression”

No 22663 A. Sochnev
7th prize
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No 22663 Aleksey Sochnev (Russia). 1.f6/i
e3 (gxf6+; gxt6) 2.fxgy/ii e2 3.S5a3/iii d2 4.Bxd2
Sxd2 5.8c2 Sf3+ 6.Kd6/iv Sd4 7.g8Q Sxc2
8.Qe8/v e1Q 9.Qxe1+ Sxer 10.g6 c3/vi 11.g7
c2 12.g8Q c1Q 13.Qxg3+ Sg2 14.Kd5 zz Kh1
15.Qh3+/vii Kg1 16.Qg3, and:

— Qc2 17.Qgy (Qf3? Kh2;) Qc1 18.Qg3 posi-
tional draw, or:

— ¢4 17.Kd4 zz Qf1/viii 18.Kc3 zz Qc1+ 19.Kd4
positional draw.

i) 1.Kxe4q? d2 2.Bxd2 Sxd2+ 3.Kds Sf3 4.g6
Sh4 5.f6 gxt6 6.g7 Sfs5 7.g8Q Se7+ wins.

ii) 2.f7? e2 3.Sa3 d2 4.Bxd2 Sxd2 5.Sc2 Sf3+
6.Kds Sd4 7.Se1 Kf1 (Kf2) 8.f8Q+ Kxe1 wins.

iii) 3.g8Q? d2 4.Bxd2 Sxd2 wins.

iv) Thematic try: 6.Kds? Sd4 7.g8Q Sxc2
8.Qe6 e1Q 9.Qxe1+ Sxe110.g6 ¢311.g7 c212.g8Q
c1Q 13.Qxg3+ Sg2 zz, wins, or 6.Ke4? Sd4 7.Se1
Kf1 (Kf2) wins, or 6.Kf4? Sd4 7.Se1 Se6+, or
6.Kf62 Sd4 7.Se1 Kf1 (Kf2) 8.g8Q Kxe1 9.Qxc4
g2 10.g6 g1Q 11.Qc1+ Kf2 12.Qxg1+ Kxg1 13.g7
e1Q 14.g8Q+ Kf2 wins.

v) 8.Qe6? Sd4 9.Qe3+ Kfi 10.Qf4+ Kg2
11.Qes5 Kf2 12.Qxcs e1Q 13.Qxd4+ Qe3 wins.

vi) Kh2 11.g7 g2 12.g8Q g1Q 13.Qh7+ (Qh8+)
Kg2 14.Qg8+ Kf2 15.Qxc4 draws.

vii) 15.Qf3¢? Kh2 16.Qf2 c4 17.Kd4 c3 18.Kd3
Kh1 wins.

viii) Kf1 18.Qf3+ Kg1 19.Qg3, or Qc2 18.Qf3
zz Qc119.Qg3 draws.

“We see an interesting logical study (in the
author’s style) with a royal foresight on the 6th
move. The realization of the idea is expressed
to the judge in a pleasant way, with light pieces,
and an example of the skilful use of the motifs
of mutual zugzwang. But the zugzwang itself is
not as nice as the play preceding it”.

No 22664 Mikhail Zinar (Ukraine). 1.Ke3
Kc4 2.Kd2 a4 3.Kc1/i Kds/ii 4.Kd1 Kc4 5.Kd2 6
6.Kc1 Kds 7.Kd1 Kcg 8.Kd2 f4 9.Kc1 Kds 10.Kd1
Kc4 11.Kd2 f5 12.Kc1 Kds 13.Kd1 Keg 14.Kd2 g6
15.Kc1 Kds 16.Kd1 Kegq 17.Kd2 g5 18.Kc1 Kds
19.Kd1 Kcg 20.Kd2 g4 21.Kc1 Kds 22.Kd1 Keg
23.Kd2 g3 24.Kc1 Kds 25.Kd1 Kcg 26.Kd2 hé
27.Kc1 Kds 28.Kd1 Kcg 29.Kd2 hs 30.Kc1 Kds
31.Kd1 Kc4 32.Kd2 Kds 33.Kxd3 wins.

No 22664 M. Zinar
special prize
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i) 3.Ke3? a3 4.bxa3 Kxc3 and Black wins.
3.Kd1? Kb3 4.d5 Kxb2 5.dxc6 a3 6.c7 a2 7.c8Q
a1Q+ 8.Kd2 Qc1+ 9.Kxd3 Qxc3+ 10.Ke2 Qcg+
11.Kf2 Qd4+ 12.Kf1 Qdi1+ draws.

ii) Kb3 4.d5 d2+ 5.Kxd2 e.g. Kxb2 6.dxc6 a3
7.c7 a2 8.c8Q wins.

“This study wins a special prize for its record
design. A long solution could discourage any-

body from trying to solve it himself but all is
easier that it seems. It is important to find the

‘main link and, after grasping that idea, it is easy

to see the whole. This simple but curious study
features a classical triangle of the king system-
atically repeated 10 (!) times for the sake of
winning a tempo. Then we look at some math:
the solution is 33 moves which, when added to
the 17 pieces in the initial position, makes the
round number 50 for the jubilee judge!”.

No 22665 Y. Bazlov
special prize
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No 22665 Yuri Bazlov (Russia). 1.Ray+ Kbs
2.c4+ (Rxaq? Kxag;) Kbg (Rxc4; Rxf7) 3.c3+
Kb3 4.Rxaq Kxa4 5.Kc2/i Kas (Sc7; Ra1 mate)
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6.Rxg2 Kbeé/ii 7.Rg6+/iii Kcs (Kez; Rg7) 8.Rgy
Sdé6/iv 9.Ra7 Sb6 10.Rc7 mate.

i) 5.Kb2? Kas draw, e.g. 6.Rxg2 Sb6 7.Rg7
Sxcq4+.

ii) Sbé 7.Rg7 Ses 8.Ray mate, or Sd6 7.Rg5+
Kbé6 8.c5+ wins.

iii) 7.Rg8? Scy 8.Rg6+ Kby draws.

iv) Ses 9.Ray Sb6 10.Ras+ Kd6 11.c5+ wins.

“The special prize is for the successful
re-working of the bright finish which is of mas-
ter-class to compilers of historical work. The
mate picture is known from a study by Kamin-
er (HHdbV#73451) which served as the basis
for this work in which the author has managed
to develop an introduction and has made all
pieces (including both kings) move to their fi-
nal places during play. The connection between
the first (1.Ray-c7) and the last (10.Ra7-c7)
move by White - two departure-approach ma-
noeuvres to the ¢y square, unites both rooks!”.

No 22666 V. Samilo
special prize
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No 22666 Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine).
1.Res/i hs 2.ds/ii Bg2 3.Kay/iii Bxds/iv 4.Rxds
h4 5.Kb6 hs 6.Kcs h3 7.Rd3 (Rd4?Kgs;) Kgs
8.Rxh3 Kg4 9.Rh1/v hg 10.Kd4 h3 11.Ke3 Kg3
12.Rg1+ wins.

i) Thematic try: 1.Rc5? hs 2.d5 Bg2 3.Kay Kf5
(Kf6)/vi 4.d6+ Ke6 draws. Try: 1.Kaz? hs/vii
2.Res h4 3.ds h3 (Bbs) 4.d6 h2 5.d7 h1Q 6.d8Q
Qg1+ draws.

ii) 2.Kb8? Bg2 (Bc4) 3.d5 Bxds 4.Rxds hg
5.Kc7 h3 6.Kd6 hs 7.Kes Kgs5 8.Ke4+ Kgg draws.

iii) Try: 3.Kb7? K6 4.Rxhs Bf3 5.Rh3 Bxds5+
draws.

iv) Kf6 4.d6 Kxes 5.d7 wins.

v) 9.Ra3? h4 10.Kd4 h3 11.Ke4 h2 12.Ra1 Kg3
13.Ke3 Kg2 draws.

vi) Not Bxds? 4.Rxds h4 5.Kb6 see main line.

vii) Bg2? 2.Res h5 3.d5 Bxds 4.Rxds5 h4 5.Kb6
see main line.

“The special prize is for a miniature with in-
teresting tries that emphasize the main lines:
during play and in order to win, the wK and
wR (points: 1.Res! and 3.Kay!) cross the board
and bypass some minefields. The study itself
has been composed in the classical style that
the author always seeks in his work”.

No 22667 H. van der Heijden,
Y. Afek & M. Minski
1st honourable mention
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No 22667 Harold van der Heijden, Yo-
chanan Afek (the Netherlands) & Martin
Minski (Germany). 1.Sb4/i Qe1 2.e5+/ii Kcy/
iii 3.Ba6/iv Sxa6 (Qes+; Kay) 4.Rxhy+/v Kc8
5.5ds5/vi Qxes 6.Rh8+/vii Qxh8 7.g7 Scy+/viii
8.5xc7 Qd8/ix 9.e7 Qxey 10.g8R+/x Kxc7 11.Rgy
Kc8 12.Rxe7 wins.

i) 1.e5+? (Rd8+?) Kcy draw.

ii) 2.Rd8+? Kc7 3.Sds+ Kxd8 4.e7+ Ke8
draws.

iii) Kxes (Qxes; Rd8+) 3.7 Qe4+ 4.Kay wins.

iv) Thematic try: 3.Rxhy+? (Sds5+? Kcé6;)
Kxc8 4.Sds5 Sxe6 5.5b6+ Kd8 6.Rd7+ Ke8 7.g7
Qg1 8.Rby/xi Sd8 9.hy Qai+ 10.Kb8 Qxes+
11.Rcy/xii Sc6+ 12.Kc8 Qe6+ 13.Kby Sd8+
14.Ka7 Qa2+ 15.Kb8 Sc6+ 16.Rxc6 Qh2+ 17.Rcy
Qxhy 18.Sds5 Qb1+ 19.Rb7 Qxb7+ 20.Kxb7 Kf7
draws.

V) 4.Sxa6+? Kb6 (Kc6) draws.
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vi) 5.5xa6? Qe4q+ (Qhi+) draws.

vii) 6.Sb6+? Kd8 7.Rd7+ Ke8 draws.

viii) Qe8 8.g8Q Scy+ 9.Kay Qxg8 10.Se7+
Kd8 11.5xg8 Sxe6 12.hy wins.

ix) Qg8 (Qhy; Qds) 9.Sds, and now: Qxe6
10.g8Q+ Qxg8 11.Se7+ Kd7+ 12.Sxg8, or here:
Kd8 10.5f6 Qxe6 11.g8Q+ Qxg8 12.5xg8 win.

x) 10.g8Q+? Kxcy 11.Qgy Kc8 12.Qxey
stalemate.

xi) 8.Ray Qg2+ 9.Kb8 Qg5 draws.
xii) 11.Ka8 Qa1+ 12.Ray Qhi+ draws.

“This study has a beautiful and instructive
study (point: 6.Rh8+!!) with a good interac-
tion of the pieces by both sides and a curious
struggle by Black against the passed pawns,
which ends in an unexpected promotion by
one of them into a rook (phoenix). The tense
battle until the end requires maximum preci-
sion by both sides. The inactive wK reduces the
impression”

No 22668 P. Arestov S. Slumstrup Nielsen
2nd honourable mention
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No 22668 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Steffen
Slumstrup Nielsen (Denmark). 1.Ra2+/i Kxb3
2.Rb2+/ii Kaz/iii 3.Rxe2 Rb4+/iv 4.Ka1/v Rxd4
5.Re3+ Kb4 6.Rxe4 Bgy/vi 7.Bf6/vii Bxf6 8.d8Q
(Rxd4+? Bxd4;) Bxd8 (Rxe4+; Qxf6) 9.Rxd4+
Kc3 10.Rxd8 wins.

i) 1.Rxe2? Rxd4 and with wPb3 there is no
2.Re3 with check.

ii) 2.Rxe2? Rxd4 3.Re3+ Kc4 draws.
iii) Kc3 3.Rxe2 Rxd4 4.Bf6 (Bas+) wins.

iv) Rxd4 4.Re3+ Kbg 5.Rxeq4 Rxeq 6.Bas+
Kxas 7.d8Q+ wins.

v) 4.Kc2? Rxd4 5.Re3+ Kaz2 draws.

vi) Rxe4 7.Bas+ Kxas 8.d8Q+ wins.

vii) 7.Ka2? Kbs 8.Rxd4 Bxd4 9.Bc7 Bf6 draws.

“This is a pleasant study with fine and in-
ventive play (with mutual preliminary checks
by rooks of both sides) and the cute highlight
7.Bf6!! at the end of the duel but the departure
of the pawn material at the beginning of the
solution does not allow a higher ranking”

No 22669 A. Stavrietsky
3rd honourable mention
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No 22669 Aleksandr Stavrietsky (Russia).
1.Qc1/i Rh6+ 2.Rxh6 h1Q+ 3.Qxh1 Rxg4+ 4.Kh3
Rg6+ 5.dy/ii Bxd7+ 6.Kh2 Rxh6+ 7.Kg2 Rxhi
8.Sa5+ Qxas 9.Bxe4+ Kbs 10.Bd3+ Kag 11.Bca+
Kbs 12.Bd3+ Kc6 13.Be4+ Kxb6 14.Bd8+ Kbs
15.Bd3+ (Bxas? Rhg;) Kag (Kbg; Bxas+) 16.Bc2+
Kbs 17.Bd3+ Kag 18.Bc2+ positional draw.

i) 1.Bxe4+? Qxe4 2.Qc1+ Kbs wins.

ii) Logical try: 5.Kh2? Rxh6+ 6.Kg2 Rxhi
7.Sa5+ Qxas 8.Bxe4+ Kd7 9.Bfs+ Qxf5 wins.

“This is another interesting study by this
author, this time with logical motifs in which,
after a series of mutual sacrifices of the pieces
in the introduction, the tensions of the strug-
gle do not fall in the end, and the study fin-
ishes with an eternal pursuit of the bK, despite
Black’s big material advantage”

No 22670 Ivan Maly (Ukraine). 1.c7/i
Rh8+/ii 2.Kby c1Q 3.d7 Qhi+ 4.Kay/iii Qhy/
iv 5.g6 Qg7/v 6.Ka6 Ra8+ 7.5xa8 Qxdy 8.Sb6
Qd3+ 9.Kay/vi Qxg6 10.Sc4+/vii Kdg 11.c8Q
Qf7+ (Qhy+; Ka6) 12.Kb6 (Kbs? Qb1i+;) Qg6+
13.Kas/ix wins.
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No 22670 1. Maly
4th honourable mention
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i) Thematic try: 1.d7? c1Q/ix 2.d8Q Qxc6+
draws.

ii) c1Q 2.¢8Q Qa3+ 3.Kb7 Qxd6 4.Sc4+ wins.

iii) Thematic try: 4.Ka6? Qfi+ 5.Kay Qf7
6.g6 Qxa2+/x draws.

iv) Now the bQ is at hy instead of f7 as in
note iii).

v) Qxg6 6.Sds5+ Kd4 7.d8Q wins.

vi) 9.Kb7? Qxg6 10.c8Q Qf7+ (Qg2+) draws.

vii) 10.Sd5+? Kd4 11.c8Q Kxds, or 10.c8Q?
Qf7+ 11.Qd7 Qxaz2+ draw.

viii) 12.Ka6? Qxcq+ 13.Qxc4+ Kxcq 14.a4
Kcs 15.Kb7 Kb4 draws.

ix) Rh8+? 2.Kby c1Q 3.c7 Qhi1+ 4.Kay see
main line.

x) Qg7? 7.Ka6 see main line.

“White skilfully uses his pawn material, pro-
moting the right pawn to queen in the intro-
duction. The preparatory check 10.Sc4+! and
the short ‘snake track’ of the wK in the finale
are the key to complete success”

No 22671 A. Rusz
special honourable mention
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No 22671 Arpad Rusz (Rumania). 1.Qd4+/i
e5 2.5xes 6 3.5xf6 b1Q+ (h1Q; Sf7 mate) 4.Kay
Qgbs/ii 5.Qb2 Qby+/iv 6.Qxby Qxby+ 7.Kxby
h1Q+ 8.Kb6/v Qxh6 9.5f7+ wins.

i) 1.Kaz? Qc3 2.5gf6 Qxcs+ 3.Ka6 Qc8+
4.Kay Qcs+ positional draw.

ii) Qhy 5.5xhy Kxhy 6.Qxd7+ Kxh6 7.Sg4+
Kgs 8.Sxh2 wins.

iv) Qixb2 (Q3xb2) 6.Sg6 (Sf7) mate, or h1Q
6.Qxb3 Qxb3 7.5g6 mate.

v) 8.Kay? Qxhé 9.5f7+ Kg7 10.Sxh6 Kxf6
11.Kb6 a4, or 8.Kc7? Qh2, or 8.Kc8? Qa8+, or
8.c6?2 Qxc6+ 9.5xc6 dxc6 10.Kxc6 a4 draw.

“This work shows the presently ‘fashionable’
sandwich theme. Despite the fact that it is al-
ready known, this idea is expressed here on a
very large scale, and is witty and very attractive.
Compare this with, for instance, the “patent’ of
the study by A. Jasik in the 5th UAPA ty which
has a sandwich of three queens”.

No 22672Y. Bazlov
special honourable mention
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No 22672 YuriBazlov (Russia). 1.Qa2+/iKf3
2.Qf7+ Ke3 3.Qb3/ii Qcs+ 4.Kb2+ Kd2 5.Kaz1/iii
Qc1+ 6.Qb1 Qaz+ (Qc3+; Qb2+) 7.Qaz2+ wins.

i) 1.Qb2+? Kf3 2.Qb3 Qcs+ 3.Kd2+ Kg2 4.b7
Qd4+ (Qf2+) 5.Kc1 Qfg+ 6.Kb1 Qfi+ 7.Kaz
Qa6+ 8.Kb1 Qfi+ 9.Kc2 Qf2+ positional draw.

ii) Try: 3.Qe8+? Kf2 4.Qf7+ Kg1 5.Qg7+ Kh1
6.Qb7+ Kg1 7.Qg7+ Khi, or 3.b72 Qd4+ 4.Kb3
Qb6+ 5.Kag Qa6+ (Qc6+) 6.Kbg Qb6+ 7.Kcg
Qc6+ draw.

iii) 5.b7?2 Qd4+ 6.Kbi1 Qg+ 7.Kaz Qay+
8.Kb2 Qd4+, or 5.Kb1? Qci1+ 6.Ka2 Qc6 7.Qb4g+
Kc2 8.Qb2+ Kdi draw.
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“This is an economical implementation of the
king’s manoeuvre to the corner of the board in
a queen-pawn ending with few pieces. The try
3.Qe8+? with the saving trick of the bK in the
opposite corner strengthens the work, as well
as the ‘come-go-go back’ theme performed by
the wQ (the first and last moves in the solution
are Qaz+). This is a good training example for
practical chess players”.

No 22673 S. Didukh
special honourable mention
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No 22673 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.Sh5+
Kxg6 (Kf8; g7+) 2.Qc2+ Qxc2 3.Bd3+ Kxhs/i
4.Bxc2 Sez+ 5.Kdy/ii Sds/iii 6.a8Q Sb6+ 7.Ke6
Sxa8 8.Kfs e2 9.Be4 e1S 10.Bds (Bc6? Scy;) c2
(Sb6; Bc6) 11.Bc4 c1S 12.Bbs Sc7 13.Bag wins.

i) Kgs (Qxds; Sf4+) 4.Bxc2 Sey+ 5.Kdy
e2 (Sds; Sf4) 6.a8Q e1Q 7.Qas+ Kg4 8.Qb4+
(Qag+) Kf3 9.Qf4+ Kg2 10.Qe4+ (Be4+) wins.

ii) Logical try: 5.Kb7? e2 6.a8Q e1Q draws.

iii) e2 6.a8Q e1Q 7.Qf3+ Kgs 8.Qf4+ Khs
9.Qh4 mate.

“We see an elegant example of enriching a
famous idea. At the start of the solution it is
hard to believe that the play, after the unex-
pected sacrifice of the queen (2.Qc2+!!) will
end with the construction of a mating cage for
the bK with the active participation of a white
vis-a-vis. The author has managed to develop
an introduction (without technical pieces) to
the idea from A. Zidek and G. van Breukelen
(EG#10464) with a logical try by White on the
sth move and the addition of three consecutive
forks: the queen, the bishop and the knight”.

No 22674 A. Bezgodkov & S. Didukh
commendation
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No 22674 Anatoly Bezgodkov & Sergiy
Didukh (Ukraine). 1.a7/i f2 2.Bg2/ii Rh3+ 3.Kc2
Raj3 4.a8Q Rxa8 5.Kb3 Rh1 6.Bf1, and:

— Rc8 7.Rxc8 Rxfi 8.Rc2 Rbi+ 9.Ka3 Rb3z+

(f1Q; Rxa2 mate) 10.Kxb3 f1Q 11.Rc1+ Qxc1

stalemate, or:

— Kb1 7.Bd3+ Ka1 8.Bf1 Rxf1 9.Rc1+ Rxci stale-
mate, or:

— Ra3+ 7Kxa3 Rxf1 8.Rc2 Kb1 9.Rxaz/iii Rd1
10.Rb2+ (Rxf2? Rd3 mate;) Kc1 11.Rxf2 Rd3+
12.Ka2 Rd2+ 13.Ka1 Rxf2 stalemate.

i) 1.Be4? (Bxf3? Kb1;) Rh1 2.Rc2 R6h2 3.Rxh2
Rxh2 4.a7 f2 wins.

ii) 2.a8Q? Rxb4+ 3.Kxb4 f1Q wins.

iii) 9.Rb2+? Kc1 10.Rxa2 Kdi1 wins.

“The composers have succeeded in con-
necting three different stalemates, which were
found in studies by Belokon (EG#3436) and
Bezgodkov (Malyshev-105 MT), in a single
study”.

No 22675 B. Buyannemekh,
M. Garcia & P. Krug
commendation
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No 22675 Bizya Buyannemekh (Mongolia),
Mario Garcia (Argentina) & Peter Krug (Aus-
tria). 1.Rg6 c2 2.Rxg2 c1Q 3.Rc2+ Qxc2 4.Bxc2
Kc7+/i5.Kay Rxh4 6.Sg4 Rxg4 7.e7 Rg8/ii 8.Bag
Rg6 9.Bbs/iii, and:

— Re6 10.e8R/iv Ra6+ 11.Bxa6/v wins, or:
— Rb6 10.e8S+ wins.

i) Rxh4 5.5g4 Rxg4 (Rhi; Kay) 6.7 Rg8 7.Bag
wins.

ii) Kdy 8.Bfs+ Kxey 9.Bxg4 wins.

iii) 9.e8Q? Ra6+ 10.Kxa6 stalemate. 9.Bc6?
Rxc6 10.e8Q Ra6+ 11.Kxa6 stalemate.

iv) 10.e8Q? Ra6+ 11.Kxa6 (Bxa6) stalemate.

v) 11.Kxa6? stalemate.

“This is a study on the under-promotion of
one pawn to different pieces as was popular in
the 1920s and 1930s. The setting is not new, e.g.
Kubbel (HHdbV #72192)”.

No 22676 D. Keith
commendation
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No 22676 Daniel Keith (France). 1.Kg5 Sd8
2.Rh7+/i St7+/ii 3.Rxf7+ Kxf7 4.Rc6/iii Rxc6/
iv 5.Bxc6 Qd4/v 6.Sd6+/vi Ke6/ (Kez; Sfs+)
7.d8S+/vii Kxes 8.S6f7 mate.

i) 2.5xd8? Rg6+ 3.Kxg6 Qgq+ and Black
wins.

ii) Kf8 3.5xd8 Rg6+ 4.Kxg6 Qgq+ 5.Kf6
Qg7+ 6.Ke6 wins.

iii) 4.e6+? Rxe6 5.d8S+ Key 6.Rc7+/viii Ke8

7.5xe6 Qg4+ (Qxh4+) 8.Kxg4 (Kxhg) stalemate.

iv) Rbs (Qds; e6) 5.Rf6+ Kg7 6.d8Q wins.

v) Qd1 6.d8Q, or Qa1 6.Bds+ wins.

vi) 6.e6+? (Kf5? Qds3+;) Kg7 7.d8Q Qes+
8.Kh4 Qe1+ 9.Khs Qe2+ 10.Bf3 Qxf3+ draws. If
6.d85+? Key (Kg8) draw.

vii) 7.d8Q? Qxes+ 8.Kg6 Qg3+ draws.

viii) 6.Sxe6 Kxe6 7.Rc6+ Ke7 8.Re6+ (Rc7+)
Kf8 draws.

“We see a study with an under-promotion
and the classical plot ‘not stalemate, but mate!.
The final schema is known from the incorrect
Dorogov (HHdbV#32510)".

No 22677 A. Dashkovsky
commendation
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No 22677 Aleksandr Dashkovsky (Ukraine).
1.Qf3+ Kd2 (Kd4; Qf6+) 2.Sc4+/i Kci/ii 3.Qe3+
Kb1 4.Qb3z+ (Qb6+? Kaz;) Kc15.Qb6 ¢5 6.Qxcs
Kb1 7Qbs+ Ka2 8.Qag+ Kbi 9.Qb3z+ Ka
10.Qb6 Qf6 (Qg7; Qg1 mate) 11.Qg1+ (Qxf6?
g1Q+;) Qf1 12.Qe3+ Kb1 13.Qb3+ (Qb6+) K1
14.Qb2+ Kd1 15.Qd4+ Kc1 16.Qa1 mate.

i) Try: 2.Se4+? Kc1 3.Qe3+ Kb2/iii 4.Qc3+
Kaz 5.Qxc2+ Ka3 draws.

ii) Ke1 3.Qe3+ Kf1 4.Sd2 mate.

iii) Kb1? 4.Sd2+ Kb2 5.Sc4+ Kb1 6.Qb3+ see
main line.

“Taking advantage of the unfortunate posi-
tion of the bQ and the bK, White achieves his
goal by a series of checks on the diagonals and
lines”.
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UAPA organized a formal tourney to commemorate the Austrian composer Helmut Steniczka.
It was very appropriate that a fellow Austrian, Peter Krug, was appointed as judge. He received 43
studies by 23 composers from 14 countries. A (final?) award appeared on the UAPA website but it
did not include any information (except for a picture) about Steniczka.

This is, again, a UAPA award with far too many studies in it. Despite their great promotional
activities both UAPA and ‘their’ judges are in my view seriously downgrading our art. Should such
tourneys perhaps be considered B-tourneys? And what about the judges involved?

Win section

No 22678 B. Djurasevic¢
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No 22678 Branislav Djurasevi¢ (Serbia).
1.Sef6/i Ray/ii 2.5f4 Rgy 3.Kb2 Rg3 4.Bf8 Rb3+
5.Ka1 Rg3 6.Ka2 wins.

i) 1.Shf6? Rai+ 2.Kc2 Rci+ 3.Kd3 Rg1 4.Sd6
Rdi+ draws.

ii) Ra1+ 2.Kb2 Rg1 3.5f4 Rg3 4.Bf8 wins.

HH: this study suffers from a diversion
problem. Line i) was given as a thematic try,
but it has hardly no connection with the main
line. Seeing line ii) with 2.Kbz as the only win-
ning move, this move is refuted in the themat-
ic try by 2..Rb1+ 4.Kc3 Rg1 which draws: see
line ii) which itself is also wrongly presented.
Of course Black should play 2...Rb1+ 3.Kc3 Rg1
and now White has 4.Sf4 which wins as the wK
walks to the paralyzed bK to support the mate
net. From this, one might think that the com-
poser himself did not understand what was go-
ing on but in fact the thematic try is unsound
as after 2.Kb2 also 2...Ra2+ draws. This would

make the study unsound (a black dual in a the-
matic try), so the composer fled into the data-
base lines given above. He must have been very
surprised that the study made it into the award,
let alone win the first prize.

No 22679 P. Arestov & A. Zhukov
and prize
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No 22679 Pavel Arestov & Aleksandr Zhu-
kov (Russia). 1.Rf4 (Sa3+? Kb2;) Rcg 2.Sa3+
Kaz 3.Sxc4, and:

— hi1Q 4.Bxh1 f1Q 5.Bf3/i Qg1+ 6.Kh3/ii Qfi+

7.Kg3 Qgi+ (Qei+; Kg2) 8.Bg2 Qei+ 9.Rf2
Qc3+ 10.Kh2 Qxc4 11.Bds Qxds 12.c4+ wins,
or:

— 11Q 4.Rxf1 hiQ 5.Rf3/iii Qdi/iv 6.Kf5 (Kfs?

Qd4+;) Qxca+/v 7.Kes Qxc4 8.Bds wins.

i) 5.Rxf1? stalemate.

ii) 6.Kf5? Qcs+ 7.Kg4 Qg1+ repeats.

iii) 5.Bxh1?, or 5.Rxh1? stalemate

iv) Qg1+ 6.Kfs Qcs+ 7.Ke6 Qxcq+ 8.Bds
wins.

v) Qd7+ 7.Kes Qxby 8.Raz+ Kbi 9.Rb3+
Qxb3 10.cxb3 wins.
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No 22681 A. Zhukov

No 22680 C. Yoo & P. Arestov No 22682 B. Djurasevic

3rd prize 4th prize special prize
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No 22680 Christopher Yoo (USA). 1.Kgy
St4 2.£8S Kbé6 3.Kf7 (h88Q? Rxf8) Se6 4.Sxe6
Rh8 5.Kg7 Rxh7+/i 6. Kxhy Kxc6 7.Kg6 Kd6/ii
8.Kf6/iii Kds 9.Kf5 zz c6 (e4; Sg5) 10.d3/iv c5

11.5xc5 Kxcs 12.Kxes Kcé6 13.d4 Kdy 14.Kds5 zz,

wins.
i) Re8 6.5f8 Re7+ 7.Kf6 Rxh7 8.Sxh7 wins.
ii) Kds 8.Kfs5 ¢6 9.d3 wins.
iii) 8.Kf5? Kds 9.d3 c6 zz, draws.
iv) Try: 10.Sg5? Kd4, and either: 11.5f3+ Kd3
12.Kxes5 ¢5 13.Kds5 ¢4 14.Kcs ¢3 draws, or:
11.5e4 Kds 12.5f2 (Sg3 Kdg;) Kd4 13.Kg4 c5

14.Kf3 c4 15.Ke2 ¢3 16.d3 c2 17.Kd2 c1Q+ 18.Kxc1
Ke3 draws.

HH: Christopher Yoo is 12 (!!) years of age,
and an OTB FM (rating 2426).

No 22681 Aleksandr Zhukov & Pavel
Arestov (Russia). 1.Bf4 (Qb8+? Bg8;) Qbg4/i
2.Qe8+ Bg8 3.Qes Qd4 4.Qcy Bf7 5.Bc1 Qcs/
ii 6.Bgs Qes (fxgs; Qxf7) 7.Qd8+ Qe8 8.Qxf6+
(Bxf6+? Kg8;) Kg8 9.Qgy mate.

i) Qd4 2.Qb8+ Bg8 3.Qcy Bf7 4.Bc1 Qds
5.Qg3 Bg6 6.Qxg6 Qdy 7.Be3 hg 8.Qxf6+ Kg8
9.Qg6+ Kf8 10.Bxcs+, or Qc4 2.Qe8+ Qg8
3.Qe7 Qf7 4.Qd8+ Qg8 5.Qxf6+ win.

ii) Qds 6.Qg3 Bg6 7.Qxg6, or Qa1 6.Qb8+
Bg8 7.Bb2

No 22682 Branislav Djurasevi¢ (Serbia).
1.Qg2 Rg6 2.Qe4/i Kg5 3.Qez+ Khs 4.Qe8/ii
Kgs 5.Qf8/iii Khs 6.Qh8+ Kgs/iv 7.Kc3 Rc6+
8.Kd4 Rd6+/v 9.Kes Rg6 10.Qhy wins.

h6h8 4040.03 3/6 Win

c2hs 1300.01 2/3 Win

i) Thematic try: 2.Qh3+? Kgs 3.Qh8 Black to
move 3..Rc6+ 4.Kb3 Rb6+ 5.Kcq4 Kg6 6.Qe8+
Khy 7.Qe4+ Kh8 8.Qh4+ Rh6 fortress, draws.

ii) 4.Qf7? Khe, or 4.Kd3? Rgs 5.Keq Kg6
draw.

iii) 5.Qh8? Rc6+, or 5.Kc3? Rf6 draw.

iv) Same position as in thematic try after
3.Qh8, but now it is White to move.

v) Now 8...Kg6, similar to the thematic try’s
5...Kg6, fails to the fork 6.Qe8+.

No 22683 M. Miljani¢
1st honourable mention
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No 22683 Mirko Miljani¢ (Serbia). 1.Bes/i
Qas 2.d8Q+ (Kg6? Sxdy;) Sxd8 3.Rxd8+ Khy
4.Re8 Sds (Sc8; f7) 5.Rh8+ Kxh8 6.f7+ Sf6+
(Khy; £8Q) 7.Kg6 Qxes 8.f8Q+ Sg8 9.Qgr+
Qxg7+ 10.hxgy mate.

i) 1.£7? Qas+ 2.Kg6 Sxdy 3.Rxdy Qbé6+/v
4.Rd6 Qb1+ draws.
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No 22686 L. Kekely

No 22684 D. Hlebec No 22685 D. Blundell & M. Hlinka
2nd honourable mention 3rd honourable mention 4th honourable mention
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No 22684 Darko Hlebec (Serbia). 1.Kc7/i
Bdé6+/ii 2.Kxd6 a2 (Kby; Rc1) 3.Kcé6/iii Res+/
iv 4.Rxcs5 a1Q 5.b7+/vi Kay 6.Ras+ Qxas 7.Bf2+
Kaé6 8.b8S mate.

i) 1.Kc8? Rbs 2.Rc4 Bb4 3.Kc7 a2 draws.

ii) Rbs 2.Rc4 Bd6+ 3.Kc6 Rbg 4.Rxb4 wins.

iii) 3.Kc7? Ray+ 4.bxa7 a1Q draws.

iv) a1Q 4.b7+ Kay 5.Bf2+ Ka6 6.b8S mate.

vi) Or 5.Ras+ Qxas 6.b7+.

No 22685 David Blundell (Great Britain).
1.Kg2 Bfs/i 2.Kf3 Kes/ii 3.Bf6+/iii Kd6 4.a7 Bdy
5.Be7+ (Bes+? Kcs;) Ke7 6.a8S+ wins.

i) Be2 2.a7 Bc4 3.a8Q Bds+ 4.Qxds+ Kxds
5.a6 Kc6 6.Bd8 wins.

ii) Kds 3.a7 Be4+ 4.Kf4 Kd4 5.Bf6+ wins, but
not: 4.Ke3? Kes 5.Bf6+ Kfs draws.

iii) 3.Bf4+? Kd4 4.Be3+ Kes repeats.

No 22686 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlin-
ka (Slovakia). 1.Rf5+/i Kg7 2.Rg5+ Kf6 3.Rxg4
Rxe2 4.Rfg+/ii Kes 5.Rxd4 Kfs 6.Re4 Rxdz
7.Re3 Rc2+ 8.Kds Re8 9.Rf3+ Kg4 10.Rf6 Rd8+
11.Rd6 Rh8 12.d4 Kf5 13.Rd7 Kf6 14.Kc6 Rc8+
15.Rc7 Rd8 16.d5 Kes 17.Re7+ wins.

i) 1.Rxd4? Rxe2 2.Rxg4 Rxd2 draws.

ii) 4.Rxd4? (Kxd4?) Rxd2 draws.

iii) Rxd2 6.Re4+ Kfs5 7.Re3 wins.

No 22687 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Ka2/i a3/
ii 2.Qxby Qxby 3.Rxgy (Sxhs? Qf7+;) Qc8/v
4.Rc7 Qxcy 5.Rcq4+ Qg7 6.5xhs

i) 1.Qxby? Qxby 2.Sxhs Qhi+ 3.Ka2 RbS8
draws, or 1.Qds? Rb3 2.Rxa4 Rxc3 3.Rxc3 Sxfs
draws.

v) Rxg7 4.Rd8 mate, or Sxg7 4.Sg6+ hxgé6
5.Rh4 mate, or Kxg7 (Qxg7; Sxhs) 4.Rd7++
Kh6 5.Rxby Sxf4 6.Bd2 Rf8, e.g. 7.Rbg Kgs 8.13,
or Qf3 4.Rg3 Qxf2+ 5.Rd2+ wins.

No 22688 P. Arestov

No 22687 A. Avni & V. Kalashnikov No 22689 M. Campioli
5th honourable mention special honourable mention commendation
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No 22688 Pavel Arestov & Valery Kalash-
nikov (Russia). 1.£8Q Rxay 2.Qxd6 Ra8+ 3.Kg7
Ray+ 4.Kg8/i Ra8+ 5.Kf7 Ray+ 6.Ke6/ii Rxhy
7.Qcs+ Ka6 (Kag; Qxcq+) 8.Qxcq+ Kby (Kbé;
Qb3+) 9.Qb3+ Kc8 10.Qc2+ Rey 11.Qxg2 Shé
(Rg7; Qas8+) 12.Qa8 mate.

i) Logical try: 4.Kf8? Rxhy 5.Qc5+ Kaé6
6.Qxc4+ Kby 7.Qb3+ Kc8 8.Qc2+ Rcy 9.Qxg2
St6 10.Qa8+ Kd7 draws.

ii) 6.Kf8? Rxhy 7.Qcs+ Ka6 8.Qxc4+ Kby
9.Qb3+ Kc8 10.Qc2+ Recy draws.

No 22689 Marco Campioli (Italy). 1.e8Q
Bf2 2.exf7/i g2+ 3.Khs Sfq4+ 4.Kg5 Sh3+ 5.Kf6
Bh4+/ii 6.Kes/iii Bg3+ 7.Ke6 Sg5+ 8.Kdy Sdxf7/
iv 9.Bxf7 Sxf7 10.Qxf7+ Kxh6 11.Qf6+ (Qf8+)
Khy 12.Qxfs+ Kg7 13.Qgs+/v Khy 14.Qe7+
(Qe3? Bh2;) Kg8 15.Qcs, and:

— Bh216.Qgs5+ Kf7 17.Qhs+ Kg7 18.Qxh2 wins,
or:
— £216.Qds+ Kg7 17.Qxg2 wins.

i) 2.Qf87 g2+ 3.Khs Sf4+ 4.Kgs Sh3+ 5.Kf6
Bd4+ 6.Key g1Q 7.exf7 Sc8+ 8.Kdy Sb6+ 9.Kc6
Qc1+ 10.Kby Sdy draws.

ii) Bd4+ 6.Key Sxe8 7.fxe8Q g1Q 8.Bg8+
wins.

iii) 6.Ke6? Sxe8 7.fxe8Q g1Q 8.Qf7+ Kxhé6
draws.

iv) Sgxf7 9.Qf8 Bes 10.Bxf7 Sxf7 11.Qxf7+
wins.

v) 13.Qcs? £2 14.Qd4+ Kh6 draws.

No 22690 D. Gatti
commendation
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No 22690 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.Rf8+/i
Sxf8 2.Ra8+ Kxa8 (Kcy; Sbs mate) 3.c7+ Kay

4.Sbs+ Ka6 5.c8Q+ Kxbs 6.Bc6+ (Qc6+?2 Kby;)
Kb4 7.Qxf8+ Kb3 8.Qa3z+ Kc2 9.Bag+ Kc1 (Kd3;
Qd6é mate) 10.bxc3+ Qb2+ 11.Qxb2+ Rxb2
12.Be3+ Rd2 13.Se4 Bxc3+ 14.Sxc3 Bd3 15.Sa2+

i) 1.c7+? Kxc7 2.Bxb6+ Bxb6 3.Rf7+ Kxdé
4.Rxb6+ Kcs draws.

No 22691 M. Campioli
commendation
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No 22691 Marco Campioli (Italy). 1.Rhg
Bxg2 2.d5+ Ka3 3.d6 Sb3 4.Kc7 Scs 5.Rhs Se6+
6.Kb6 Sf8 7.Rf5 Sd7+ 8.Kc7 Be4 9.Rf7 Sc510.Kb6
Sag+ 11.Kbs Bd3+ 12.Kas Scs 13.Rf3 Kb2 14.Kb6
Sag+ 15.Kc6 Be4g+ 16.Kbs Bxf3 17.d7 wins.

No 22692 D. Blundell
commendation
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No 22692 David Blundell (Great Britain).
1.13/i h3/ii 2.f4 h2 3.f5 exfs 4.6 4 5.7 {3 6.e8Q
wins.

i) 1.f42 h3 2.f5 h2 3.Kf2 exfs 4.e6 f4 5.e7 {3
6.Kf1 f2 7.e8Q stalemate.

ii) Kh2 2.f4 Kg3 3.f5 h3 4.Kg1 h2+ 5.Kh1 exfs
6.66 f4 7.e7 13 8.e8Q wins.
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No 22695 P. Arestov

No 22693 M. Campioli No 22694 L. Gonzalez & D. Keith
1st prize 3rd prize 4th prize
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Draw section

No 22693 Marco Campioli (Italy). 1.Sc2+
Kxb3 2.b7 Sbg 3.Bxbg cxbg 4.Sd4+ Ka3 5.5¢6
c2+ 6.Kc1 bz 7.b8Q Rxb8 8.Sxb8 b2+ 9.Kxc2
Kaz 10.h8Q biQ+ 11.Kd2 Qd3+ 12.Ke1/i c3
13.5a6 Qd2+ 14.Kf1 Qf4+ 15.Kg2 Kb2 16.Qe8
Qgs+ 17.Kf1 Qf6+ 18.Ke1 Qxa6 19.Qb8+ Kc2
(Ka3z; Qf8+) 20.Qh2+ Kb1 21.Qb8+ Ka2 22.Qg8+
(Qh2+? Kai;) Ka3 23.Qf8+ Ka2 24.Qg8+ (Qf7+?
Kb2;) Ka1 25.Qb3 Qc6 (Qas; Qc2) 26.Qaz+
(Qdi1+? Kbz;) Kb1 27.Qb3z+ Kc1 28.Qaz+ Kc2
29.Qa2+ Kd3 30.Qe2+ draws.

i) 12.Kc1? ¢3 13.Qh2+ Ka1 14.Qc2 Qf1+ 15.Qd1
Qxd1+ 16.Kxd1 Kb2 wins.

HH cooks the 2nd prize: P. Arestov, d8h8
g6hgesd6dy.e6 0632.10 4/4 Draw. Intended:

1.5f7+ Kg8 2.e7 Bcy+ 3.Kxcy Re6 4.Sfes Rxey
5.Kd6 Rgy 6.Sf6+ Kh8 7.Ke6 Rg2 8.Kf7 Rhé6
9.Seg4 Rh110.Se5 Rh6 11.5eg4 draw.

But: 1...Kg7 2.e7 and now 2...Re6 3.e8Q Rxe8+
4.Kxe8 Bg3 is a database win.

No 22694 Luis Miguel Gonzalez (Spain).
1.Rg6+ Kf7 2.Rg1 Sc1 3.Rfi+ Ke8/i 4.cxb6 b1Q
5.Rd1 Qxe4 6.b7 Qxb7+ 7.Sxb7 b2 8.Sd6+ Kf8
9.Rfi+ Kg8 10.Rg1+ Khy 11.Rh1+ Kg6 12.Rgi+
Khs 13.Rg5+ Kxgs5 14.Se4+ Kfs5 15.5d2/ii Sb3
16.Sb1 Ke4 17.Kbs Kd3 18.Kb4 Sd4 19.Sa3 Sca+
20.Kb3 draws.

i) Ke7 4.Sc6+ Kdy s5.cxb6 b1Q 6.b7 Kxc6
7.Rf6+ Kcs 8.Rfs+ draws.

a6g8 0104.23 5/5 Draw

h5f1 0164.42 7/6 Draw

ii) 15.S¢c3? Se2 16.Sb1 Ke4 17.Kbs Kd3 18.Kb4
Kc2 19.5a3+ Kci1 wins, e.g. 20.Kcq Sfq 21.Kc3
Sds+ 22.Kb3 Se3 23.Kc3 Sca.

No 22695 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel
Keith (France). 1.5f5 Bxf3+ 2.Kh4 g2 3.Se3+ Kf2
4.5xg2 Kxg2 5.6 hxg6/i 6.hy Bc3 7.e5/ii Bxes
8.h8Q Bxh8 9.Rxh8 Se6 10.Rhs5 Bxhs (gxhs)/iii
stalemate.

i) Be1+ 6.Kgs5 Se6+ 7.Kf5 Sxf8 8.g7 wins.

ii) 7h8Q? Bxh8 8.Rxh8 Se6 9.Re8 (Rg8
Bxe4;) g5 mate.

iii) Or Be4 11.Res Bfs 12.Re3 Kf2 13.Rf3+ Kxf3
stalemate.

No 22696 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.bg+/i
Kaé6/ii 2.Qag+ Kby 3.Kxf2 Qd3 4.bs/iii Qd2+
5.5e2 (Kg3? Qe1+;) Qxe2+ 6.Kxe2 Bb3+ 7.Qe4q+
Rxe4+ 8.Kd3 Bds 9.Bf7 Res 10.Kd4 draws.

i) 1.Qd8+? Bb6, or 1.Qa8+? Bay win.

ii) Kxb4 2.Qb8+ Kcs 3.Kxf2 draws

No 22697 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlin-
ka (Slovakia). 1.Kg6 h1Q (Sxg7; Rcg) 2.Rhy+/i
Kg8 3.Sxh6+ Qxh6+ 4.Kxh6 b2/ii 5.Rxfs Bd2+
6.Kg6 b1Q 7Rgr+ Kh8 8.Rhy+ Kg8 9.Rgy+
Sxg7 stalemate.

i) 2.Rc4? Qhs+ 3.Kxhs Kxg7 wins, e.g. 4.Rc1
Bd2 5.Rb1 fxg4 6.Kxg4 Kg6 7.Rxb3 es.

ii) Bd2 5.Kg6 Bxfs 6.Rg7+ Kf8 7.Rf7+ Kg8
8.Rgy+ Sxg7 stalemate.
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No0 22696 A. Avni
s5th prize
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No 22697 L. Kekely

& M. Hlinka
special prize
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No 22698 J. Ulrichsen
special prize
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No 22698 Jarl Ulrichsen (Norway). 1.Kd3
Kb4 2.a7 Bhy+/i 3.Kd4 Bcs+ 4.Kes Bxay 5.g4
Be3 6.Kt6 Bxh6 7.g5 Bf8 8.Kt7 Bcs 9.g6 wins.

i) Bds 3.Kd4 Bxg2 4.hy wins.

No 22699 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Bg6
c1Q 2.f7 Qa3 3.b4/i Qxb4 4.8Q+ Qxf8+ 5.Kxf8
Be4 6.Bxe4 Kxe4 7.5a6 (Sc6? c2;) c2 (Kdg; Sbg)
8.Sc5+ Kd4 9.Sb3+ Kc3 10.Sc1 draws.

i) Try: 3.£8Q+? Qxf8+ 4.Kxf8 Be4 5.Bxeq
Kxe4 6.5a6 c2 7.Sc5+ Ke3 and wPb3 prevents
8.Sbs.

No 22700 Bizyagiin Buyannemekh (Mon-
golia). 1.5d5+ Kc4 (Kd3; Sb4+) 2.¢c7 (g7? Sxc6+;)
Sc6+/13.Kf5 Sd4+ 4.Kes Re6+/ii 5.Kf4 Rc6 6.g7/
iii Se6+ 7.Kes Sxg7 8.c8Q Rxc8 9.Sb6+ Kxcs/
iv 10.5xc8 €6 11.Kf6 Shs+ 12.Kxe6 Bg4+ 13.Kes
Bxc8 stalemate.

No 22699 P. Arestov
1st honourable mention

No 22700 B. Buyannemekh
2nd honourable mention

i) Re6+ 3.Kf4 Rc6 4.g7 Se6+ 5.Kes draws.

ii) Sf3+ 5.Kf4 e5+ 6.Ke3 draws.

iii) 6.Sb6+? Kxcs 7.c8Q Rxc8 8.Sxc8 Scé6
wins.

iv) Kbs 10.Sxc8 Kxcs 11.Sxe7 draws.

No 22701 Valery Kalashnikov  (Russia).
1.Re3 dg/i 2.d7+ Kxdy 3.e8Q+ Qxe8 4.f6+/ii
Kd8 5.Rxe8+ Kxe8 6.Bhs d3 7.Kg3 d2 8.Kf2 Kf8
9.Ke2 Rhy 10.Bgé6/iii Rdy 11.Kd1 Rd6 12.Bhs
draws.

i) Rh7+ (Qh8+; Kg3) 2.Bhs+ Rxhs+ 3.Kxhs
d4 4.d7+ Kxdy 5.e8Q+ Qxe8+ 6.Rxe8 Kxe8
7.Kg4 draws.

ii) 4.Rxe8? Kxe8 5.Bh5 d3 6.Kg3 d2 wins, e.g.
7.Kf2 K18 8.Ke2 Rxf5 9.Bg6 Rds.

iii) 10.Bf3? Rdy 11.Kd1 Kf7, or 10.Bg4? Rhg
11.Be6 Re4q+ win.

No 22701 V. Kalashnikov
3rd honourable mention
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No 22702 C. Yoo
special honourable mention
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No 22702 Christopher Yoo (USA). 1.hy
Rxe6+ (g2; Sh3) 2.Se4/i Sxe4 3.h8Q g2 4.Qa8+
(Qh2? Sg5+;) Kb4 5.Qa1 g1Q+ 6.Qxg1 Sxgs+
7.Kd4/ii Sf3+ 8.Kds Sxg1 9.Kxe6 Sf3 10.Kf5 Sd4+
11.Kes5 Sc6+ 12.Kd6 Sd8 13.Ke7 (Kd7? Sf7;) Sc6+
14.Kd6 draws.

i) 2.Kf3? gxf2 3.Kxf2 Re8 4.g6 Se4+ wins.

ii) 7.Kf4? Sh3+ 8.Kfs Rxf6+ wins.

No 22703 A. Stavrietsky
special honourable mention
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No 22703 Aleksandr Stavrietsky (Russia).
1.t7/i f2+ 2.Kh2 g3+ 3.Kh3 f1Q+ 4.5xf1 g2+ 5.5g3
Rxg3+ 6.Khg Rga+ 7.Kh3 giS+ 8.Kxgq Sf6+
9.Bxf6 b3 10.£8Q+ Bxf8 11.5f7+ Kg8 12.Sh6+
Kh8 13.5f7+ Kg8 14.Sh6+ gxh6 15.Bxb3z+ Khy
16.Bc2+ Kg8 17.Bb3+ draws.

i) 1fxgr+? Sxgy 2.5f7+ Kg8 3.Sh6+ Kf8
4.Bxb3 f2+ 5.Kh2 Bds 6.Bd1 Bf3 wins.

No 22704 M. Minski & H. Waelzel
commendation
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No 22704 Martin Minski & Helmut Waelzel
(Germany). 1.Rc3/i Bds 2.Sbs+ Kb6 3.c; Rhi+
4.Kb2 Rh2+ 5.Kaz/ii Ra2+ 6.Kbg b2 7.c85+/
iii Kby 8.Scd6+ Kb6 9.Sc8+ Kaé6 10.Ra3+ Kby
(Rxa3; Sxa3) 11.Scd6+ Kc6 (Kb8; Sc3) 12.Rc3+
Kbé6 (Kd7; Rc7+) 13.5¢8+ positional draw.

i) 1.Sbs+? Kb6 2.Rc3 Kxbs 3.Rxf3 Kxc6, or
1.Rc4? Rhi+ 2.Kb2 Rh2+ 3.Kxb3 Bds win.

ii) 5.Kb1? Be4+ 6.Kc1 b2+ wins.

iii) 7.c8Q? b1Q+ 8.Rb3 Qxb3 mate, or 7.Rb3?
Kby 8.Sc3 Bxb3 wins.

After a game A. Eliseev — K. Malak, Petrovs-
ka Ladya 2007.
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oth Belarus Team Champ 2018

The endgame study section of the gth Belarus Team Championship was judged by Oleg Pervakov
(Russia). The theme was: “In a win or draw study, Black’s counterplay starts with an unexpected
quiet move (i.e. no capture or check)”. The award was published in a special issue of the Belarus

composition magazine Albino, dated xi2018.

No 22705 M. Khramtsevich
1st place
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No 22705 Mikhail Khramtsevich (Belarus,
Mogilyov region). 1.Rc6+ (Sxc2? Kxds;) Kxds
2.Rxc2 bxc2 3.5xc2 Sgs/i 4.Kxgs Bf4+ 5.Kxf4 h2
6.b7 h1Q 7.Sb4+ (b8Q? Qh2+;) Kc4 8.Sc6 draws.

i) Sf2 4.Se3+ Ke4 5.Sg4 draws.

No 22706 M. Khramtsevich

2nd place
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h7e8 0173.02 3/6 Draw

No 22706 Mikhail Khramtsevich (Bela-
rus, Mogilyov region). 1.Bbs+/i Sxbs 2.Rxas
Be4 3.Rxbs g5+ 4.Kh8 {3 5.Rxg5 (Res+ Kdy;) f2
6.Rg8+ Key 7.Rf8 Kxf8 stalemate.

i) 1.Bf1? Bb6 2.Ra4 g5 wins.

No 22707 I. Bondar
3rd place
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a3c3 0173.02 3/6 Draw

No 22707 Ivan Bondar (Belarus, Brest re-
gion). 1.Rd3+ (Rc1+? Kd4;) Kc4 2.Rh3 Bey 3.Bf5
ds+/i 4.Ka2 Bdé6 5.Rh8 Bf7 6.Rh7 Be8 7.Rh8 Bf7
(Bc6; Re8) 8.Rhy draws.

i) b4+ 4.Kagq Bds 5.Rxh2 Bc6+ 6.Kas Bd8+
7.Ka6 b3 8.Kay Bf6 9.Kb6 Be8 10.Rh6 Bd4+
11.Kc7 Bes 12.Kb6 b2 13.Bb1 draws.
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20th Russian Team Champ 2018

The theme of the 20th Russian Team Champ was: “A model mate in the centre of the board where
all white pieces (including the king) and pawns contribute to the mate position. There presence of
white pawn in the mate position is mandatory”. The five teams judged each other’s studies similar to
the WCCI-system (highest and lowest score removed).

No 22708 Pavel Arestov (Russia, Moscow
region). 1.5e8/i Bxc2+ 2.Kxc2 Sb4+ (Se1+; Kdi)
3.Qxb4 Se1+ 4.Kxc3/ii d1Q 5.Qey+ Kg6 6.Qf6+
(Qg7+? Kfs;) Khs 7.5g7+ Kg4 8.Qg6+ Kf4 (Kh4;
Sfs mate) 9.Shs+ (g3+? Ke3s;), and:

— Ke3 10.Qbé6+/iii Ke2 11.5g3 mate, or:
— Kes 10.Qf6+ (Qgs+? Ke6;) Keg (Kds; Qd8+)
11.Qe6 mate.

i) 1.Sf52 Bxca+ 2.Kxc2 Sbg+ 3.Qxbg Sei+
4.Kxc3 d1Q 5.Qe7+ Kg6 6.Qe6+ Kgs, or 1.5e6?
Bxc2+ 2.Kxc2 Sbg+ 3.Qxbg Sei+ 4.Kxc3 diQ
5.Qe7+ Kg6 6.Qg7+ Kfs draw.

ii) 4.Kd1? c2+ 5.Kxd2 c1Q+ 6.Kxc1 Sd3+
draws.

iii) 10.Qe6+? (Qgs+?) Kf2.

No 22709 Yuri Bazlov (Russia, Avanta). 1...
Sc3+ 2.Kf3 b1Q 3.Qd3+ Kds/i 4.Qxc3 Qb6 5.515/
ii Bxfs 6.Bxfs Qaay/iii 7.Bes Qf7 8.Qc8 Qcé6/iv
9.c4+ Qxc4 10.Qe6+ Qxe6 11.Be4 mate.

No 22708 P. Arestov

No 22709 Y. Bazlov

i) Kbg 4.Bf8+ Kas 5.Qxc3+ Ka6 6.Qc6+ Kay
7.Bcs+ wins.

ii) 5.5e4? Qxg6 6.5f6+ Qxf6+ 7.Bxf6 Qcq
draws.

iii) Qab1 7.Kg2 Qd1 8.Qe3 wins.

iv) Qhs+ 9.Bg4 Qhi+ 10.Kf2 Qh4+ 11.Kg2
Qgs 12.Kf3 wins.

No 22710 Nikolai Ryabinin (Russia, Ivanov
& Tambov region). 1.Shs+ Kf7 (Kgs; f4+) 2.f4
b1Q+ 3.Be4 Qxeq+ 4.Rxe4q Sd3 s5.f5 b2 6.Re7+
Kf8/i 7Re8+ Kxe8 8.Kg8 Bby/ii 9.f6 gxf6
10.5g7+ Key 11.5f5+ Ke8 12.5xd6+ Key 13.5xb7
b1Q 14.c85+ Ke8 15.Scd6+ Key 16.Sf5+ Ke8
17.5g7+ Key 18.d6 mate.

i) Kxey 7.Kxg7 Ses 8.f6+ Ke8 9.Kg8 wins.

ii) b1Q 9.f6 gxf6 10.Sg7+ Key 11.5f5+ Ke8
12.5xd6+ Ke7 13.Sxc8+ Ke8 14.Sd6+ Key 15.5f5+
Ke8 16.c8Q mate, or Ba6 9.5xg7+ Key 10.Shs
wins.

No 22710 N. Ryabinin

1st place 2nd place 3rd place
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No 22711 E. Kolesnikov & O. Pervakov
4th place
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No 22711 Evgeny Kolesnikov & Oleg Per-
vakov (Russia, Moscow). 1.Sc6 Kxe6 2.Sg5+/i
Rxgs 3.hxgs Sf7+ 4.Kc7 Rxb3 5.f4, and:

— bxc4 6.Sd4+ exd4 7.f5 mate, or:
— Rf3/ii 6.5+ Rxfs 7.Rxe5+, and now:

- Rxes 8.Sd4 mate, or:

- Sxes 8.Sd8 mate.

i) 2.5xb4? Sf7+ 3.Kc7 Rxh7 4.Rc6+ Kfs s5.¢c5
a5 draws, e.g. 6.5d5 a4 7.bxaq bxaq 8.Ra6 e4
9.fxe4+ Kxe4 10.Sxe7 Ses 11.Rxagq+ Kd3 12.Kd6
Sc4+ 13.Ke6 Rh6+ 14.Kf7 Rxhg

ii) Rd3 6.g6 Sd6 7.Rxes5+ Kf6 8.c5 Se8+ 9.Kc8

Kxg6 10.Rxey wins, e.g. Sd6+ 11.Kb8 Sf5 12.Se5+
Kf6 13.Rf7+ Ke6 14.Sxd3 Kxf7 15.¢6.

No 22712 S. Osintsev
s5th place
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No 22712 Sergey Osintsev (Russia, Sved-
lovsk region & Khabarovsk region). 1.Sc4+ Ke4
2.5d6++/i Kds 3.Rb6 Qgy+/ii 4.Kf3/iii Qf6+/iv

5.Rf4 Qxf4+ 6. Kxf4 g2+ 7.Kf5 g1Q 8.c4+/v Kdg
9.Rb3 Bxd6/vi 10.S¢6+ Kxc4 11.Sa5+, and:

— Kds 12.Rd3+ Qd4 13.e4 mate, or:
— Kd4 12.Rd3 mate/vii.
i) 2.Sd2++? Ke3 3.5f1+ Kf2.

ii) Qe6+ 4.Kf3 g2 5.4+ Kes 6.Sc6+ Kf6
7.e5+ Bxes 8.Se4+ Kg7 9.Rby+ Khé6 10.Rh7+
Kxhy 11.5g5+ Kg6 12.5xe6 g1Q 13.Rg4+ Qxga+
14.Kxg4 wins.

iii) 4.Kh3? g2 5.e4+ Kes 6.Sc6+ Kf4 7.e5+ Kf3
8.Rb3+ Ke2 (Kf2) draws.

iv) Qc3+ 5.e3 g2 6.5f5 Kes 7.5c6+ Kxfs 8.Se7+
wins.

v) 8.e4+? Kd4 9.Sabs+ Ke3 draws.

vi) Qfi+ 10.Rf3 Qxf3+ 11.exf3 Bxd6 12.Sbs+
Kxc4 13.Sxd6+ wins.

vii) 12.e3+? Qxe3 13.5¢c6+ Kds 14.Rxe3 Kxc6
draws.

No 22713 A. Sochnev

6th place
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No 22713 Aleksey Sochnev (Russia, St. Pe-
terburg & Murmansk). 1.g7 Rg8/i 2.c; Sb6+
3.Kb7 Bfs/ii 4. Kxb6 Kdy 5.5xf7 a2 6.Se5+ Bxes
7.7 a1Q 8.£85+? Rxf8/iii 9.gxf85+ Kxd6 (Kc8;
d7 mate) 10.c8S+ Kds 11.Se7+ Kdé6 12.Sf5+ Kds
13.C4 mate.

i) Sb6+ 2.Kb7 Rg8 3.c7/vi Kdy 4.5xf7 Bxc3
5.5e5+ wins.

ii) Bxgs 4.Kc6 Bxf6 5.d7+ wins.

iii) Kxd6 9.c8S+ Kds 10.Se7+ Kd6 11.Sf5+
Kds 12.c4 mate.
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No 22714 V. Kozirev
7th place
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No 22714 Vasily Kozirev (Russia, team
Southern Federal District). 1.Rgi+ (h8Q?
Qa8+;) Kfs 2.Bh3+ Ke4/ii 3.h8Q/iii Qa8+ 4.Kcy
Qxh8 5.Rbg+ Kes/iv 6.5f3+ Bxf3 7.Re1+ Sxe1
8.Re4+, and:

— Bxe4 9.d4+ Kds 10.Sb6 mate, or:
— Kds 9.Be6+ Kxe4 10.Sc5+ Kes 11.d4 mate, or:
— Kxe4 9.Sc5+, and now:

- Kds 10.Be6+ Kxcs (Kes) 11.d4 mate, or:

- Kes 10.d4+ Kds 11.Be6 mate.

No 22715V. Shansin, A. Zhuravlev
& A. Oleinik
8th place

% / / /
v
£ %z/z/;
_ %}/// _

s &
7/ iy
.

g3e3 4701.14 5/8 Win

No 22715 Valery Shansin, Andrey Zhurav-
lev & Aleksandr Oleinik (Russia Tula re-
gion). 1.Sxe4 h4+/i 2.Kh3/ii dxe4 3.Rd3++ Kf4
4.Qxh6+ Rgs (Kes; Qd6 mate) 5.Qf6+, and:

— Rgfs 6.Qxh4+ Kes 7.Qey+ Kfsg 8.Rf3+ exf3

9.3 mate, or:

— Rafs 6.Rf3+ exf3 7.Qd4+ Qe4 8.e3 mate.

i) Qg8+ 2.Kh2 dxeq 3.Rd8+ Racs 4.Rxg8

wins.

ii) 2.Kg2? (Kh2? dxe4;) h3+, and here: 3.Kh2
dxe4 4.Rd3++ Kf4 5.Qd6+ (Qxh6+ Rgs;) Rfes
6.Qf6+ Rf5 7.Qh4+ Kes 8.Qe7+ Kf4 9.Rf3+ (Rg3
Qf8;) exf3 10.e3+ Kg4 no mate, or 3.Kxh3 Rhs+
4.Kg2 Raé6.

No 22716 P. Arestov
gth/11th place
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No 22716 Pavel Arestov (Russia, Moscow
region). 1.h8Q+ Kay 2.Re6 (Rey? Rby;) Rag+
3.Bxaq Qd2+ 4.Kbs Qb4+ 5.Kc6 Qb7+ 6.Kd6
Bxcs+ 7.Kxcs (Kes? Qb2+;) Qc8+ (Qb6+; Kds)
8.Kb4/i Qxh8 9.Re7+ Kaé/ii 10.Bbs+ Kbé 11.c5
mate.

i) 8.Qxc8? stalemate, or 8.Bc6? Qxh8 9.Re7+
Kb8 10.Re8+ Kc7 11.Rxh8 stalemate.

ii) Kb8 10.Re8 mate, or Kb6 10.c5+ Kaé
11.Bbs mate.

No 22717 V. Kalashnikov
oth/11th place
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No 22717 Valery  Kalashnikov  (Russia,
Cheruten). 1.Rh8+/i Kxh8 2.Bc3+ Rf6+ 3.Bxf6+
Kg8 4.Rai1/ii Bf7+ 5.Kf5 d2 6.Ra8+ Be8 7.Ke6/
iii Kf8 8.Bey+ Kgy 9.Rxe8 d1Q 10.Bf6+ Kgé6
11.Rg8+ Khs 12.Rh8+ Kg6 13.h5 mate.
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i) 1.Bc3? Rf6+ 2.Bxf6 Bf7+ 3.Kg5 Bxhs 4.Rxd3
c1Q+ and Black wins.

ii) 4.Rxd3? Bf7+ 5.Kfs c1Q 6.Rd8+ Be8
7.Rxe8+ Kf7 draws.

iii) 7.Rxe8+? Kf7 8.Re7+ Kf8 and Black wins.

No 22718 V. Kalashnikov
gth/11th place

- //%
{ﬁl@%
% & o /
/&A >
%/f@m// /y
ry /g/ .
B E B\

c5¢7 3512.13 7/6 Win

§

§

No 22718 Valery  Kalashnikov  (Russia,
Cheruten). 1.Sds+/i Qxds+ 2.cxds/ii dé6-+/iii
3.Rxd6 a1Q 4.Rc6+ Kd8 5.5f7+/iv Rxf7 6.Re8+
Kxe8 7.Rc8+, and:

— Kd7 8.Bfs+ Key 9.d6 mate, or:
— Key 8.d6+ Ke6 (Kdy; Bfs mate) 9.Re8+ Rey

(Kd7; Bbs mate) 10.Rxe7 mate.

i) 1.Rc8+? Kby 2.Be4+ Qxeq 3.Rxeq a1Q
draws.

ii) 2.Kxds? a1Q 3.Rxd7+ Rxd7+ 4.Sxd7 Kxd7
draws.

iii) a1Q 3.d6+ Kxd8 4.Sc6+ dxc6 5.dxey+ Kcy
6.e8Q wins.

iv) 5.Ra6? Qc3+ 6.Sc4 Rcy+ draws.

No 22719 V. Bulanov
12th place
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No 22719 Vladimir Bulanov (Russia, joint
team). 1.g3+ Kxg3 2.Rh1 Re1 3.Raz+ Kfs 4.Rfi
Rxf1/i 5.Bc6, and:

— b1Q 6.Rf3 mate, or:
— Kfs 6.Bds, or:

- b1Q 7.Rf3 mate, or:

- Kf6 7.Ray, and:

o b1Q 8.Rf7 mate, or:
o Kf5 8.Rf7 mate.

i) b1Q 5.Rxf2+ Ke4 6.Bg6+ wins.

No 22720 O. Pervakov
13th place
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No 22720 Oleg Pervakov (Russia, Mos-
cow). 1.5d6/i 13 2.gxf3 g3 3.5f5+/ii Kt6/iii 4.5xg3
Bxg3+ 5.Kby Kes 6.Kc6 Kdg 7.Se4 Bes 8.Sc3/iv,
and:

— Sxc3 9.Bcs mate, or:
— Sb2 9.Sds5 Bb8 10.Bc3 mate.

i) 1.5f12 f3+ 2.g3 Bxg3+ 3.Sxg3 Kxf7 draws.

ii) 3.f4? g2 4.5f3 Bxf4 draws.

iii) Kg6 4.Sha+ Khs 5.Sg2, or Kf7 4.Bd6 win.

iv) 8.Kbs? Sb2 9.Bc3+ Kds draws.

No 22721V. Neishtadt
14th place
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No 22721 Vladimir Neishtadt (Russia, Al-
tai & Novosibirsk region). 1.Sbs+ Bxbs/i 2.c3+
Rxc3 3.bxc3+ Kcg/ii 4.Req+/iii Qxeq4 5.Bg8+
Qds+ 6.Kc2 Qxg8/iv 7.5b6 mate.

i) axbs 2.c3+ Rxc3 3.bxcz+ Kds 4.Sc7 mate.

ii) Kds 4.Sc7+ Kc4 5.Re4+ Qxe4 6.Bg8+ wins.

iii) 4.Bg8? Qd8+ 5.Kc2 Qd3+ and Black wins.

iv) Bc6 7.Sb6+ Kbs 8.Sxds wins.

No 22722 M. Romanov & A. Tiurin

15th place
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No 22722 M. Romanov & Artyom Tiurin
(Russia, Volograd region). 1.5f7+ Kf6 2.Sxd8

Bgs+ 3.Khy biQ 4.b8Q Qxb8/i 5.e5+ Qxes
6.g8S mate.

i) Qxe4+ 5.Kh8 Qh1+ 6.Kg8 Qds+, e.g. 7.5e6
Kxe6 8.Qe8+ Kd6+ 9.Khy Qhi+ 10.Qhs wins.

No 22723 A. Tiurin
16th place
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No 22723 Artyom Tiurin (Russia, Volograd
region). 1.e8Q+ Bbs 2.Qxbs+ axbs 3.Ra8+/i Bas
4.Rxas+ bxas 5.5¢c5+ Qxcs 6.Bb3+ Sxb3z 7.cxb3+
Kb4 8.a3 mate.

i) 3.Sc5+? bxcs 4.Ra8+ Bas 5.Bb3+ Sxb3z
6.axb3+ Kb4 and no mate.



Lepky-130 MT 2018

Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine) judged the MT for the Ukrainian composer Lev Lepky (1888-1971),

which he organized on his blog.

No 22724 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
1st prize
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No 22724 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.Qbs/i Qe8 (Bhy; Bcg) 2.Qd3/ii Qxesq
(Kf2; Qd4+) 3.Qxe4 Bhy 4.Qd3 Kf2/iii 5.Qc2
Ke3 6.Kai/iv e1Q+ 7.Bb1 Qd2 8.Qa2 (Qxhy?
Qb2 mate;) Qc1 9.Sc2+ Kd2 10.Sd4+ (Qa3z?
Bxc2;) c2 11.Sb3+/v axb3 12.Qas+ Kdi1 13.Qe1+
Kxe1 stalemate.

i) 1.Qc4? Bhy 2.5d3 QeS8 wins.

ii) 2.Qxe8? e1Q+ 3.Kc2 Qd2+ and mate.

iii) Kg1 5.Kc1 e1Q+ 6.Qd1 draws.

iv) 6.Kc1? e1Q+ 7.Qd1 Qd2+ wins.

v) 11.Sxc2? Bxc2 12.Qxc2+ Qxc2 13.Bxc2 Kxc2
wins.

No 22725 M. Gromov & O. Pervakov
and prize
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No 22725 Mikhail Gromov & Oleg Pervak-
ov (Russia). 1.Bg3+ es5/i 2.Bxes+ Kby 3.Qeq+
Kay 4.Se7 Qc4+ 5.Kh8/ii Qxcs/iii 6.Bxd4 Bc3
7.5¢c6+, and:

— Kby 8.Se5+ Bc6 9.Qhy+/iv Kb8 10.Qg8+/v
wins, or:

— Kaé6/vi 8.Sbg+/vii Kxas 9.Qa8+ Kb6 10.Sds
mate.

i) Kb7 2.Qe4+ Kay 3.Qes wins.

ii) Logical try: 5.Kgy? (Kf8? Bh6+;) Qxcs
6.Bxd4 Bc3z 7.5c6+ Kby 8.Ses+ Bc6 and 9.Qhy
is not a check.

iii) Bdy 6.a6 Kxa6 7.Qa8+ Kbs 8.Qb7+ wins.

iv) 9.Qb1+? Ka8 10.Bxcs h2 draws.

v) 10.Bxc5? Bxes+ 11.Kg8 h2 12.Bay+ Ka8
draws.

vi) Bxc6 8.Qe7+, or Ka8 8.Qe8+ wins.

vii) 8.5b8+? Kxas 9.Qa8+ Kb6 wins.

No 22726 M. Minski & P. Arestov
3rd prize
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No 22726 Martin Minski (Germany) &
Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rc3+/i Kbs 2.Ba6+
Kxa6 3.Sc4+ Rag (Kbs; Ras+) 4.Rxag+ Kbs
5.Ras+ Kb4 6.Rcs5 (Rb3+? Kxc4;) Be6+ (Kxc3;
Se3+) 7.Kc7/ii Qf7+ 8. Kb6 Bds 9.Sd6 (Sas) wins.

i) 1.Rc2+? Kbs 2.Rf3 Be6+ 3.Kc7 Qg1 (Qai)
wins.

ii) 7.Kb7? Qh1+ 8.Kb6 Kxc3 wins.
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No 22727 M. Zinar
special prize
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No 22727 Mikhail Zinar (Ukraine). 1.f8S/i
Qbe6/ii 2.h8S Bf7 3.d8S Ra6 4.Sc6/iii Qxcé
5.5¢6+ Qxe6 6.5g6+/iv Qxg6 7.Sg2+/v fxga
8.Sd3+ Sxd3/vi stalemate.

i) 1.h8S? Qxf7 2.d8S (Sxf7 Sg4;) Qhy mate.

ii) Qf7 2.h8S Qhs+ 3.Kxhs g2 4.Khg and
White wins.

iii) 4.Sde6+? Qxe6 5.Shg6+ Qxg6 6.Sxg6+
Rxg6 wins.

iv) 6.Sg2+7? fxg2 7.5g6+ Kf3 wins.

v) 7.5bd3+? exd3 8.Sg2+ Ke4 wins.

vi) Kf3 9.Se1+ (Sxes+) Kf4 10.Sd3+ draws.

No 22728 O. Pervakov
honourable mention
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No 22728 O. Pervakov (Russia). 1.Sg4+
Kg2/i 2.Sge3+/ii dxe3 3.e8Q f1Q/iii 4.Sxe3+/
iv Qxe3 5.Qxe3 b1Q+ 6.Kg5 (Kh5+? Khi;) zz
Qffs+/v 7.Khg+ Kh1 8.Qgh6 Qgi/vi 9.Qc6+
Kh2 10.Qc2+ Qxc2 11.Qh3 mate.

i) Kg3 2.Sge3 dxe3 3.Khs+ Kh2 4.e8Q wins.

ii) 2.5xb2? f1Q 3.e8Q Qc2+ 4.Kgs Qf3, or
2.e8Q? b1Q+ 3.Khs Qfs+ 4.Khg Qftg 5.Qc6+
Kg1 6.Qd6 £1Q draws.

iii) b1Q+ 4.Khs+ Kf1 5.Sxe3+ Qxe3 6.Qxe3
Qfs+ 7.Qggs Qhy+ (Qxgs+; Qxgs) 8.Kg4 wins.

iv) 4. Kh7+? Kf2 5.Qef7+ Ke1 6.Qg3+ Qf2, or

4.Qe4+? Qf3 5.Kh7+ Kf2 draw.

v) Qc2 7.Qb7+ Kh2 8.Qes+ Kg1 9.Qg3+ Qcg2
10.Qb6+ (Qaz+) Kh1 11.Qh6+ Kgi1 12.Qh2 mate,
or Qb4 7.Qg6 Qbc4 8.Kh6+ Kh1 9.Qhs+, or Qf2
7.Khs5+ (Kh6+) Khi1 8.Qh3+ Qh2 9.Qg2 mate.

vi) Qg6 9.Qh3+ Kg1 10.Q6e3 mate.

No 22729 V. Tarasiuk
special honourable mention
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No 22729 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.b6 Qa6+ 2.Bxa6 Rf3+ 3.e3/i Rxe3+ 4.Bds/
ii Rxd3+ 5.Kaz Raz+ 6.Kb1 Rai+ 7.Kc2 Rci+
8.Kd3 Rc3+ 9.Ke2 Re3+ 10.Kf1 Re1+ 11.Kg2 Rg1+
12.Kf3 Rxg3+ 13.Ke2 Re3+ 14.Kd1 Re1+ 15.Kc2
Rci1+ 16.Kb3 Re3+ 17.Ka2 Raz+ 18.Rxa3 mate.

i) 3.exf3? stalemate. Logical try: .Bd3? Rxd3+
4.Ka2 Raz+ 5.Kb1 Rai+ 6.Kc2 Rci+ 7.Kd3 Re3+
(no 8.Ke2) 8.Kxc3 stalemate.

ii) Logical try: 4.Ka2? Ra3+ 5.Kb1 Ra1+ 6.Kc2
Rec1+ 7.Kd3 Re3+ 8.Ke2 Res+ 9.Kf1 Re1+ 10.Kg2
Rgi+ 11.Kf3 Rxg3+ 12.Ke2 Re3+ 13.Kd1 Rei+
14.Kc2 Rci+ 15.Kb3 Re3+ 16.Ka2 Raz+ 17.Rxa3
stalemate.
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No 22730 A. Gasparyan
& S. Kasparyan
commendation
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No 22730 Aleksey Gasparyan & Sergey
Kasparyan (Armenia). 1.Bes (Bxb4 a2;) Sx-
d6+/i 2.Bxd6 a2 3.Bes, and:

— a3 4.Bay/ii Kb1 5.5f3 a1Q 6.Sd2+ Ka2 7.Bb3+
— b3 4.Bxa4 b2 5.Bf4+ Kb1 6.5f3, with:

— Kai1 7.Bes Kb1 8.Sd2+ Kc1 9.Sb3+ Kc2 (Kbi;
Bf4) 10.Scs+ Kb1 11.Se4 a1Q 12.Sc3+ Ka
13.Bf4 mate, or here:

- a1Q 7.Sd2+, and now:
» Ka2 8.Bb3+ Ka3z 9.Bd6 mate, or:
o Kc1 8.Se4+ Kb1 9.S¢3 mate.
i) b3 2.Bxagq b2 3.Bf4+ wins, e.g. Kb1 4.d7
Kaz 5.Bc2 bi1Q 6.Bxbi1+ Kxb1 7.513 a2 8.Bes.
ii) 4.Bf7? Kb1 5.5f3 a1Q 6.Sd2+ Kc2 7.Bxa1
Kxd2 draws.

No 22731 N. Huschenbeth
& M. Minski
special commendation
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No 22731 Niclas Huschenbeth & Martin
Minski (Germany). 1.Bg3 f2+/i 2.Bxf2 Bcs
3.Sd7+/ii Bxdy 4.Rf8+ Kg7 5.f6+ Khé6/iii 6.Rh8+
Kg6 7.Bfs+ Kxf6 8.Rh6+ Kg7 9.Rh7+/iv Kf6
10.Re7 wins.

i) Bes+ 2.Kh2 f2 3.Sd7+ Bxdy 4.Rf8+ Bxf8
5.Bxf2 Bd6+ 6.g3 Bxe6 7.fxe6 wins.

ii) 3.Kh2? Bxf2 4.Rxe8 Bgi+ 5.Kh1 e1Q draws.

iii) Kg6 6.Bf5+ Kxf5 7.Re8 Bxe8 8.c8Q+ wins.

iv) 9.c8Q? Bxc8 10.Rhy+ Kf6 11.Rey Bxey
12.Bd3 Be6 13.a4 Bb3 14.a5 Bb4 15.Bxe2 Bxas
draws.

After game N. Huschenbeth - V. Rzayev,
EICC 2018.



Springaren 2013-2014

Geir @stmoe (Norway) judged this informal tourney of the Swedish composition magazine Sp-
ringaren. He considered 19 studies by 9 composers but one proved unsound. The award was pub-

lished in Springaren no. 148 xii2018.

No 22732 S. Slumstrup

No 22734 S. Slumstrup

Nielsen No 22733 V. Kovalenko Nielsen

prize honourable mention 1st commendation
EEE®R [HEEEN WK EE
s E o B mnmsl AR m
Em n NN E s BN
B ‘B By v
LEXE N B | E B S E N B EAE
/y%//% _ 5y ‘BB
EEE N Eam m oW | EoE &
B E B aamm B E B
b6d2 0433.10 3/4 Draw a7C1 0444.02 4/6 Draw b8d6 1370.33 6/7 Win

No 22732 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.Req/i Sds+ 2.Kay/ii Rxc7+ 3.Kb8
Bc6 4.Rd4+/iii Kc3 5.Rd3+ (Rxds? Rb7+;) Kca
6.Rd2+ Kc3 7.Rd3+ Kcg 8.Rd4+ Kcs 9.Rxds+

i) Try: 1.c8Q%? Rxc8 2.Re4 Rb8+, and: 3.Kay
Ra8+ 4.Kby (Kxa8 Bc6+;) Sds/iv 5.Rd4 Rh8
wins, or here: 3.Kc7 Rb4 4.Rxb4 Sds+ wins.

ii) 2.Kb7? Bc6+ 3.Kb8 Rxe4 wins, e.g. 4.c8Q
Rb4+ 5.Ka7 Rag+ 6.Kb8 Ra8+.

iii) 4.Re2+? Kc3 5.Rc2+ Kbg 6.Rb2+ Kcs
7.Rc2+ Kd6 wins.

iv) But not Sg2? 5.Rg4 Se3 6.Rh4 Ras 7.Kb6
Rbs+ 8.Ka6 draws.

No 22733 Vitaly Kovalenko (Russia). 1.Rfi+
Sei1 2.Rxei+ Kc2 3.Re2+ Kxbi 4.Rxh2 Kc
5.Bd2+/i Kd1 6.Bc3 Ra8+ (b1Q; Rhi+) 7.Kxa8
Be4+ 8.Kb8/ii b1Q+ 9.Rb2 Qc1/iii 10.Rd2+ Ke1
11.Rc2+ draws.

i) 5.Bc3? Ra8+ 6.Kxa8 Beg+ 7.Kb8 biQ+
8.Rb2 Qd3 wins.

ii) 8.Ka7? b1Q 9.Rb2 Qa1+ wins.

iii) Qd3 (Qa1) 10.Rd2+ draws.

No 22734 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.bs+ c5 2.bxc6ep+ Kds+ 3.c7+ Kdg/i
4.Bb2+ Kcs 5.Bxes/ii Re8/iii 6.Bf6 (Qds+?
exds;) Bb7+ 7.Bd8 (Kxb7? h1Q+;) Bxa8 8.c8Q+

Kb4 9.Bas+ (Kxa8? h1Q+;) Kxas 10.Qxe8 hiQ
11.Qhs+ es/iv 12.Qxh1 Bxhi 13.g5 Bds 14.g6 e4
15.g7 wins.

i) Bb7+ 4.Kxby Rxa8 (Bxcy; Rxd8+) 5.c8Q
Rxc8 6.Kxc8 wins.

ii) 5.Qc6+? Kxc6 6.a8Q+ Bb7+ and mate.

iii) Rg8 6.Bf6 Bb7+ 7.Bd8 Bxa8 8.c8Q+ Kby
9.Be7+ wins.

iv) Qds 12.Qxds5+ Bxds 13.g5 €5 14.g6 e4 15.87
wins.

No 22735 A. Gillberg
2nd commendation
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No 22735 Anders Gillberg (Sweden). 1
Sd4+ 2.Ke1 Re6+ 3.Qe2 Rxe2+ 4.Kd1 Re3 5.Kd2
Res 6.d8Q wins.



Pat a Mat 2016-2017

Péter Gyarmati (Hungary) judged this informal tourney which attracted 21 studies by 17 compos-
ers from 21 countries. The provisional award was published in Pat a Mat no. 105, ix2018. One of the
prize-winning studies proved unsound but its composer, D. Keith, was able to correct it and it was
included in the final award published in Pat a Mat no. 107, iii2019.

No 22736 A. Avni
1st/3rd prize
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No 22736 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Se7, and:
— Bf7 2.Rxf7 Rd8+ 3.Sg8+ Rxg8+ 4.Kxg8 Sf6+
(g5; Be3) 5.Rxf6 c1Q 6.Be3+ Qxe3 7.Rf7 g5
8.Rf6 mate, or:
— g5 2.Be3 Rd8 (gxfs4; Bxf4 mate) 3.Rf8 (Rf6+?
Bg6+;) Sxe3 4.5g8+ Kg6 5.Rf6 mate.

No 22737 P. Krug & M. Garcia
1st/3rd prize
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No 22737 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Garcia (Argentina ). 1.g7/i Qxgy/ii 2.Qc3+
Kf4 (Ke4; Qe3 mate) 3.Qe3+ Kgg 4.Be2+ Khyg
5.Qf2+ Kh3 6.Bfi+ Kgq 7.Qe2+ Kfs 8.Qh2+
Ke4/iii 9.Bg2+ Kd4 10.Qxd6+ Kcgq 11.Bds5+
Kd4 12.Bxaz+ Kesq 13.Bds5+ (Bxbi+? Kf3;)

Kd4 14.Bc6+ Kcg 15.Qds+ Kbg 16.Qxbs+ Kaj3
17.Qag+ Kb2 18.Qb4+ Ka1 19.Qa3+ Ba2 20.Kc2
Qes 21.Qc1+ Bbi+ 22.Qxb1 mate.

i) 1.Qc3+? Kfg 2.Qe3+ Kgg 3.g7 Bas+ draws.

ii) Bas 2.Qxas Qxgy 3.Qc3+ Kf4 4.Qe3+, or
Qe7 2.g8Q a1Q 3.Qh8+ Qg7 4.Qxg7+ win.

iii) Kg4 9.Be2+, or Kf3 9.Bg2+ Kg4 10.Qh3+
Kf4 11.Qe3+ Kg4 12.Qf3+ Kh4 13.Qh3 mate.

No 22738 D. Keith
1st/3rd prize
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No 22738 Daniel Keith (France). 1.Rb8+/i
Kd7 2.R3b7+/ii Ke6 3.Re8+/iii Kds 4.f8Q/iv
Qxf8 5.Rxf8/v Sb3+ 6.axb3 b1Q 7.Rd8+ (Sey+?
Ke6;) Kcs/v 8.Se7 Be6/vi 9.Rbs+ Bxbs 10.Rds
mate.

i)1.Se7+?¢Kd72.Rb7+ Ke6 3.Re3+ Kxf7 4.Sc8+
Qdy7, or 1.£8Q+? Qxf8 2.Rb8+ Kd7 3.R3b7+ Kc6
4.Se7+ Qxe7 5.Rxe7 Sb3+ 6.axbz b1Q win.

ii) 2.R8b7+? Ke6 3.Re3+ Kfs5 4.Se7+ Kgs
(Kfs).

iii) 3.f8Q? Kds, or 3.Re7+? Kds 4.f8Q Qcs+
draw.

iv) 4.Se7+? Kc4 5.8Q Bxe8 draws.

v) Kc6 8.Rdd7 Qe1+ 9.b4 Qes+ 10.b5+ wins.

vi) Qe+ 9.bg+ Kcg 10.Rc7+ Kbz 11.Rd3+
Kb2 12.Kxa4 wins.



Pat a Mat 2016-2017

No 22739 M. Hlinka
& E. Vlasak
special prize
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No 22739 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) & Emil
Vlasak (Czech Republic). 1.Rd6+ Kc1/i 2.Qe2
Bd4+ 3.Sxd4/ii Qxaz+ 4.Qa6 (Ra6? Qcs+;)
Qxa6+ 5.Kxa6 Sb8+/iii 6.Kay b1Q 7.Rd8 Qb2/iv
8.Rc8+ Kd1 9.Rd8 Kc1 10.Rc8+ Kdi1 11.Rd8 Kex
12.513+ Kf1 13.Rd1+ Ke2 14.Rd2+ draws.

i) Ke1 2.Qb7 Qfs 3.Qh1+ draws.

ii) 3.Rxd4? Qxa3+ 4.Qa6 (Kby b1Q+;) Qxa6+
5.Kxa6 b1Q 6.Rxd7 Qa2+ wins.

iii) b1Q 6.Rxdy, or Scs+ 6.Kbs b1Q+ 7.Kxcs
draw.

iv) Qb4 8.Se2+ Kc2 9.Sd4+ Kc3 10.Se2+ Kcg
11.Rd4+ draws.

No 22740 P. Krug
1st honourable mention
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No 22740 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.5f6+ ex-
f6/i 2.Bg4 Qas 3.Bfs+ Qxfs+ 4.exfs d2 5.Rhi1/ii
d1Q+ 6.Rxd1 Kxh6 7.Rg1 Kg5 8.Ke4 Bhy 9.Bes+
Khs 10.Bxf6 Ra8 11.Rhi+ Kgg 12.Rh4+/iii Kg3
13.Rxh7 Re8+ 14.Bes+ wins.

i) Kxh6 2.Se8 Qxe8 3.Bxf7+ wins.

ii) 5.Rxd2? Kxh6 6.Rg2 Kg5 7.Ke4 Bhy 8.Bes+
Kh4 9.Bxf6+ Kh3 10.Rgs Bxfs+ 11.Kf3 Begq+
draws.

iii) 12.Rxh7? Re8+ 13.Bes f6 draws.

No 22741V. Tarasiuk
2nd honourable mention
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No 22741 Vladislav  Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Be4+ Kxegq 2.fxes+ Kfs (Kd3; Rbg) 3.Rf4+/i
Kxes 4.Rxf6+ Kxf6 5.Bh4+ Kf5 6.Kc2 Kg4 7.Be1
Kf3 8.Kb1/ii Ke2/iii 9.d4 Kxe1 10.d5 Sf2 11.d6
Sd3 12.d7 wins.

i) 3.Rb4? Bey 4.Rxb2 Sxg3 draws.

ii) 8.Kxb2? Ke2 9.d4 Kxe1 10.ds Sf2 11.d6
Sd3+ draws.

iii) Ke4 9.Kxb2 Kd3 10.Kc1 Ke2 11.Bh4 Kd3
12.Kd1 wins.

No 22742 M. Hlinka & L. Kekely
3rd honourable mention
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No 22742 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Keke-
ly (Slovakia). 1.Bdy/i Be4+ 2.Kxeq (Kd4 Qd3
mate;) ds+ 3.Kxds Qxey 4.Sd4+ (Qgy+? Kh2;)
Kh2 5.Rb2+ Kh1/ii 6.Bc6 Qcy 7.Keq4 Kg1 8.5f3+
Kh1 (Kf1; Bbs+) 9.Se5s Kg1 10.Bd7 Qd6 11.Bh3
(8342 Kh1;) Qey 12.Rg2+ Kf1/iii 13.Rg7+ wins.

_296_
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i) 1.Bc6? Ba62.e8Q Qd3+ 3.Sd4 Qca+ 4.Kxd6
Qxd4+ draws.

ii) Kg1 6.Sf3+ Kh1 7Rh2 mate.

iii) Kh1 13.Re2 Qh4+ 14.Bg4 wins.

No 22743 P. Krug & M. Garcia
special honourable mention
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No 22743 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Garcia (Argentina). 1.Key/i Rcy+/ii 2.Sd7+
Rxd7+ 3.Kxdy diQ+ 4.Key Qe1+/iii 5.Kf6 Se4+
6.Kg7 Qc3+ 7.Kxhy Sf6+ 8.Kh8 Qcs/iv 9.Kg7
Qe+ 10.Kh8 Kaé 11.a3/v Kb6 12.a4 Qcs 13.Kg7
(a5+? Kbs;) Qe7+ 14.Kh8 Ka6/vi 15.a5 Qd8+
16.Kg7 Qe7+ 17.Kh8 Qes 18.Qf8 draws.

i) 1.5d7+? Kay 2.Qhs Re1 3.Qxgs d1Q+ wins.

ii) d1Q 2.gxh7+ Kby 3.Qa6+ draws.

iii) Kcy 5.Kf6 Qd8+ 6.Kf5 Qds+ 7.Kg4 draws.

iv) Sg4+ 9.Qg7, or Qa3 9.Kg7 Qey+ 10.Kh8
draw.

v) 11.a4¢ Kb6 12.a5+ Ka6 wins.
vi) Kas (Kay) 15.Qgs5+ (15.Qgy) draws.

No 22744 M. Hlinka
& L. Kekely
special honourable mention

9
5y

E m mEm
mrnm

Z %y 2,
nn

9

9 Y 9
s

f4b6 0312.11 5/3 Win

No 22744 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Keke-
ly (Slovakia). 1.Sey Re6 2.Sxds+ Kas 3.Bca/i
Rh6 (Kxag; Sc3+) 4.Bb3/ii Rha+ 5.Kg3/iii Rxas
6.Sb6/iv Re4 7.5c4+ Ka6 (Kbs; Sd6+) 8.5d6 Res
(Re2; Bcg+) 9.Sbg+, and Kas (Kay) 10.Sc6+, or
Kbé6 10.Sc4+ wins.

i) 3.Bbs? Re4+ 4.Kxe4 stalemate.

ii) 4.Bb5? Rh4+ 5.Kf3 Rxa4 draws.

iii) 5.Kf5? Rxaq 6.Sb6 Rh4, or 5.Kg5? Rxag
6.Sb6 (Sc3 Rb4;) Re4 7.Sc4+ Ka6 8.Sd6 Res+

iv) 6.Sc3? Rbg, or 6.5f6? Kbs draw.

No 22745 P. Krug
commendation
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No 22745 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.e7 Qe3 2.g7
Kcy 3.Kg6 Qe6 (Ses; e85+) 4.Kxgs Qf7 5.Kga
Kdeé/i 6.Kg3 Qe6 7.Kg2 Kes 8.c7 Kxf6 9.b6 Qc6+
10.Kf1 (Kh3? Kxey;) Kxgy 11.b7 draws.

i) Qg6+ 6.Kh3 Kd6 7.Kh2 draws.

No 22746 1. Aliev & E. Aslanov
commendation
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No 22746 Ilham Aliev & Farid Aslanov
(Azerbaijan). 1.hy+ Rxhy (Kh8; Rf8 mate)
2.Rf8+/1 Kxf8 3.gxhy g6+ 4.Kxg6/ii Rc6+ 5.6
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(Kf5? Kg7;) Rxe6+ 6.Kf5 Kg7 7.Kxe6 Kxhy 8.Kt7
c3 9.g6+ Kh6 10.g7 c2 11.g8Q c1Q 12.Qg6 mate.

i) 2.gxh7+? Kxhy 3.g6+ Kg8 4.Ra6 Rc8 draws.

ii) 4.Kf6? Rc6+ 5.6 Rxe6+ 6.Kxe6 Kg7 wins.

No 22747 P. Arestov & A. Skripnik
special commendation
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No 22747 Pavel Arestov & Anatoly Skrip-
nik (Russia). 1.5f6+ exf6/i 2.Qxhs+ Kd8 3.Qh8+
Kcy/ii 4.Qh2+ Kc8 5.Qh8+ Sf8+ 6.Kf7 f5 7.Qh3
Qcs 8.Kf6 Qda+ 9.Kf7 (Kxfs5? Qdy+;) Qdy+/iii
10.Kxf8 f4 11.Qc3+ Qcy 12.Qh3+ Kd8 13.Qhg+
Kc8 14.Qh3+ Qdy/iv 15.Qc3+ draws.

i) Sxf6 2.Qbs+ Qxbs stalemate.

ii) Sf8+ 4.Kxf6 Qd4+ 5.Kf7 Qxh8 stalemate.

iii) Qcs 10.Kf6 Qd6+ 11.Kf7, or Qe4 10.Kxf8
Kd7 11.Kf7 Qe6+12.Kg7 £4 13.Qd3+ Key 14.Qaz+
draw.

iv) Kb8 15.Qb3+ Qb7 16.Qag {3 17.Qfs+
draws.

EG originals

Announcement: EG 2020-2021

EG, the only periodical exclusively devoted to endgame studies,
announces an informal tourney for original studies.
The studies and the award will be published in EG.

You are strongly urged to send only your best and most creative works.
The original’s editor will only select very good studies for publication.

Please send your originals in PGN-format to the editor
Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen at stjeffen@gmail.com

The judge for the 2020-2021 tourney is Yochanan Afek.
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EG Subscription

Subscription to EG is not tied to membership of ARVES.

The annual subscription to EG (Jan. 1 — Dec. 31) is 35,00 euro for 4 issues.

Payable to Marcel Van Herck (Belgiélei 21, bus 3, B-2018 Antwerpen, Belgium [New!]) :
- IBAN : BE54 3200 5929 8897

- BIC : BBRUBEBBo10
ING Belgium
Avenue Marnix 24
B - 1000 Bruxelles

If you pay via eurogiro from outside the European Union, please add 3,50 euro for bankcharges.
Payment is also possible

via Paypal on http://www.paypal.com to arves@skynet.be (please add 1 euro for transaction fees)
And from outside Europe :

postal money orders, USD or euro bank notes (but no cheques)

to the treasurer (please, not ARVES or EG!)

It is of course possible with any kind of payment to save bank charges by paying for more years or
for more persons at the same time, as some subscribers already do, or in cash at the annual World
Congress of Chess Composition (WCCC) run in conjunction with meetings of the World Federa-
tion of Chess Composition (WFCC).

For all information, especially change of address, please contact the treasurer:

Marcel Van Herck
Belgiélei 21, bus 3, B-2018 Antwerpen, Belgium
e-mail : mvh361@gmail.com
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