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Editorial

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

First of all, on behalf of the editorial team I
wish all of our readers a Very Happy and Pros-
perous New Year.

I was pleased to receive several positive re-
sponses to both the re-instatement of our orig-
inals section as well as Karsten Miiller’s new
column. For the former, only very good studies
are accepted for publication - Steffen explains
this further in his first column. Karsten is very
enthusiastic and has already submitted col-
umns for the next two issues of EG!

I apologise that something went wrong dur-
ing proofreading of EG218. A whole article
(the review in this issue) was overlooked while
assembling the material. This escaped my at-
tention during proofreading. I apologize to the
authors of the book and to our readers.

Some of you may know that I am involved
with diagnostics of infectious diseases in farm
animals. Only recently someone sent me a sci-
entific article in which a laboratory technique
was used for .... solving chess problems®. It had
already been published in 2000 but it had so
far escaped my attention. I reproduce its sum-
mary as a curiosity here:

“We have expanded the field of ‘DNA com-
puters’ to RNA and present a general approach

1) Faulhammer, D; Cukras, A.R.; Lipton, R.J.; Landweber,
L.E (2000): Molecular computation: RNA solutions to chess
problems, PNAS 97, 4: 1385-1389.

for the solution of satisfiability problems. As an
example, we consider a variant of the ‘knight
problem’, which asks generally what configura-
tions of knights can one place on an n x n chess
board such that no knight is attacking any other
knight on the board. Using specific ribonucle-
ase digestion to manipulate strands of a 10-bit
binary RNA library, we developed a molecular
algorithm and applied it to a 3x3 chessboard as
a 9-bit instance of this problem. Here, the nine
spaces on the board correspond to nine ‘bits’ or
placeholders in a combinatorial RNA library.
We recovered a set of ‘winning’ molecules that
describe solutions to this problem”.

The Israeli composition magazine Variantim
publishes the solutions of their originals only
on the website of the Israeli Chess Federation
but, unfortunately for several recent issues
publication of the solutions was overdue. I am
happy to let you know that the backlog is being
cleared.

I want to draw your particular attention to
an interesting article by Amatzia Avni we pub-
lish in this issue about endgame study compo-
sition technique.
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Originals

BY STEFFEN SLUMSTRUP NIELSEN
JUDGE FOR 2020-2021: YOCHANAN AFEK

Welcome to the reborn originals column in
EG. I was delighted to be asked by Harold van
der Heijden to edit the column and I look for-
ward to presenting high quality studies from
the world’s top composers in the years to come.

When agreeing to become the editor I ex-
pected a lot but not that the first column would
consists of two studies being 39 and 2 moves
long respectively. But here we are:

Petr Kiryakov is an OTB grandmaster from
Russia, who increasingly spends more time on
just the right kind of chess: Studies. As Petr’s
output in recent years shows, he has a clear
preference for studies featuring both knights
and rooks. His inspiration for this is the book
Putyami Shakhmatnogo Tvorchestva (Ways
to Chess Creativity, 1983) by Evgeny Umnov,
which is packed with games, studies and prob-
lems where knights and rooks play the central
roles.

No 22748 P. Kyriakov
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In this study, Petr’s debut in EG, the knight
admittedly plays a rather meagre role, but oth-
erwise we are off to an epic start to our new
column. Petr mentions that the study is both
inspired by the Saavedra study and a famous
study by Troitzky (Bohemia 1912, HHdbV
#79067) both of which feature king walks in
response to rook checks. Without revealing
the entire plot, I can promise quite a bit of king

exercise. So, get out your chess boards and dig
into the fascinating mechanisms of this study.

No 22748 Petr Kyriakov (Russia). 1.c7 Rfi+
2.Kb2 Rf2+ 3.Kb3 Rf3+ 4.Kb4 Rf4+ 5.Kbs Rfs+
6.Kxb6 Rf6+ 7.Kbs/i Rfs+ 8.Kbg (Kb3) Rfg+
9.Kb3 Rf3+ 10.Ka2 Rf2+ 11.Rb2/ii Rf8 12.Rb3+
Kg4/iii 13.Rb8 Rf2+ 14.Kb3 Rf3+ 15.Kbg Rfg+
16.Ka3 Rf3+ 17.Rb3/iv Rf8 18.Rb4+ Kg5 19.Rb8
Rf3+ 20.Kbg Rfg+ 21.Kbs Rfs+ 22.Kag Rfg+
23.Rbg/v Rf8 24.Rbs+ Khé6/vi 25.Rb8 Rfsg+
26.Kb3 Rf3+ 27.Kc2 Rf2+ 28.Kd3 Rfz+ 29.Kd4
Rf4+ 30.Kds/vii Rfs+ 31.Kd6é Rf6+ 32.Key/viii
Rc6 33.Rb6 Rxb6 34.¢8Q Sg3 35.Qh3+ Kg7 (Shs;
Qe3+) 36.Qxg3+ wins/ix.

i) This move initiates a 17 moves long sys-
tematic manoeuvre aimed at isolating Sh1 from
the bK. If 7Kcs5? Rfi 8.Rb3+ Kg2 9.Kd4 Rfg+
10.Kc3 Rf3+ 11.Kb2 Rf2+ 12.Ka3 Rf8 13.Rb2+ Sf2
14.Rb8 Rf3+ 15.Kb4 Sd3+ draws.

ii) Systematic manoeuvre, first step.

iii) Kg2 13.Rb8 Rf2+ 14.Rb2 wins.

iv) Second step.

v) Third step.

vi) Kg6 25.Rb8 Rf4+ 26.Kb3/x (the wK goes
to e3 to trap the Shi1) Rf3+ 27.Kc2 Rf2+ 28.Kd3
Rf3+ 29.Kd4 Rf4+ 30.Ke3/xi Rc4 31.c8Q Rxc8
32.Rxc8 Kgs (Sg3; Rg8+) 33.Kf3 wins.

vii) Change of plan. 30.Ke3? Rc4 31.c8Q Rxc8
32.Rxc8 Sg3 as here is no 33.Rg8+ as in the 24...
Kgé6-line.

viii) Try: 32.Ke5? Rc6 33.Rb6 Rxb6 34.c8Q
Sg3 (Rg6; Qf8+), and 35.Qf8+ Khs 36.Qf3+
Khg, or 35.Qh3+ Kg7 36.Qxg3+ Rg6 37 Qc3
hé6/xii and Black has reached a well-known
fortress (Von Guretzky-Cornitz, 1864). White
cannot break the bR’s g-file defence: 38.Kf5+
Khy 39.Qd4 Rg7 40.Kf6 Kh8 41.Qe4 Rgs5 draws.

ix) There is no fortress with the wK on e7.
For example: 36..Rg6 37.Qes+ Khé 38.Qf4+
Khs 39.Qh2+.
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Originals

x) There are some minor duals on the way to
e3, e.g. 26.Kbs Rfs5+ 27.Kb4 Rf4+ 28.Kc3.

xi) If now 30.Kds? Rfs+ 31.Kd6 Rf6+ 32.Ke7?
Rf7+ draws, as the bK on g6 controls f7 - com-
pare this with the main line 24...Kh6.

xii) However, there is no fortress with the
black pawn on hy, for example 37...Kg8? 38.Kf5
Kt7 39.Qc7+ Kg8 40.Qdy Rhé6 41.Qe8+ Kg7
42.Qey+ Kg8 43.Kg5 Rg6+ 44.Khs, the decisive
king transfer to the “h”-file, 44..Kh8 45.Qf8+
Rg8 46.Qf6+ Rg7 47.Kh6.

Branislav Djurasevic¢ from Serbia is perhaps
best known for inventing the difficult Djura-
sevi¢ theme, which cannot be realized in an
orthodox two-mover. Ironically, the study you
are about to see consists of exactly two moves!
That is not the only remarkable feature of the
study as it also contains a line that leads to the
starting position with reversed colours of a for-
mer work by the same author. Confused? Let’s
have a look.

No 22749 B. Djurasevi¢
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No 22749 Branislav DjuraseviC (Serbia).

First it should be noted that Black cannot
castle as his last move must have been by the
rook or the king.

1.Rb6/i cxb6 2.cxb7/ii wins.

i) Morphy’s move in all its greatness, sim-
ilar to the only known chess problem by the
legendary American. White: Kc8, Ra1, b6 Black
Ka8, Bb8 a7. Mate in two. Solution: 1.Raé.

In our study the main alternative to 1.Rb6
is 1.Rxb7? This move does not work, because
b7 is needed for the pawn on bé. Still, it comes
very close to winning: 1...Kf8 2.Rxcy Kg7 3.Ke3
(Rxe7+? Kf6;) Kf6 4.Kd4 Rhz/iii. With this

move we reach the study with which the author
won a 5th Hon. Mention in the Kalandadze-90
MT 2019, which is reproduced elsewhere in this
issue. Here we only supply its main line: 5.Rdy
Rc2 6.Kds Rc1 7.Rby Rdi+ 8.Kc; Kxe6 9.Rb2
Rci+ 10.Kb6 Kds 11.c; Rc6+ 12.Kb7 Rxcy+
13.Kxc7 e5 14.Kd7 e4 15.Re2 Kd4 draws. Anoth-
er try shows that the real purpose of the key is
to block the b-pawn: 1.Rb5? b6 2.Rxb6?? cxb6
3.c7 Rh2+, or 1.cxby?? Rh2+ and Black wins.
ii) 2.c7? Rh2+ and Black wins.

iii) Black thematic try 4..Rh1? 5.Rd;y Ra
(Kxe6; Kcs) 6.Kds Rcz2 7Rby (7.Ray) Rd2+
8.Kcs Kxe6 9.Rb1 Rc2+ 10.Kb6 Kds 11.c7 Rc6+
12.Kb7 Rxc7+ 13.Kxc7 e5 14.Kd7 e4 15.Re1 Kd4
(Kes; Key) 16.Ke6 e3 17.Kf5 wins.

I will end with a small note of explanation.
In all, I received 8 studies for this first instance
of the EG originals column, but only the two
studies shown here were selected. I realize it
is not customary for an editor to make such a
strict selection, so for future reference I want
to mention a few criteria that I adhere to when
selecting studies.

1) Ideas. First, there must be an idea. If I fail
to see a clear idea (please feel free to provide ex-
planation in prose when submitting) in a study;,
other factors such as economy, clarity, flow and
difficulty have no importance. A study without
ideas will inevitably become unfocused with-
out a fitting climax.

2) Exchanges in the introduction. A cou-
ple of the submitted studies had introductory
piece exchanges that go against all convention
of economy and aesthetics. Exchanges may
be necessary in expressing an idea, of course.
But please don’t include them just to make the
solution longer and more eventful or to make
all pieces move during the solution.

3) A lot of “only moves” do not make a study.
Recently a number of studies have been pub-
lished, showing long lines of unique moves
without exchanges but without any surprise
element either. Typical examples are studies
where White slowly but surely secures a win-
ning material advantage (by preserving his last
pawn, for instance). I am no fan of such studies.
I want excitement.
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Studies for Practical Players

BY KARSTEN MULLER

First I give an addition to the first article on
a knight dominating a rook. Pal Benko died on
the 26th of August 2019 in Budapest. He was
one of the greatest endgame theoreticians and
endgame study composers. One of his master-
pieces shows the topic of my first column in a
magnificent way (see diagram M.1):

1.g7 Rgq+ 2.Kf3 Khé6 3.e7 d2 4.Ke2 Rxgy
5.5g6! Rg8 6.5f8 Rgs 7.5g6 a switchback 7...
Rds 8.Kd1 wins.

In the second column I want to deal with
endgames of opposite coloured bishops. Here
strategical considerations are often more im-
portant than material and so study-like motifs
appear naturally.

A. Zugzwang against a restricted bishop

Usually, a bishop does not fall into zugzwang
easily, but sometimes friendly pawns restrict it
(see diagram M.2).

66.Bg6?! (66.Bf5!? is more precise) 66...
b2?! After 66...Kc4 White must find 67.Bb1

Kcs (67..Kd4 68.Bfs Kcq 69.Kd7) 68.Bd3
Kd4 69.Bfs Kcs5 70.Kd7 Kxds 71.Be6+ Kes
72.Bxb3 Kt6 73.Ke8 Kgy 74.Bds and Black is
in a deadly zugzwang. 67.Bb1 Kcs5 68.Baz
Kd4 69.Kd7 b1Q 70.Bxb1 Kxds5 71.Ke8 Bgy
72.f8Q Bxf8 73.Kxf8 White wins as Black’s
king can’t reach the saving square h8: 73..
Ke6 74.Kg7 ds5 75.Bg6 d4 76.Kxh6 Key 77.Khy
Kf8 78.h6 d3 79.Bxd3 Kf7 80.Bcg+ Kf8 81.Kg6.

A study with a very similar point is M.3.

1.f6+! Kxf6 2.Kd7! (The pawn d6 must re-
main on the board) 2...Bf8 3.Ke8 Kg7 (3...Bg7
4.e7; 3..Be7 4.h3 wins) 4.h3 Black is in a fatal
zugzwang (4.e7? Bxey 5.Kxey Kh8 draws) 4...
Kg8 5.e7+ wins.

B. Long king marches

To break defensive set ups often long king
marches are necessary (see diagram M.4).

Black’s queenside pawns can only win with
the active help of the king: 70...Kcs! The king
starts the long march to a1. In the game 7o...

M.1 P. Benko
1st prize Magyar Sakkélet 1991
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Studies for Practical Players

Bf6? was played: 71.Kd2 c3+ (71...Bgs+ 72.Kc3
Kcs 73.h7 Bf6+ 74.Kd2 Kbg4 75.Kc1 Kaz 76.Kb1)
72.Kd1 Kcs 73.hy Kbg 74.Kc1 Kaz 75.Kb1 Kbg
and a draw was agreed. 71.Ke2 (71.g4 Bf6, and
72.85 Bxgs+ 73.Ke2 Bxh6 74.Kd1 c3, or 72.Kd2
Bgs+ 73.Kc3 Bxh6 win) 71...Kb4 72.g4 (72.Kd1
Ka3 73.Kc1 Ka2 74.Bbi+ Ka1 with 75.g4 Bb2+
76.Kd2 Kxb1 77.g5 c3+, or 75.Be4 b2+ 76.Kd1
b1Q+ 77.Bxb1 Kxb1 78.g4 Bb2 79.g5 c3 80.g6
c2+ 81.Ke2 c1Q win) 72...Bf6 (Black must stop
the pawns first. The direct 72..Ka3? leads to
a drawn pawn race: 73.g5 Bes 74.g6 ¢3 75.g7
c2 76.Bxc2 bxc2 77.g8Q c1Q) 73.g5 (73.hy c3
74.Kd1 Ka3 75.Kc1 Ka2 76.Be6 c2 77.Kd2 Kbz
wins) 73...Bxgs 74.hy Bf6 75.Kd2 Ka3 76.Kc1
Ka2 77.Bb1+ Ka1 The king has reached his des-
tination and it is over. Black wins.

Of course, long king marches also exist in
studies. The following are typical techniques
worth knowing (see diagram M.5).

1.Kfs5 Bds 2.Ba3! Ba2 3.Ke4 Ke6 4.Kd3 Kd7
5.Kc3 Kc6 6.Kbg Kb6 7.Bc1 Be6 8.Bh6 Bf7
9.Bf8 Bg8 10.Bc5+ Kc6 11.Ka5 Bcg 12.Ba3! Bg8
13.Ka6 Kds 14.Bcs5 Kc6 15.Ka7 Bds 16.Kb8 Kd7
17.Bb4 Kd8 18.Bc3! Kd7 19.Bas! Kc6 20.Kc8
Bg8 21.Kd8 Kds 22.Key Kxd4 23.e6 wins.

When two passed pawns are separated by

three files the attacker usually wins (see dia-
gram M.6)

1.Kd3 Kf4 2.Ke2 Bd4 3.Kf1 Bay 4.Kg2 Bd4
5.Kh3 Bf2 6.Bb7 Bay 7.Khg4 Bd4 8.Khs Kes
9.Kg6 Ke6 10.Bds+ Kes 11.Kf7 Kd6 12.Bby
Bb6 13.Kf6 Bd4+ 14.Kfs5 Bb6 15.e5+ wins.

C. Imprisoned King

In the following game both sides play to keep
the enemy kings passive (see diagram M.7).

47.e5!! White must open roads for his piec-
es. 47.Kg2? can be met by 47..Bd4 48.e5 Bxes
draws. 47..h3!? (An original counterblow.
Now the wK can't escape without the bishop’s
helping hand. But White strikes back. 47...fxes
also loses due to 48.g5 Be3 49.a6 h3 50.Bdy)
48.g5!! (White also plays to keep the bK pas-
sive. [After 48.exf6? g5 49.Bds+ Khy 50.a6 Kg6
51.f7 Kg7 White must take the prison pawn h3,
after which Black is just quick enough: 52.Bc4
Bd4 53.Bf1 Kxf7 54.Bxh3 Ke6 55.Kg2 Kd6 56.Kf3
Kc7 57.Ke4 Bf6 58.Kf5 Bd8 59.Bg2 Kb6 60.Bf1
Bey draws) 48...fxes (After 48...f5 49.Be8! clos-
es the door. Now both kings are passive, but
White’s pawns strike first: 49...Kg7 50.e6 Bcs
51.a6 f4 52.e7 f3 53.a7 f2 54.Bbs wins) 49.Bd7
Kf7 50.Bxh3 e4 51.Bg2 Be3 (If 51...e3 52.Bf3 Ke6
53.Kg2! and the bB is dominated: 53...Kf5 54.26
e2 55.Kxf2 wins) 52.a6 Keé6 (Bxgs; ay) 53.Bxeq
Kes 54.Bxg6 Kf4 55.h4 Kg4 56.Be4q wins.

M.4 Parham Maghsoodloo - M.5 A. Chéron M.6 A. Chéron

Lé Quang Liém Nouveau Traité Complet Lehr und Handbuch der
Asian Continental Open 2019 d’Echecs 1952 Endspiele 1964
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M.7 Wojciech Moranda -
Vitaly Bernadskiy
Krakow Open 2012
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M.9 A. Selezniev
Tidskrift for Schack 1922
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D) Bishop sacrifice

Sometimes even the attacking bishop can be
sacrificed (see diagram M.8).

47..Bh3!! A really amazing strike, which

was voted “Most Amazing Move of All Time”

by a jury of the British Chess Magazine. Open-
ing the king’s road and breaking the defence
on the long diagonal is more important than
the bishop itself. 47...Be4? 48.Kf2 Kf5 49.g3 is
only drawn as the wB can defend everything
on the long diagonal. 48.gxh3 (48.Kf2 is met
by 48...Kf5 49.Kf3 Bxga+) 48...Kf5 49.Kf2 Ke4

50.Bxf6 After 50.Ke2 a3 51.Kd2 d4 52.Bai f5 the
3 passed pawns decide the day. 50...d4 51.Be7
(Ke2 a3;) 51...Kd3! 52.Bcs Kc4 53.Be7 (53.Bxd4
Kxd4 54.Ke2 Kc3 55.Kd1 Kb2 wins) 53...Kb3
wins.

Of course this also occurs in many studies.
For example in diagram M.9.

1.Bf6+ Kg8 2.Ke7! d6 3.Bh8!! (3.Kxd6? Kf8
4.Kxds Bg8+ 5.Kc6 Bb3 6.d5 Kf7 draws, 3.Ke8?
stalemate) 3...Kxh8 4.Kf; Bg8+ 5.Kxg6 Be6
(5...Bh7+ 6.Kf6 Bg8 7.g6 wins) 6.Kf6 Bdy 7.Kf7
wins.
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Exercises

M.z

B_HEE
W m b
e /&/gﬁ

m b
wom m_m
AR B
B
e e e

€8g6 0041.10 4/2 Win

7 7
///%

B OmAE
B B B
B Em
,/ LHeE
B m

A’ 0 B
nmesE

g5e4 0040.11 3/3 Win

W

&

@
\
\

&\

Q%
\x
Q

S

M.3 M.14 M.15

3B 5> BB

N
D

2 2 %%%%%z%z i EeE
L mAE S W AN
© = B 2 o A KB

x

" »

Y1) B il

5 s
/}/ o
%///

)
ats mm
e

////

4 & AR B B R
di1d3 0040.12 3/4 Win f8h6 0040.11 3/3 Win g7d7 0040.12 3/4 Win
M.16 M.y M.18

EE P B B
ol B W JLEE N

B owam BB EAE
U B oE

BB Eam ,////% -
G T mom W e w
e mp [mam e w y///’/ @
B E N B B ) E B B

b7d6 0040.12 3/4 Win h6h4 0040.20 4/2 Win g3f6 0040.30 5/2 Win

Solutions: see page 19



A minor (piece) Novotny

Tasks
and themes

Of course the classical themes have consid-
erable appeal but new ideas need to be added
to keep them from becoming stale. The Umnov
theme is widely known but the Russian mas-
ter who invented the theme - who is not to be
confused with German Umnov (or Gherman
Umnoyv, as in EG137), a one generation younger
Russian master composer — also created the fol-
lowing neat idea when he was only 15 years old.

H.1 Evgeny Umnov
2nd hon. mention Trud 1928,
correction Mario Garcia 2012
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After 1.b7 Bh2 2.c4+ Kaé6 3.e7 Re3 the No-
votny 4.Bes! decides. However, unlike other
studies with the theme, the fierce battle rages
on for a moment with 4...Rxe5 5.b8S+! with
two main variations that result in White win-
ning the rook. 5...Kas 6.Sxc6+ and 7.Sxes, or
5...Kb6 6.Sd7+ and 7.Sxe5 wins.

The combination of the two themes is a neat
one, especially for a young boy. Another young
boy, or rather at that time a grown man, but
only three years and a few months older than
Umnov, had the knight also capture the bishop.

In this tourney, published in Shakhmaty v
SSSR, a classical style study seems appropriate
to commemorate a classical composer. Kub-
bel's story was published in various EG is-
sues, but the harrowing account of Herbstman

inconvenience

BY SIEGFRIED HORNECKER

trying to save Kubbel in EG6s5, p.429-433, is
not linked to Kubbel in Paul Valois’ EG Index.
Sadly the award in this tourney was never re-
produced in EG, so I can’t offer the accompa-
nying information whether or if not Bron was
aware of Umnov’s study. In any case he might
have perfected it [HH: EG has published
awards from 1965 onwards]. In the award, in
Shakhmaty v SSSR 1946 no. 10, page 215 only
the prize winning studies were commented by
judge A. Herbstman. There, Bron’s study was
mistakenly attributed to V. Korolkov. In the fi-
nal award in Shakhmaty v SSSR 1947 no. 5, page
128, no comments were supplied. In an exten-
sive article on Novotny studies in EG4o0, Rich-
ard Harman discusses both studies.

H.2 Vladimir Bron
2nd hon. mention Kubbel MT 1946
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1.c4! Bxcq 2.d7 Rd3 3.Bf3+! Khé6 4.Bds!
Rd2+ 5.Kg1 Rxds 6.g8S+! Kg5 7.Bci+ Kfs
8.Se7+ Ke6 9.5xd5 Kxd7 10.Sxb6+ and 11.Sxc4
wins.

Unfortunately, at least with the combination
Pb7/Ka6 and mirrored, those seem to be the
only two studies that combine Novotny and
the knight promotion with the knight captur-
ing the rook later. Possibly our readers can feel
inclined to experiment with this and find new
ideas but improving on Bron will be difficult.
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History

In an earlier article (EG213, July 2018), I un-
derlined the gaps that remain in our knowledge
of early Soviet tourneys; however, some mys-
teries also remain about some tourneys of the
thirties.

The late Timothy Whitworth wrote, in
EG171 (January 2008), a nice article (A dip into
the archives) about the complicated history of
a study by Abram Solomonovich Gurvich that
was awarded first prize in the provisional tour-
ney of the 1930 Vechernyaya Moskva tourney.
This study, that had an embarrassing dual, was
corrected by Gurvich in 1932, but a new dual
was discovered and it was eventually saved by
its author in 1957.

The Vechernyaya Moskva (Evening Moscow)
was a Soviet daily newspaper, founded in De-
cember 1923. It was the official organ of the
Mossovet (the municipal council of Moscow).
Today, it is the oldest evening newspaper in
Russia. It had a chess column (run by journalist
and composer V. Neishtadt from 1924 to 1930)
with, at certain times, original compositions.
Several tourneys were organized.

It seems that, so far, no full exploration of
this newspaper has been made. The yacpdb
Russian database (covering all genres but
mainly devoted to problems, with 441,200
compositions at the time of writing this article)
has 44 compositions published in the Vechern-
yaya Moskva. 7 out of these 44 are versions of
corrections and 9 other compositions date to
the 1960s, 1970s and 1980s. This leaves us with
(only) 28 problems and studies for the years
1928-1933. Most of these compositions were
rewarded in five distinct tourneys (two for
studies, two for two-movers in 1927-1928 and
in 1932-1933 and one for three-movers in 1932-
1933) but we cannot retrace full awards for any
of these five tourneys.

study tourneys

BY ALAIN PALLIER

The announcement of the first study tour-
ney was made in September 1929, with a clos-
ing date set at December 31st. Vasily Platov was
the judge. Money prizes were announced for
the first four ranked studies (30, 20,15 and 10
rubles).

Ten studies were rewarded in the provision-
al award tourney but only five are known. The
explanation is that, so far, the award is only
known through a secondary source: chess
journal 64 (the provisional award can be found
in issue 8, dated 20 March and the final award,
very discreetly, four months later in issue 20/21
dated 30 July). 64 reproduced only one posi-
tion, the first prize, but without a diagram.

Here is the provisional award:
1st prize: A.S. Gurvich

2nd prize: L.B. Zalkind

3rd prize: T.B. Gorgiev

4th prize: A. & K. Sarychev
1st HM: V.A. Bron

and HM: S.I. Lisenkov and V.V. Novikov
3rd HM: A.S. Seletsky

4th HM: A.O. Herbstman
Com: G.N. Zakhodiakin
Com: R.N. Aleksandrov

Concerning the changes in the final award,
I quote Timothy’s words: “... the first prize was
transferred to the study by Gorgiev that had
originally been awarded the third prize. Zal-
kind’s second prizewinner remained in second
place: a transposition of moves at the end of
the solution was found to be possible and this
blemish barred its promotion. I just add that
Bron’s study was upgraded to 4th prize.

Below, I reproduce Gurvichs study in its fi-
nal form (all details can be found in Timothy’s
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article), a composition that I find much more
interesting than Gorgiev’s study.

P1 Abram S. Gurvich
Vechernyaya Moskva 1930 (correction 1957)
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1.S6¢7 a1S+ 2.Kb2 Sb3 3.Kxb3 Bcs 4.Bh2
Bg1 5.Bf4! Be3 6.Sb6! Bxb6 7.Bd2 mate, or 6...
Bxf4 7.S¢c4 mate.

The second prize study by Zalkind remains
undiscovered. Third prize was for a crystal-
clear study by the Sarychev brothers:

P.2 Aleksandr & Kirill Sarychev
3rd Prize Vechernyaya Moskva 1930
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1.Se5! Kg7 2.Bd8 Kf8 3.Kf2 Ke8 4.Bas Key
5.Ke3 Kd6 6.Kd4 Scy (6...Ke7 and, e.g. 7.Kcs
Kf6 8.Kd6 Kfs 9.Sd7 Kegq 10.Kxe6 winning)
7.Bb4 mate.

In the list of honourable mentions, two
names give rise to questions. Who was S.IL
Lisenkov ? His name is totally unknown in
the composing world. Who was V.V. Novikov,
who published problems and studies in Soviet
magazines from 1929 to 19317 Valery Novik-
ov (ARVES) or Viktor V. Novikov (yacpdb)?
Caputto gives Valery but believes that two ditf-
ferent composers could have existed (since the

‘second’ Novikov was active many years later).
We learn in 64, no.16/1930 dated June 10 that
S. Lysenkov tied for first place in the 1930 Tula
chess championship with a certain A.A. Kotov
(who became the famous grandmaster and au-
thor). The note was signed... V.V.N.

I have chosen another miniature from this
tourney: the study by Seletsky, one the first of
this composer from Nijni-Novgorod, about
whom very little is known.

P.3 Aleksandr S. Seletsky
2nd honourable mention Vechernyaya
Moskva 1930
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h6c3 0350.00 3/3 Draw

1.Khs! (1.Be7? Ra6+ 2.Khs Ra8 3.Bhy Ray;
1.Bf4? (Bc7?) Rhi+ 2.Kgé6 Rgi+ 3.Khy Rgr+
and Black wins) 1...Ras+ (1...Rhi+ 2.Kg6 Rgi+
3. Kt7 Rg7+ 4.Kf8 and White draws) 2.Khg4!
(2.Kga? Ra6 3.Bf4 Rg6+ and Black wins) 2...
Bf6+ 3.Kh3! Rhs+ 4.Kg2 Rgs+ 5.Kh1 Rxg8
6.Bes+ Bxes stalemate.

We have no better information about the
second study tourney. In his book devoted to
L. Kubbel, Timothy Whitworth gives the fol-
lowing information: the announcement of the
tourney was published in Shakhmaty v SSSR
(November 30, 1932) with the closing date set
at January 1st, 1933. I presume that the original
announcement (in VM) was made earlier.

Only three studies from the award are
known:

1st prize: M. Liburkin
and prize: Z. Birnov
4th prize: M. Liburkin

The 3th prize remains a mystery and there
is no information about possible honourable
mentions or commendations. As far as I know,
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the complete list of the names of the rewarded
composers has not been reproduced in any So-
viet chess magazine.

The first prize by Mark Savielevich Liburkin
(1910-1953) is a true masterpiece. Two settings
exist, with just one difference (one has a wpcg,
the other has not). Since I have not seen the
text of the award, I do not know which one
was the original setting. But as Herbstman,
who first reproduced the study in his book The
Chess Study in USSR (1934), only one year after
publication of the award, gave it without wPc4
so I presume that this was the original setting.
But in 1234, the famous anthology by Lom-
mer & Sutherland (1938), there is a pawn on
c4 as in the 1955 Russian anthology (Sovietsky
Shakhmatnyi Etyud).

P.4 Mark S. Liburkin
1st prize Vechernyaya Moskva 1932-1933
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1.Se4+ Kd3 2.Sc5+ (2.Kb2? Bes+ 3.Kb3 c1Q
4.Sc5+ Ke2 5.Kbg Qb1+ 6.Sb3 Bd6+ 7.Kbs Bxey
and Black draws) 2...Kc3 3.Sb3 Bes 4.f4 Bg7
5.e8S (5.Be3? Kxcq+ 6.Sd4 Bxd4+) 5...Bh8 6.f5
Bes 7.Bh2 Bxh2 (7..Bd4 8.Bf4 Kxcq+ 9.Sxd4
winning) 8.b7 (8.5f6? Bes 9.Sg4 Bds) 8...Bes
9.b8B (9.b8Q? Kxcg+ 10.Qxe5 c1Q+ 11.Sxc1
stalemate) 9...Bxb8 10.Sc7 Bxc7 11.e7 Bes
12.e8R (12.e8Q? Kxcg+ with the same stale-
mate) and White wins, e.g, 12...Bg7 13.Re6 Bd4
14.Re1 Bf6 15.Rb1 Kd3+ 16.Rb2 Ke2z 17.c5 Kd1
18.a4 c1Q+ 19.Sxc1 Kxc1 20.a3 Bxb2+ 21.Kaz.

Without wpc4, Black draws: 8...Kd3! 9.Sc1+
Kd2! 10.Kb2 Bes+ 11.Kb3 Kxc1 12.Sc7 and now,
12..Kb1! 13.b8Q c1Q 14.Kag+ Ka1 15.e7 and, e.g.
15...Qc2+ 16.Qb3z Qc6+ 17.Sbs Qa8+ 18.Kbg
Bd6+ 19.Sxd6 Qas+ 20.Kxas stalemate, or
14.Qbs Qc2+! 15.Kbg Qxc7! draws.

With wpc4, this cook does not work: 12...
Bxcy (now, after 12..Kbi1, 13.b8Q c1Q and,
e.g. 14.Kag+ Ka1 15.e7 Bd6 16.Qb3 winning)
13.e7 Kd2 14.e8Q c1Q 15.Qd7+ and 16.Qxcy
winning.

André Chéron was categorical: according to
him, even with wpc4, the study was unsound.
He published his analysis in his column in
France-Illustration in November 1955 and re-
produced it in the Journal de Genéve (June
10, 1956). The solution runs as previously un-
til move eleven: after 11...Kxc1, Chéron plays,
like in the version without wpcg, 12.f67 that
only draws. Today computers show that White
also wins 9.b8Q (b8B) followed by 10.Sc7 and
11.Sc1+. Therefore, the 8...Kd3 variation in this
version has become irrelevant.

Chéron concluded in the Journal de
Genéve: ‘It is almost certain that this study can-
not be saved. But only two weeks later (June
24, 1958), he published (and approved) in his
column a correction with a wShi by his friend
Harold Lommer. An ugly addition to quickly
forget (the setting with wPc4 is sound), since
that immobile knight creates a second solu-
tion... (2.Kb2 and White wins). Moreover it
has a second solution (HHdbV#69471).

The second and fourth prize were also un-

sound in their original setting. Fortunately,
both could be corrected:

P.5 Zinovy M. Birnov
2nd prize Vechernyaya Moskva 1932-1933
(correction J. van Reek, EG13 1968)
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1.d7 Bf6 2.h6 Sb4 3.d8Q (d8R) BxdS8 4.Bd4
Sd3+ 5.Kf3 Sf4 6. Kxf4 Bgs+ 7.Kf5 Bxh6 8.Bf2+
Khs 9.g4 mate.
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P.6 Mark S. Liburkin
4th prize Vechernyaya Moskva 1932-1933
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1.Rf1 Bf2 2.Rh1 (Kg7? Kds;) 2...Bg1 3.Sb6
Kes 4.Sd6! (4.Sc5? Kf4 5.Sds+ Kf3 and Black
draws) 4...Kf4 (4...Kxd6 5.Sc4+ Kds 6.Sd2 and
White wins) 5.8ds5+ Kf3 6.5f5 Kg2 7.5f4+ Kf3
8.5g6 Kg2 9.Sgh4+ Kxhi 10.Sg3 mate.

In 2011, it was discovered that 2.Sas! also
wins: 2...Bg1 3.5c7+ Kes 4.Scq4+ Kegq 5.5d6+
Kd3 (5...Kes 6.Rfs+ Kxd6 7.Sbs+ Ke6 8.Rhs or
5..Ke3 6.5f5+ Ke2 7.Sg3+ and White wins)
6.Rf3+ Kez2 7Rh3 Kfi 8.5d5 Kg2 9.Sf4+ and
White wins.

The study can be easily corrected by adding
a bPbé: this additional pawn gives a new try
2.5d8+7? Kes! 3.5f7+ Kfg! 4.Rxf2+ Kg3 draws.

HHdAbV has five more studies published in
Vechernyaya Moskva, either in 1932 or in 1933,
none of them awarded. Some of these studies
have a precise date of publication and numbers
but some seem contradictory.

As in a former article, I end this article with
a wish. It would be nice to get new information
from Russian searchers who can find some an-
swers in public libraries.
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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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BY JAROSLAV POLASEK

I thank Gady Costeft for sending an im-
provement of his study from EBUR, the Dutch
magazine that fused with EG. He wrote “The
old study is correct, as far as I know, but relies
on many difficult technical variations, which are
both unpleasant to the reader, and potentially
wrong. The new version eliminates all such ana-
Iytic difficulties.”

I reproduce this study with the author’s
comments.

P1 Gady Costeft
1st prize EBUR 2003, version (original)
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1.Qc7 The bS should be tied down. Other-
wise Black exchanges the queens and wins, e.g.
1.Kg2? Qbs 2.Bh2 Sc6 3.Qc2 Sd4 4.Qd1 Qb3
5.Qxb3 Sxb3 6.Kfi1 Sd4 7Kgz Kgs 8.Bg1 Sxfs
9.exf5 Kxfs. 1...Sb7 1...Qd3 2.Kg2 Kg5 3.Bh2 Khs
4.Bg1 draw as bS has no moves.; 1...Qb3 2.Qxd8
Qxf3 3.Qds Kgs 4.Qc4 Khs 5.Qds Qe2 6.Qb3
f3 7.Qxf3+ Qxf3 stalemate or 4..Qd1 5.Qc3
Qe2 6.Qf3! Qxf3 stalemate. 2.Kg2! If 2.Qb8?
Qb3 3.Qc7 (Kg2 Scs;) Qxf3 4.Qxby Qc3 5.Qds
f3 6.Qd1 Bfg+. 2...Qb3 3.Bh2 Qb4 4.Qb8 Qbs
5.Bg1 Qb6 6.Bh2 Qc6 7.Qa8 Qcy 8.Qay Qc8
9.Qa6 Qb8 10.Qb6 Qa8 11.Qc6 Qa7 12.Qcy
Qa6 13.Qc8 Qb6 14.Qb8 Qc6 15.Qa8 Qcy
16.Qay Qdy 17.Bg1 Qey 18.Bh2 Qb4 19.Qb8
Qbs 20.Bg1 Qb6 21.Bh2 Qbs 22.Bg1 Qbg
23.Bh2 Qb3 24.Qc7! perpetual pin in all 8 di-
rections. Draw, because: 1) the bK and bB are

in a static cell, from which they can only escape
with outside help, 2) the wK is limited for dy-
namic reasons to g2, the wB statically to the g1-
h2 squares, 3) the bQ and bS are dynamically
controlled by the perpetual pin and one posi-
tion of domination (see EG#15130 for original).

The rest of this column is devoted to the
recently deceased Russian composer Albert
Mikhailovich Belyavsky (1934—2018) and
corrections of his studies. His obituary by Yo-
chanan Afek can be found in EG213.

Albert Belyavsky’s favourite theme was

“Duel of wB against bQ and bR".

In June of this year, Mario Garcia informed
me of the incorrect study P.2 and suggested
correcting it. Together with Peter Krug we
managed (see P.3).

P2 Albert Belyavsky & Leopold Mitrofanov
1st prize Volzhskaja Zarja 1986
.
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1.5g6+ Khy 2.5f8+ Kh8 3.Bf4! (Bc1 Rds;) 3...
Rds 4.Sg6+ Khy 5.Se5 g1Q 6.g6+ Kh8 7.Be3!
Rxes 8.Bd4! Qg3 9.Ba1 (Bb2) Tempo! After
9.24? exf5 10.Bc3 a5 White is in zugzwang - the
bishop’s move opens the way for the queen to
square b3 with check. 9...a510.a4! After 10.Bc3?
a4 11.Bd4 exfs 12.Bc3 Qxg6+ 13.Kxg6 Kg8 Black
draws, because the bP is already at a4 (com-
pare with the main line). 10...exf5 11.Bc3 Now
Black is now in zugzwang. 11...Qxg6+ 12.Kxg6
Kg8 13.Bxes and wins, because now the bP
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is at a5 (compare with 10.Bc3?) and the bK
cannot reach the saving corner, e.g. 13...K{8
14.Kxf5 Ke7 15.Ke4! Kd7 16.Kds5 Kc8 17.Kc6 etc
(EG#6836).

However, the study is unsound. After ;..
Qg3! 8.Bh6 Qxes 9.g7+ Qxg7+ 10.Bxgy+ Khy
11.fxe6 as! Black saves himself either by stale-
mate 12.a4 Rdy+! (or 12...Rg5 13.Bf6 Rg7+!) or
draws the ending 12.e7 Rdy 13.Bf6 a4! 14.Ke6
Rxe7+.

Paradoxically, the only way to win is the
second cook found by John Nunn (HHdbV
#27192) in 2008: 5.5e7! Rxfs+ 6.Sxf5 g1Q 7.Se7
Qd4 8.g6+ Kh8 9.Bgs Qg7+ 10.Kxe6 or 5...g1Q
6.g6+ Kh8 7.5xds Qay+ 8.Bcy Qd4 9.5f6 Qg1
10.Bes (HH underlines that this does not save
the study but rather means that it is multiply
unsound).

P.3 Albert Belyavsky & Leopold Mitrofanov
1st prize Volzhskaja Zarja 1986
Correction by M. Garcia, P. Krug
& ]. Polééek, original
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1.Shf3 Rdds! Completely hopeless is 1...
exfs (Rxas; £6) 2.Sf7+ Kg8 3.5xd8 Rxa3 4.Se1
Rai 5.Bg3. 2.Kf7! The try: 2.Kf6?! Rxes! 3.Bxes
exfs 4.Kf7+ Rxes 5.g6 fails on 5...Re8! 6.Kxe8
Kg7 7.Ke7 Kxg6 8.Ke6 f4 9.Kes Kf7! 10.Kxfg
Ke6 11.Ke3 Kds 12.Kxe2 Kcg 13.Sd2+ Kc3 draw,
because the last white pawn will be lost. 2
e1Q! 3.Sg6+ (3.Sxe1? Rxes or 3.g6? Rd7+!) 3...
Kh7 4.5f8+ (4.Sfe5? Rd7+! 5.5xd7 Rxfs+ 6.5f6+
Rxf6+) 4...Kh8 5.Se5! Rxe5 6.5g6+ Khy 7.5xes5
Qg1! 8.g6+ Kh8 9.Be3! This is almost the same
position as in P.3 with a small but substantial
difference that bRds is now at a5, so 9...Qg3
does not rescues Black, because 10.Bd4! leads
to the main line (Rxes; Bai). 9...Rxe5 and

further as in P2: 10.Bd4! Qg3 11.Ba1 (Bb2) as
12.a4! exfs 13.B¢c3! zz, wins.

When I wrote this column I remembered my
earlier article “Neni Béljavskij jako Béljavskij”
(“He's not the Belyavsky like the Belyavsky”) in
Sachovd Skladba no. 126 (January 2015). At the
time, Yevgeny Fomichev wrote to me advising
that the first name of the composer A. Belyavsky
is Albert and therefore he is not the Ukrainian
GM Aleksander. He added: “Albert rarely pub-
lishes studies, but they are all clear, with a sharp
play, expressive finale, and minimal analytical
lines. It is a pleasure to solve them!”

In this article, I introduced his excellent
studies to Czech readers. Among them was
P.4, in which the author managed to correct P.2.
This study is elegant, correct and economical,
but the zugzwang finale does not reach its orig-
inal depth. So P.3 has a right to exist.

P.4 Albert Belyavsky
special hon. mention Bron 2009
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1.g4 e2 2.g5! (2.513? exf5 3.g5 Rbs) 2...e1Q
2...Rxes5 3.Bxes e1Q 4.Bg7 and 5.g6 mate. 3.Bf4!
Qg1 4.g6+ Kh8 5.Be3! Rxes (5..Qg3 6.Bh6)
6.Bd4! Qg3 7.b4! (7.Bc3? a5 8.Bd4 exfs 9.Bc3
a4) 7...exfs 8.Bc3! Qxc3 9.g7+ Khy 10.g8Q+
Kh6 11.Qg6 mate (EG#18242).

(P.5) The interesting idea of two echo mates
unfortunately is unsound. We first look at the
author’s solution: 1.e7 Bg6 2.5f3 Sfs+ 3.Kg4
Sxe7 4.Bc3+ Kg8 (4..Khy 5.5g5+ Khé 6.Bgy
mate) 5.5f6+ Kf8 (5..Kg7 6.Sds5+ Kf7 7.Ses+
Ke8 8.Sxey; 5..Kf7 6.Sg5+ Kf8 7.Bcs) 6.Bbg4,
and:

— Kf7 7.8g5+ Kxf6 8.Bc3 mate, or:
— Bf5+ 7.Kh5 Kf7 8.Sg5+ Kxf6 9.Bc3 mate.

— 16 —
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Ps5 Albert Belyavsky
Molodoj Leninets 1981
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The study is devalued by two extra solutions:

3.Kf4! Sxe7 4.Bcz+ Khy 5.5f6+ Khé 6.Bbg
Sf5 7.Bf8+ Sg7 8.Sg5 Bf7 9.Sg4+ Kg6 10.Se5+, or:
2.Kg4! Sfs5 3.Bh4 Sxh4 4.Kxhg4.

Mario Garcia attempted to correct the study
by adding bSf3 (Estudios Artisticos de Ajedrez,
Vol. I, 2012) to eliminate the cook 2.Kg4. Ad-
ditionally he changed the study’s solution to
make the second cook 3.Kf4 Sxe7 4.Sc3 + Khy
the main line. Further, he proposed 4..Kg8
5.5f6 + K8 6.Bb4 Kf7 7.Sg5 + Kxf6 8.Bc3 mate
as the new second main line. Unfortunately,
the echo mate (line 6...Bf5+) from the original
was completely lost (HH: this correction must
be marked: “QC failed”).

Therefore, I attempt to rehabilitate Be-
lyavsky’s idea:

P.6 Albert Belyavsky
Molodoj Leninets 1981
Correction: Jaroslav Polasek, original
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1...Sh3+! 2.Kf5! White distracts the knight
to stop guarding the square f6. The immedi-
ate 2.Kg4? fails on 2..Bxg6 3.Bd4+ Khy and

the move Sf6+ is not o.k. 2...Se7+ 3.Kg4! 3.Kf6
Sg8+ 4.Kfs Sey+ repeats. 3...Sxf2+! (3...Bxg6
4.Bd4+ Kg8 5.5f6+ Kf7 6.Kxh3) 4.Bxf2 Bxgé
Po 4...Sxg6 5.Kgs wins, e.g. 5...Se7 6.Bd4+ Kg8
7.5t6+ Kf7 8.Se5+ K18 9.Bc5 winning the knight,
or 5..Bf7 6.Kh6 Sey (6...Kg8 7.5f6+ Kh8 8.Bd4)
7.Bd4+ Kg8 8.Sf6+ Kf8 9.Bcs with Ses to fol-
low and bSe7 is lost. 5.Bd4+ And further the
solution runs according to Belyavsky: 5...Kg8
6.5f6+ Kf8! 7.B¢cs and:

— Kf7 8.Sg5+ Kxf6 9.Bd4 mate, or:
— Bf5+ 8.Khs! Kf7 9.Sg5+ Kxf6 10.Bd4 mate.

P.7 Albert Beljavskij
4th hon. mention Bron JT 1980
Correction Jaroslav Polasek
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1.b7 Rf3+! Hopeless is 1...Rb3 2.5d2 h2 3.Rd1!
Rb6 (3..Rbs+ 4.Kf6 dxc6 s5.Se4+ Ke8 6.Scs)
4.Sc4 Rb1 5.Se5! a1Q 6.b8Q+ Rxb8 7.Rxa1 dxcé
8.5xc6+ and capture of the bR. 2.Kg6! The wK
must be near to the bK to close the mate net.
After 2.Ke4? (2.Kg4?) 2...Rb3 3.Sd2 Rb4+ 4.Kf5
h2 5.Rd1 dxcé6 Black saves himself, as the wK
is too far, eg. 6.Sc4+ Ke8 7.Sa5 Rb1. 2...Rg3+
2...a1Q 3.b8Q+ Key 4.Re1+ Kdé6 5.Qbg+ with
a mate attack. 3.Kf7 3.Kh6? Rb3 4.Sd2 Rbé6
5.5c4 Rb1 6.Rg8+ Key 7.Rg7+ Ke6 8.cxdy? ha!
3...Rf3+ 4.Kg8 Rg3+ 5.Rxg3 axb1Q 6.b8Q+!
Qxb8 7.Kf7! and Black can only prevent mate
at the cost of the queen.

The second line is 4...Rb3 5.8Sd2! White at-
tacks the rook with a tempo. 5...Rbg 6.Kf7! The
king must first return. Nothing gives 6.Se4? h2
7.Rd1 a1Q 8.Rxa1 Key! because after 9.Sc5? Rgg
+ 10.Khy Rg1 White even loses. Premature is
6.5c4? for 6... dxc6 with the fork threats 7.Ses
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a1Q! 8.Sxc6+ Kdy 9.b8S+ Keé6 10.Rxar Rhg
draw. As the bK arrives in time to support the
h-pawn the white knights not sufficient for a
win. Or 7.Sa5 Rb1! 8.Kf7 (8.b8Q+ Rxb8 9.Sxc6+
Kc8 10.Sxb8 Kxb8 11.Kf7 h2 12.Ra1 Kby and
the wK cannot capture the bPh2 in time) 8...
a1Q 9.Rdi+ Rxd1 10.b8Q+ Kd7 11.Qe8+ Kdé6
12.Qe6+ Kcs 13.Sb3+ Kbé6! 14.Sxa1 when White
even wins the queen, but after 14 ... Rxa1 Black
builds a fortress. 6...Rf4+ 7.Kg6! The king is
only safe on this square. 7...Rbg 8.Sc4! wins,
e.g. 8..h2 9.Rd1 Rb1 10.Kf7 a1Q 11.Rxd7 mate,
or 9.Se5 a1Q (Rxby; Kf7) 10.Sxc6+ Ke8 (Kdy;
11.b8S+) 11.Rxa1 Rxb7 12.Rd1 and 13.Rd8 mate.

The original study without bPh3 (EG#4412)
had a side solution, it won the movement of
the king to the centre (practically anytime dur-
ing the solution), e.g. 2.Ke4 Rb3 3.Sd2 Rbg+
(3...Rb6 4.Sc4 Rb1 5.S5a3! a1QQ 6.Rxb1) 4.Kf5 Ke7
5.Re1+ Kd6 6.Sc4+ Kxc6 7.Sas+ Kdé 8.Rdi+!
Ke7 9.Ra1 Rb2 10.Ke4.

P.8 A. Belyavsky
commendation Zadachy i Etyudy 2004
correction Jaroslav Polasek
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The wK’s exact slalom in this study is im-
pressive, after a short introduction it runs un-
til to c6. Belyavsky published the study with-
out bPg7, which allowed the extra solution
1.Rxh8! Bxb6+ 2.Kg2 with EGTB wins. Now
after 1.Rxh8? Bxb6+ 2.Kg2 Kc2 Black draws,
because 3.Rc8+ Kd3 is a draw even without
bPg6. 1.Kg2+! (1.bxay? Bhg 2.Rxhg4 Ra8) 1...
Rxh1! (1..Kc2 2.by Bh4 3.Rxh4) 2.bxay Rgi+

3.Kf3! black’s squares are taboo (Kxg1? Bb6+;)
and 3.Kh3 Rhi+ 4.Kg4 Rgi+ repeats. 3...Rf1+
4.Ke2! (4.Keq? Re1+ 5.Kds (Kf3 Rez+;) Rdi+
6.Kc4 Rci+) 4..Rf2+ 5.Kd3! (Kdi? Bas;) s...
Rf3+ 6.Ke4! (6.Kc4? Rf4+ 7.Kds5? Rd4+! 8.Ke6
Re4+ or here 7Kbs .Rf5+ 8.Kc6? Rf6+) 6...Re3+
7.Kds Rd3+ 8.Kc4! Rd4+ 9.Kbs Rds+ 10.Kc6
wins.

P.g A. Belyavsky & L. Mitrofanov
2nd prize Mongolian Thematic ty 1984
Version: Jaroslav Polasek
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I improved the original study by adding a
short introduction with sharp-pointed black
counterplay. 1.Rh8+ (Bxa4? Rds+;) 1...Kay!
We will see after move five why Black chooses
this retreat. 2.Bxa4 bs! In the original position
Black had an unnatural tripled pawn (wBag-
>f7, bRd7->b7, bPb3) and the next move was
a capture. Now White has a choice. 3.Bb3! The
only move! 3.Bxbs? fails on Rds+, and 3.Bc2?
Rd2! gives Black a decisive tempo to advance
the pawns, e.g. 4.Be4 f2 5.Rh1 Re2 6.Bg2 (Bd3
Res!;) 6...b3 7.Rb1 Re1 8.Rxb3 Rg1 or here: 4.Bfs
Rg2+ 5.Kf4 f2 6.Bd3 Rg1 7.Keq f1Q 8.Bxf1 Rxf1
9.Kd3 Rc1. 3...Rg7+ 4.Khs! This is the key de-
fence: White sees a stalemate rescue ahead.
4.Kf4 f2 5.Rh1 Rg1 is hopeless. 4..Rf7! 5.Bxf7
f2 After the wrong 1..Kby this Black mane-
uver would not be possible as White would
clear the f-file with check (Bds+) and even win.
6.Rh7 Kb8 7.Rh8+ Kc7 8.Rh7y Kd8 9.Rh8+
Ke7 10.Re8+! (10.Rh7? 11.Kf8 Rh8+ 12.Kxf7)
10...Kd7 11.Rf8 Ke7 12.Re8+ Kxf7 13.Re4! f1Q
14.Rf4+ Qxf4 stalemate.

— 18 —
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P1o A. Belyavsky & M. Zinar
3rd prize Molodoj Leninets (Kurgan) 1985
correction Jaroslav Polasek 2019
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After the introduction 1.Kg1 h2+ 2.Khi
White must get rid of his pawns in time to save
with a stalemate:

— exd6 3.e4! The try 3.c4?! is bad because of
3...¢c6! 4.d3 (d4 ds;) Kd2! 5.e4 cs5. 3...Kd3!
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4.c4 Kd4! 5.¢5! dxcs 6.e5 Kds 7.6 Kdé6 8.e7
Kd7 9.d3!! After 9.d4? c4 10.d5 c3 11.d6 c2
12.e8Q+ Kxe8 13.d7+ Kf7! Black wins. Af-
ter the text move Black is in zugzwang. 9...
Ke8 or 9...c6 10.d4 c4 11.d5 ¢3 12.dxc6+ Kxe7
13.c7. 10.d4 ¢4 11.d5 ¢3 12.d6 c2 13.d7+ Kxd7
14.e8Q+ Kxe8 stalemate, or:

— cxd6 with symmetrical play 3.c4! Kd3 4.e4
Kd4 s5.e5 dxes 6.c5 Kds 7.c6 Kdé6 8.c7 Kdy
9.d3 Kc8 10.d4 e4 11.d5 €3 12.d6 e2 13.d7+
Kxd7 14.¢8Q+ Kxc8 stalemate.

The original position (WPc3-> c2) was un-
sound. After 2...exd6! 3.e4 Black plays 3...c5,
and the author’s solution 3.c4 Kd3 4.e4 fails on
3...c6! 4.d3 Kd2! 5.e4 c5 6.d4 cxd4 and Black
promotes to queen with check.

All these studies with detailed analyses can be
found at www.sach.cz/download/eg219_jp.pgn
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A helping aid for the composing process

BY AMATZIA AVNI

I sometimes show half-baked studies to oth-
er composers, (usually through e-mail) for con-
sultation. On some occasions I receive illumi-

nating feedback which changes my approach.

For instance, concerning one of my studies,
Gady Costeff remarked “I'ld try to end it with a
mate” so I turned this piece from a draw-study
to a win. Another time, Martin Minski wrote “I
think the try is better than the solution. Maybe
you can change the colours?”. I accepted, and it
was beneficial for the study. In yet another case,
Yochanan Afek recommended staying with the
miniature version (instead of the 8-pieces rich-
er-content version).

None of these suggestions are extraordi-
nary and I have definitely taken such lines of
thinking into account on other occasions but
the point is, that in these specific cases, it didn’t
occur to me.

I reflected on my studies: am I doing sys-
tematic, structured, planned work or are things
happening by chance? After a careful check, I
had to admit that frequently chance and good
luck are influential ingredients in my creations.

A.1 Amatzia Avni
2nd commendation Gravura 2018
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1.Re7+ Kf8 2.Rf7+ Kg8 3.g6 Ray! A strong
shot: 4.Rxa7 Qxf6 wins for Black.

4.Kb8! White exploits the fact that his rook
is taboo: 4..Rxf7 5.exf7+ Kf8 6.g7+ draws.

4.Kd8? is natural, but bad: 4...Qh4! 5.Rxay
Qxf6+ 6.7 Qdé6+ and Black wins. 4...Ra1
5.Kc8!

A second quiet move, a queen short! The im-
mediate 5.Rg7+? loses to 5..Qxgy 6.fxg7 Kxgy.
After the text-move, White intends 6.Rg7+, as
after 6...Qxgy 7.fxg7 Kxg7 8.7 it is a draw. Now
Black may choose between two drawing lines:

— Ray 6.Kb8 Rai (6..Ra6 7.e7 (g7) draws)
7.Kc8 draws, or:
— Ra8+ 6.Kdy Ray+ 7.Ke8 Ra8+ (7..Qh6

8.Rxay Qf8+ 9.Kdy Qxf6 10.e7 Qfs+ 11.Kd8
draws) 8.Kd7 draws (EG#22461).

A.2 Amatzia Avni
2nd hon. mention Zinchuk-8o JT 2018
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1...Be3+! 2.Kxgq (2.Kg3? Bxb6+ 3.53 Bcy+
4.Khg Bd8+ 5.Kxg4 Ses+! 6.Qxe5 Qdy+ with 7...
Bc7 winning the queen) 2...Ses+! 3.Qxes (Try:
3.Kg3? Bgi+! 4.5f3 Bh2+! 5.Kxh2 Sxf3+ 6.Kh1
Bg2+! 7.Kxg2 Sh4+ Black wins by a fork) 3...
Bh3+ Three successive piece sacrifices!

4.Kxh3 Bfg+ (Bd4+; Qg3) 5.Be3! The saving
move, diverting the bQ to e3. 5...Qxe3+ 6.Kg4
Bxes 7.5f5+ White draws by a fork.

In study A.1 there are two symmetrical var-
iations where the wK heads in opposite direc-
tions. In all honesty, that was unintentional as
was the fact that both lines end in repetition
of moves. In study A.2 White loses in the try
by a fork, and saves himself in the main line
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by a different fork. Once again, an unintend-
ed effect. In another study of mine there were
composition elements which I was unaware of
until someone pointed it out.

Now, chance and luck are not obscene
words; grabbing opportunities is certainly part
of the creative process and a capable compos-
er should be alert to exploit chances with both
hands. Sometimes luck shortens the time it
takes to hit the right track; at other times, as
Paz Einat notes, “You try to reach a working
scheme... you move pieces, rotate the board,
start from scratch, change from diagonal to
a line, goes back, and suddenly you find that
everything sits in place... this kind of luck
comes after hard work”.

Ofer Comay comments: “I usually do not
have a structured plan, I just go along / flow
with the ideas... for instance, I once started to
compose for a certain thematic ty, and end-
ed up with a much more interesting problem,
which didn’t meet the thematic requirements.
On another occasion I started to compose a
short problem and had to make it longer to en-
sure soundness’.

My personal feeling is that the role of luck
and chance should not be large. I envy the com-
poser of A.3 which has three echo variations
with a decisive pin on neighbouring files. Such
work cannot be accomplished by accident. And
indeed, the composer improved on his earlier
1951 study, which presented two echo lines.

A.3]. Fritz
Sachove Studze 1954
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1.Bag+ Kxaq 2.Rxa7+, and:

— Bas 3.Bd8 Sb3 4.Bxas Sxas 5.Kc5 bs 6.Kb6
wins, or:
— Kbj3 3.Rxb7+, with:
- Kc2 4.Rc7 Saz 5.Bxc3 Sxc3+ 6.Kd4 wins,
or here:

- Bb4 4.Be7 Sa2 5.Bxb4 Sxb4+ 6.Kcs wins.

I wondered: is there a tool which would
make the composing process more ordered
and constructed, so that we won’t miss impor-
tant directions?

In the past I used to give lectures about crea-
tivity. I recalled that one interesting tool in this
field was the Osborn checklist.

Alex Osborn (1888-1962) was an American
creativity theorist. Among other things, he
developed the popular brainstorming process.
His checklist was devised to cover many as-
pects, so that people who develop a new prod-
uct, apparatus, or technology would make a
systematic inquiry and increase the chances of
generating effective and creative ideas.

His checklist, a version of it was later named
SCAMPER, looked at various angles; here is a
sample, a shortened list:

PUT TO OTHER USES: Are there new ways
to use it?

ADAPT: What else is like this? What other
idea does this suggest? Whom/what could I
emulate?

MODIFY: New twist? Change meaning, col-
our, motion, sound, odour, form, shape?

MAGNIFY or MINIMIZE: What to add or
subtract? Greater frequency? Stronger? Thick-
er? Multiply? Split up?

SUBSTITUTE: What else instead? Other in-
gredient, or material, or process, or approach?

REARRANGE: Interchange components?
Another layout? Other sequence?

COMBINE: Combine units? Or purposes?
Or ideas?

At first, the attempt to put some order into a
process which is largely associative and flexible,
may evoke objection; but the idea of this list, is
that if you go through it methodically, you are
less likely to miss anything of importance.



A helping aid for the composing process

I tried to build a composition-orient-

ed-checklist, based on the Osborn tool. It is
obvious that there will be significant differ-
ences between various composers and nat-
urally everyone is advised to form his own
personal checklist. What is presented here is a
preliminary attempt, open to suggestions and
improvements.

Generating an idea
Sources - recent developments in the field?

Sources — DB; practical games; other prob-
lem genres; our imagination?

Preliminary evaluation

— Anticipation check

Is the realization feasible?

Is the idea promising? Surprising? Interest-
ing? Clear?

Planning

— What should be the main idea / theme?

Concentrate around one idea or prefer an
assembling/blend of ideas and themes?

Do I want economy to take preference over
content, or vice versa?

Is my target audience the chess public at
large, or experts?

Looking at the work of other composers
who created with similar material — benefit
or hindrance?

Opting for a simple presentation or complex
one?

Constructional aesthetics (symmetry; echo;
reciprocal ZZ)

During the composing process

Is there a governing rule which direct such
ideas or settings?

If the idea doesnt work - perhaps move
pieces along a file or a rank?

(or) Change colours? (or) change pieces (i.e
Q instead of R, P instead of B)?

(or) interchange the piece formation? (or)
rotate the board?

(or) go back to the bare main idea, start
from afresh?

Does the soundness proof demand heavy
computer assistance?

How can I achieve active participation of all
pieces during play?
Searching for quiet, non-forcing moves?

Disguising the main point, make the solu-
tion less obvious?

Adding tries / instructive variations /
counter-play?

Could my small idea be transformed into
something big?

Can I duplicate the theme I demonstrate?
Can I find a new twist in this theme?

Is the introductory play, or the key move,
strong enough?

Connect try and solution? Connect various
stages of the solution?

Could the setting be more economical?

I'm stuck; seek assistance from another com-
poser or try to solve my problems?

It doesn’t look promising. Abandon/throw
the idea (or scheme) into the garbage?

When the composition is ready
Which version is the best?

Is the identity of the judge a relevant factor
in deciding on the best version?

How best to present the study (just moves,
quantity of text, number of diagrams)?

Send to a small ty or take part in a major
competition?
The flow chart is not rigid. For example, a

search for anticipation and check of feasibility
may appear at different stages, and even several
times, as the composition evolves.
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A.4 Selezniev

a6b8 0400.23 4/5 W1n

1.Rc8+! Kxc8 2.b7+ Kb8 3.d5! Kc7 4.bxa8B!
(4.bxa8Q? or 4.bxa8R? stalemate, 4.bxa8N+?
Kb8) 4...Kb8 5.Bb7! zz Kc7 6.Kxa7 wins.

A.5]. Timman
The Art of the Endgame 2011
After Selezniev 1935
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Jan Timman likes to correct and improve
other composers’ works. In his book The Art
of the Endgame (2011) he repeatedly shares
his feeling that a certain position has greater
potential, or could be enriched. About the Se-
lezniev piece (which, btw, takes forward a 1924
Kliatskin study), Timman says “it irritated me

that Selesniev’s study....
tory play”

In effect he asks himself what could be add-
ed, changed or replaced to achieve such im-
provements, what themes might be included.
the Dutch GM went on to add another rook
sacrifice (duplication) and a Phoenix effect.

1.Rc8+! Kxc8 2.b7+ Kb8 3.Rg5! (Rh5 Qf6;)
Qxgs (ds+; Rg6) 4.Bds Qxds 5.exds Kc7 6.bx-
a8B! Kb8 7.Bb7 zz Kc7 8.Kxay wins.

There are many trade-offs in the composing
process

lacked fitting introduc-

— what should be more important
— content or structure?
— is a good key worth clumsy after-play?

— what counts more — originality or bright
play?
The solution to these queries is subjective,
but if we delve into it in a systematic way, it
may direct us during our creative process.

In devising such a list, there will surely be
significant differences between study compos-
ers and problem composers. For example, real-
ization of a theme is definitely more prevalent
in problems than in studies. On the other hand,
the relevance of natural, game-like setting,
make sense only in studies. A win or draw is
a study-question only. More than one solution
might be appropriate in problems, but kills the
soundness of a study.

As I have said, the current list is not conclu-
sive, just a demonstration of what could be a
helping aid, ensuring that we do not miss im-
portant points.

Feedback is welcomed!



Review: The Royal Chess Couple in Action

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

In the period 2010 to 2015 my chess friends
Hans Bohm and Yochanan Afek published
the series “Wij presenteren” (We present) with
a volume dedicated to every chess piece. Al-
though the series was in Dutch, I mentioned
it in EG200 (p.80) and reviewed the last book
(about the Queen) in EG204 (p.94). The reason
for doing so is that the combination of chess
examples from practical play, some problems
and a lot of endgame studies was excellent, and
in itself more than interesting enough. After
all, chess is our lingua franca. In my review
I recommended an English (and German)
translation but I was somewhat sceptical as, in
particular, the enthusiastic and ironic style of
Hans” writings seemed to me difficult to trans-
fer into English.

Now the authors have published The Roy-
al Chess Couple in Action issued by Thinkers
Publishing, combining the two last two Dutch
books of the series: Wij Presenteren — de Kon-
ing — het Machtigste Stuk van het Schaakspel
(We present — the King - the most Powerful
Chess Piece), 2015 and Wij Presenteren - het
Sterkste Stuk van het Schaakspel (We present —
the Queen — the Strongest Chess Piece), 2014.

The English edition is not a complete
re-working of the Dutch books - but “only” a
translation. It is slightly disappointing to those
who already have the Dutch edition that almost
all examples have been taken from there. Only
the last topic with the strange title “joint queen
sacrifices” has more recent studies. If the au-
thors intend also to translate the other volumes,
I hope (for Dutch readers) that they will un-
dertake to include some more new examples.

Most of my conclusions in my EG204 review
still apply and I will summarize them here.
The book includes a chapter on the history

of chess which makes interesting reading, but
which is quite different from the rest of the

book and is perhaps overdue. The chess chap-
ters, in two parts (King and Queen) have nu-
merous topics with several examples (games,
studies, some problems). Those fragments are
the strength of the book. Both Hans and Yo-
chanan have an excellent view on what is inter-
esting to a general chess public. They also use
there own jargon. For instance, the first part of
the King chapter is entitled “shouldering”. This
hardly needs an explanation. See the example
(diagram 1 in the book):

H.1]J. Moravec
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“White does not achieve anything by 1.Kc4?
Kf2, nor by 1.a4? Kf2 and the black king is in
time to reach the a-pawn. Instead the enemy
king should be kept away from the battle scene
first”.

1.Ke2! Kg2 2.a4 Kg3 3.Ke3 Kg2 (Kg4; Ke2)
4.Kd4 wins.

Otherwise, the book is beautifully produced
and I highly recommend it to anyone who does
not have the Dutch editions or to those who do
but are unable to read Dutch.

The book was nominated for the book of the
year 2019 by the English Chess Federation.

Hans BOHM & Yochanan AFrEex, The Roy-
al Chess Couple in Action, Thinkers Publis-
ing, 2019, 384 pages, 240 diagrams, ISBN
978-94-9251-057-0.



Yerevan-2800 AT 2018

In total 34 studies participated in the Anniversary ty of the Armenian capital with Aleksey
Gasparyan and Sergey Kasparyan as the judges. They considered 34 studies by 30 composers from
14 countries. The provisional award was distributed in viii2018. There was a discussion about a
part-anticipation but, upon request, the judges informed me on 29ix2019 that they have now decid-

ed to declare the award final without any changes.

No 22750 David Gurgenidze (Georgia)
& Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Bds+/i Rf3/ii
2.Bxf3+ Kh2 3.Kh4 Sd4/iii 4.Rg2+ Kh1 5.Beq
Qe6 6.Rgqa+ Kh2 7.Bd6+ Qxd6 8.Rgz+ Khi
9.Rg6+ Sf3+ 10.Bxf3+ Kh2 11.Rxd6 a2 12.Rg6iv
a1Q 13.Rg2+ Khi 14.Rg3+ Kh2 15.Rh3+ Kg1
16.Rh1+ Kf2 17.Rxa1 wins/v.

i) 1.Bxb3? Qa1 2.Bd5+ Kh2 3.Rg2+ Kh3 4.Bd6
Qg7+ draws.

ii) Kh2 2.Rg2+ Kh3 3.Bd6 Qb2 4.Rh2 mate.

iii) Se1 4.Rh3+ Kg1 5.Bcs+ Kf1 6.Rh1+, or Qfy7
4.Rh3+ Kg1 5.Bc5+ Kfi 6.Rhi+, or Se3 4.dxe3
Qf7 5.Rg2+ Kh1 6.Bes, or Qcq4+ 4.Rgq Qd3
5.Bd6+ Qxd6 6.Rg2+ Kh1 7.Rg6+ Kh2 8.Rxd6
a2 9.Ra6 a1QQ 10.Rxa1 Sxa1 11.Bd1 win.

iv) Thematic try: 12.Rh6? a1Q 13.Kg4+ Kg1
14.Rh1+ Kf2 15.Rxa1 ideal stalemate with wKg4.

v) Compare with thematic try: now the wK
is at h4, i.e. no stalemate.

No 22751 Yuri Bazlov (Russia). 1.Rf4+ Kgs
(Kh3; Qc8+) 2.Rexty g1Q 3.Qds+ Sf5 4.Qxf5+/i
Khé6+ 5.Kf8 Qg8+ 6.Kxg8 Qga+ (Qe8+; Rf8)
7.Qg6+/ii Qxg6+ 8.Kh8 Kgs/iii 9.Rf1/iv Qh6+/v

No 22750 D. Gurgenidze

10.Rhy (Kg8? Qe6;) Qc6 11.Rg7+ Khg 12.Rhi+
Qxhi1 13.Rh7+ and 14.Rxh1 wins.

i) 4.Kf8? Qe8+ 5.Kxe8 Qez+ 6.Req Qxeq+
7.Qxe4 Sd6+ draws. If 4.R4xf5+? Kh6+ 5.Kf8
Qg8+ 6.Kxg8 Qe8+ 7Rf8 Qg6+ 8.Kh8 Qgy
mate.

ii) 7.Rxg4? (Qxg4?) stalemate, or 7. K872 Qg8+
8.Ke7 Qd8+ (Qe8+) 9.Kxd8 stalemate.

iii) Qd3 9.R4fs Qd8+ 10.Rf8 Qd4+ 11.R8f6+,
or Qg3 9.R4f6+ Khs 10.Rh7+ Kgs 11.Rg7+ win.

iv) Not 9.Rf2? Qh6+ 10.Rhy Qdé6 11.Rg7+
Khg 12.Rh2+ Qxh2 13.Rh7+ Kg3 draws.

v) Qhs+ 10.Kg8 Qg6+ 11.Rg7 wins.
No 22752 Yuri Bazlov (Russia). 1.a8Q+ Bxa8
2.Bxcq+ Kay 3.Rxe5 Rc8+/i 4.Kbs Rb8+ 5.Kas

Sc8 6.Re6 Rd8 7.d7 Rxd7 8.Ra6+ Kby 9.5f6 Rd6
10.Se8 Rxa6+ 11.Bxa6+ Kay 12.Bby, and:

— Kxb7 13.Sbs Sd6 14.Sexd6 mate, or:
— Rxby 13.Sc6 mate, or:
— Bxby/ii 13.Sbs+ Ka8 14.Sec7 mate.

i) Sxds 4.Rxe8 Rxe8 5.Bxds Bxds 6. Kxds Kby
7.5e6 wins (7JEGTB).

& M. Minski No 22751Y. Bazlov No 22752Y. Bazlov
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No 22753 P. Arestov

No 22754 O. Pervakov

No 22755 A. Avni

& D. Keith & Karen Sumbatyan & M. Minski

4th prize 1st honourable mention 2nd honourable mention
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ii) Sd6 13.Sxd6 Bxb7 14.S4bs+ (S6bs+) Ka8
15.5¢7+ Ka7 16.Sdbs mate.

No 22753 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel
Keith (France). 1.5f5+/i Khs (Kgs; Rd6) 2.Sg3+
Sxg3+ 3.Rxg3, and:

— Bcs 4.Rd6 Bxdé6 5.Rg5+/ii Khg 6.d8Q Rha+
7.Kxh2 Bxes+ 8.Sxe5 Rd2+ 9.Kgi/iii Rxd8
10.53+ Kh3 11.Kf2 Rg8 12.5g1+/iv wins, or:

— Rdi+ 4.Rg1 Rd3 5.Se3 Rxe3 6.Rgs+ Khyg
7.d8Q Rh3+ 8.Kg1 Bes+ 9.Rf2 Bxf2+ 10.Kf1
Bb6 11.Qh8+ wins.

i) 1.Rd6? Sg3+ 2.Kg1 Rdi+ 3.Rxd1 Bes+ 4.Se3
Khj3 and Black mates

ii) 5.d8Q? Rdi+ 6.Rg1 Rh2+ 7.Kxh2 Bxes+
8.Sxe5 Rxd8 draws.

iii) 9.Qxd2? stalemate.
iv) Avoiding the last trick 12.Rxg87? stalemate.

No 22754 Oleg Pervakov & Karen Sumbat-
yan (Russia). 1.hxgy Rhé 2.Bbs+/i Kxas 3.Be8
Bg8 4.Bf7 zz Kb6 5.Kbg Rhg+ 6.Kb3/ii Rgg
7.Kxc3 zz Kc6 8.a5/iii Kcs5 9.a6 wins.

i) Thematic try: 2.Be8? Bg8 3.Bf7 Kxas zz
4.Kb3 Rxg6 draws.

ii) 6.Kxc3? Rgs 7.Kd3 Kcs 8.Ke3z Kd6 9.a5
Ke7 draws.

iii) 8.Kd3? Kdé6 9.a5 Ke7 10.Bxg8 Rxg6

No 22755 Amatzia Avni (Israel) & Martin
Minski (Germany). 1.Se8+/i Kg8 2.Qc4+ Khy
(Kh8; Qf7) 3.Qf7+ Bgy 4.a7 Rai+ 5.Kh2 h3/iii
6.Qby (f4? Ras;) Rga+/v 7.Kxh3 Rg6 (Rgs; f4)
8.f4 Raz+ 9.Kh4 Ra2 10.5f6+ Rxf6 11.Qb1+ wins.

i) Logical try: 1.Shs+? Kg8 2.Qcq+ Khy
3.Qf7+ Bg7 4.a7 Rai+ (h3) 5.Kh2 h3 (Rai+)
6.Qby Rg2+ 7.Kxh3 Rgs 8.5f6+ Kg6 draws.

No 22756 Anatoly Skripnik & Pavel Arestov
(Russia). 1.b8Q+ Sc7/i 2.Qxcy+/ii Bd6 3.Rca+
Khi 4.5f2+ Sxf2 5.Qxc3/iii Qfi 6.Ke3 Sga+
7.Bxg4 Qf4+ 8.Kd3 Qg3+ 9.Kc4 Qxga+ 10.Kbs
Qfs+ 11.Ka6 Qfi+ 12.Kay Bh2 13.Qh8 Qg1+
14.Ka8/iv zz d6 15.Qhy/v ds/vi 16.Qh8 Qg3/vii
17.Rc1+ Kg2 18.Qb2+ Qf2 19.Rc2 wins.

i) Bd6 2.Rc2+ Khi 3.5f2+ Sxf2 4.Qbi+ with
mate attack.

ii) 2.Rc2+? Khi 3.5f2+ Sxf2 4.Kxf2 Bcs+ 5.Ke1
Qe6+ 6.Re2 c2 7.Qb2 Bbg+ draws.

iii) 5.Rc1+? Kh2 6.Qxc3 Bg3z draws.
iv) 14.Kb7? Qb1+ 15.Rb2 Qe4+ draws.

v) 15.Ra2? Qg3 16.Rai+ Kg2 17.Raz2+ Khi
draws.

vi) Qa1+ 16.Kb7y Qes 17.Qd3 wins,
vii) d4 17.Qh7 Qa1+ 18.Kb7 wins.

No 22757 Geir Ostmoe (Norway). 1.d8Q
Rxd8 2.e7 g4+/i 3.Kxga/ii Rd4+/iii 4.cxd4 Bxf7
5.Kf3 Bc1 6.e8Q/iv Bxe8 7.Rxci d2 8.Rc4+/v
bxc4 9.Kxe2 c3 10.Rb1 c2/vi 11.Rbg+/vii Kxbg
12.Kxd2 draws.

i) d2 3.exd8Q e1Q 4.f8Q draws.

ii) 3.Kh2? d2 4.exd8Q Bf4+ 5.Kg2 e1Q wins.
iii) First Proke$ manoeuvre.

iv) 6.Rxc1? d2 7.Rc4+ Bxc4 8.e8Q e1Q wins.
v) Second Proke$ manoeuvre.
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No 22756 A. Skripnik
& P. Arestov
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No 22757 G. Ostmoe
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vi) Bxhs+ 11.Kd3 Bg6+ 12.Kxc3 Bxb1 13.Kxd2
draws.
vii) Second Proke$ manoeuvre.

No 22758 Daniel Keith (France). 1.Sc8+/i

Ka6 2.Qg6/ii Rg3 3.Qxe4, and:

— 21Q4.Qc4+/iiiKb75.8d6+/ivBxd6 6.Qds5+/v
Kay 7.Qas+ Kby 8.d8S+/v Kc8 9.Qa8+ Kcy
10.Qb7+ (Qc6+) Kxd8 11.Qd7 mate, or:

— Re3 4.Qxe3 Bxe3 5.d8Q gi1Q 6.Qd3+ Kby
7.5d6+ Kay 8.Qh7+ Kb6 9.Qb7y Kcs 10.Qbs
mate.

i) 1.d8Q? Sgs++ 2.Kfs Rf3+ 3.Kxgs g1Q+
4.Qg4 Be3+ 5.Khs Qh2+ 6.Qgh4 Qes+ draws.

ii) 2.Qh2? Sd6+ 3.Kds Rd3+ 4.Kxcs Sby+
5.Kc6 Sd8+ 6.Kcy Se6+ 7.Kb8 g1Q 8.Qxg1 Rb3+
draws.

iii) Thematic try: 4.Qa4+? Kby 5.Sd6+ Bxdé6
6.d8S+, now the wQ is at a4, Kb6 7.Qc6+ Kas

No 22759 A. Stavrietsky
6th honourable mention

No 22760 M. Zinar
special honourable mention

8.Sb7+ Kbg4 and bK escapes, or 4.Qc6+? Bbé
5.Qc4+ Kas draws.

iv) 5.Qbs+? Bb6 6.d8S+ Kb8 draws!

v) And here the wQ is at as.

No 22759 Aleksandr Stavrietsky (Russia).
1.Bb8 Rasz+ 2.Rc3 c4+ 3.Kxc4 Rhg+ 4.Kbs Rxc3
5.c8Q Rxc8 6.Bxes, and now:

— Kg8 7.Baz+ Se6 8.Bxe6+ K8 9.Bd6+ (Bxc8?

Rhs;) Kg7 10.Bxc8 draws, or:

— Sf6 7.Bxf6+ Kg8 8.Ba2+ (Bxh4? Rb8+) Khy
9.Bxh4 draws.

No 22760 Mikhail Zinar (Ukraine). 1.Kb1/i
Kas/ii 2.Ka1 Kb4 3.Ka2 {6 4.Kb1 Kas 5.Ka1 Kb4
6.Kaz2 f5 7.Kb1 Kas 8.Ka1 Kbg 9.Ka2 f4 10.Kb1
Kas 11.Ka1 Kb4 12.Ka2 h3 13.Kb1 Kas 14.Ka1
Kb4 15.Ka2 h2 16.Kb1 Kas 17.Ka1 Kb4 18.Kaz2 hs
19.Kb1 Kas 20.Ka1 Kbg4 21.Ka2 h4 22.Kb1 Kas
23.Ka1 Kb4 24.Ka2 h3 25.Kb1 Kas 26.Ka1 Kb4

No 22761 O. Pervakov
& K. Sumbatyan
commendation
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27.Ka2 hé 28.Kb1 Kas 29.Ka1 Kbg 30.Kaz hs
31.Kb1 Kas 32.Ka1 Kb4 33.Ka2 h4 34.Kb1 Kas
35.Ka1 Kb4 36.Kaz2 wins.

i) 1.Ka1? Kc3z 2.Kb1 a2+ 3.Kxa2 Kxc2 4.a5 d3
s.axb6 d2 6.b7 diQ 7.b8Q Qbi+ 8.Kaz Qxb3
mate.

ii) Kc3 2.a5 a2+ 3.Kxa2 Kxc2 4.axb6 d3 5.by
d2 6.b8Q d1Q 7.Qc7+ wins.

No 22761 Oleg Pervakov & Karen Sumbat-
yan (Russia). 1.Qg7/i f6 2.Qgi+ Kc2 3.Qa1 f3
4.Kg1 (Kh2? f2;) Kxd3 5.Kh2 f2 6.Kg3 (Kxh3s?
b2;) h2 7Kxh2 b2 8.Qxb2 f1Q 9.Qbs+ Kc2
10.Qxf1 wins.

i) Logical try: 1.Qh8? f6 2.Qxf6/v Kc2 3.Qa1
f3 4.Kg1 Kxd3 5.Qc1 Ke2 6.Qb2+ Ke1 7.Qd4 Ke2
8.Qb2+ Ke1 positional draw.

v) 2.Qa8 Kc1 3.Qa3z+ b2 draws.

No 22762 Aleksey Sochnev (Russia). 1.c5
Rb2+ 2.Kh1/i Rxa2 3.Rxa2+ Kxa2 4.c6 Sc3 5.c7
d3 6.5f5/ii d2 7.Se3 Sds 8.c8Q Sxe3 9.Qa6+ Kbz
10.Qe2 Kc2 11.Kg1 zz Sds (Sd1; Qeq+) 12.Qeq+
Kc1 13.Qcg+ wins.

i) 2.Kg1? Rxa2 3.Rxa2+ Kxaz 4.c6 Sc3 5.c7
d3 6.Sf5 d2 7.Se3 Sds 8.c8Q Sxe3 9.Qa6+ Kb2
10.Qe2 Kc2 zz 11.Khi Kci, or 2.Kh3? Rxa2
3.Rxa2+ Kxaz 4.¢c6 d3 5.5f5 d2 6.Se3 Sa3 7.c7 Scq
8.c8Q Sxe3 9.Qa6+ Kb2 10.Qe2 Kc2 11.Kg3 Kb
12.Qd3+ Ka1 13.Qd4+ Kb draws.

ii) 6.c8Q? d2 7.Qc4+ Kbo.

No 22763 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine).
1.Qh6/1 Qdi+ 2.Kf2/ii gxh6 3.f7 Qxd2+ 4.Kg1
Qdi+ 5.Se1 Qxer+/iii 6.Kh2 Kgy 7.8Q+ Kg6
8.Qg8+ (Qe8+) Kf6 9.Qh8+ (Bf8? Bg6;) Kf7/iv
10.Bf8 Ke8 11.Bb4+ wins.

i) 1.t72 Qdi+ 2.Kf2 Qxd2+, or 1.Qh4? Bxd3
2.£7 Qfi+ 3.Kh2 Qxf7 4.Qd8+ Qg8 draw.

ii) Logical try: 2.Se1? gxh6 (Qxei+) 3.f7
Qxe1+ (gxh6) 4.Kh2 Kgy 5.£8Q+ Kg6 6.Qg8+
Kt6 7.Qh8+ Kf7 8.Bf8 Ke8 9.Qgy Kd8 draws.

iii) Kg7 6.£8Q+ Kg6 7.Qe8+ Kgs 8.Be7+ Kga
9.Qg8+ Khs 10.Qf7+ Bg6 11.Qxe6 wins.

iv) Kgs5 10.Qg7+ Bg6 11.Qe7+ Kg4 12.Qh4+,
or Kg6 10.Bf8 Kg5 11.Qg8+ Khs 12.g4+ win.

No 22764 Vladimir Bulanov (Russia). 1.a7
Bg1 2.Rc1, and:

— dxc1S 3.Kxcy Bb6+ 4.Kdé6/i Bxay 5.Kc7 Bb6+
6.Kd6 Bay 7.Kc7 draws, or:
— dxciB/ii 3.Kxc7 Bfg+ 4.Kd8 Bxay 5.b8Q+

(b8R, b8B) draws.

i) d1Q 2.Rc5+ Kbg4 3.Rc4+ Kbz 4.Rc3+ Kbz
5.Rc2+ Kb1 6.Rc1+ Kb2 7.Rc2+ positional draw.
HH: this was given as a main line, but in each
case also the alternative rook check draws.

ii) dxc1Q (dxc1R) stalemate.
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No 22765 Lubos Kekely (Slovakia). 1.Qg2
Qxg2 2.Rxg2 Bes 3.Ke6/i Sc4 4.Rgq (Kds?
Se3+;) Sxe3 5.Re4/ii Sxc2 6. Kxes5 Kby 7.Kds Kb6

8.Kc4 Kc6 (Saz+; Kc2) 9.Re6+ Kd7 10.Re2 wins.

i) 3.Rg4? Sfs 4.Rbg+ Kay 5.Rb3 Sd6 6.Ke6
Bh2 (Bg3) draws.

ii) 5.Rb4+? Kay 6.Kxes Sxc2 7.Rb3 Ka6 8.Ke4
Kas draws.

HH cooks a commendation: M. Hlinka
& L. Kekely (Slovakia): g2ds o411.24 b2f3cf7.
c2c3c6dsfag2 6/6 Draw. Intended: 1.Rb1 f1Q+
2.Rxf1 Rxf1 3.c4+ Kcs 4.Kxfi g2+ 5.Kxgz2 d2
6.Se5 d1Q 7.Sd3+ Kd4 8.Bes+ Ke3 9.Bfg+ Ke2
10.Sc1+ Ke1 11.5d3+ positional draw.

But: dxc2 2.Rf1 Rxf7 3.Bxg3 Ke4 4.Bxf2 and
now 4...Kd3 is a surprising winning position:
5.c4 Ke2 6.Re1+ Kd2 7.Rh1 c1Q 8.Bez+ Kxe3
9.Rxc1 ¢5 with a database win.

No 22766 V. Bulanov
special commendation

a_ |

%,@ / _

E E B m
o w

// V: Y

,/  Ea

o
74

//// %% %% _

=

C3C1 0206.02 3/5 Win

N

\

Y

No 22766 Vladimir Bulanov  (Russia).
1.Rh1+/i d1S+ 2.Kb3 Se3 3.Rd4 Se7 4.Rd3 S7f5/ii
5.Rg1 bs 6.Re1 Sh4 7.Rh1 Shfs/iii 8.Rg1 bg 9.Re1
Sh4 10.Rh1 Shg2 (Shfs; Rg1) 11.Rd4 Sf4 12.Rxf4
wins.

i) .Ra4? diS+ 2.Kb3 Sxhé6 draws.

ii) Syds 5.Rg1 Sf4 6.Rxe3 wins.

iii) Sf3 8.Rxe3 Sd4+ 9.Ka2 wins.



4th FRME 2018

The Royal Moroccan Chess Federation (FRME) has recently organized its 4th multi-genre com-
position tourney. We believe it to be the first time that there was also an endgame study section. The
tourney director was Vidadi Zamanov (Azerbaijan). Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina) was judge
and received 66 studies by 36 composers from 15 countries. Unfortunately, he decided to split up the
award into three sections: wins, draws, and studies up to 10 pieces. HH: The provisional award was
dated 13xi2018, and in xii2o19 the director sent me the final award (I failed to see any changes, but
the award doesn't state anything about). Unfortunately, hardly any editing was done: all lines from

a computer file were used.

Win section

No 22767 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.Rh1 ¢3 2.f7/i Bxf7 3.dxc3 Bcg 4.Rxc4 bxas
5.Rb4 axb4 6.c4 a5 7.c5 a4 8.c6 a3 9.c7 b3 10.c8R/
ii hs 11.Rc3 Rd2/iii 12.Rxb3+ Rb2 13.Rc3 Rb8
14.Rc8+/iv Rb2 15.Kf6 Rbs 16.Ke6+ Rb2 17.Kes
Rb4 18.Kds5+ Rb2 19.Kd4 Rd2+ 20.Ke4+/v Rb2
21.Bc3 e1Q+ 22.Bxe1 Rby (Re2+; Kd3) 23.Bc3+
Rb2 24.Bas Rb7 25.Bd8 Kb2 26.Bf6+ wins.

i) 2.dxc3? e1Q+ 3.Rxe1 Re2+ wins.

ii) 10.c8Q? hs 11.Bc3 e1Q+ 12.Bxer Rea+
13.Kf7 b2 and soon stalemate.

iii) e1Q+ 12.Rxe1 Re2+ 13.Rxe2 Sxc3 14.Re3
Kb1 15.Rxc3 a1Q 16.Rxb3+ Kc2 17.Bxa1r Kxbj3
18.Kf6 (Kf7) Kcg 19.Kgs Kd3 20.Kxhs Ke2
21.Bd4 Kd3 22.Bes Ke2 23.Kxg4 Kxf2 24.h5 wins.

iv) 14.Bes? Rbs 15.Bf6 Rb6 16.Bgy Rby+
17.Rc7+ Rb2 18.Kf6 Rb6+ 19.Kf5+ Rb2 20.Kes
Rb6 21.Keq4+ Rb2 22.Kd4 Rd2+ 23.Keq+ Rb2
24.Bc3 e1Q+ 25.Bxe1 Rb8 26.Bc3+ Rb2 draws.

v) 20.Ke3+? Rb2 21.Rc3 Rb8 22.Rc8+ Rb2
23.Kd4 Rd2+ repeats.

No 22768 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Sa3+ bxa3z 2.Qeq+ Kai 3.Qd4+ (Bf6+? es;)
Kb1 4.Qd3+ Ka1 5.Bxe1 Sd6+/i 6.Qxd6 Qgs+/
ii 7.Kbg/iii Qds/iv 8.Qxds exds 9.Kc3/v dg+/
vi 10.Kc2 Sf2 (Sfg; Bf2) 11.Bxf2 d3+ 12.Kc1 d2+
13.Kxd2, and: Kb1 14.Bc2+ Kb2 15.Bd4 mate, or:
Kb2 14.Bd4+ Kb1 15.Bc2 mate.

i) Qe8+ 6.Kb4 Qb8+ 7.Kag4 Qa8+ 8.Bas Qc6+
9.Kb3 wins.

ii) Qc8 7.Bf3 Sgs 8.Bc6, or Qhy 7.Bb3 Qb7+
8.Kag Qesq+ 9.Bbg Qa8+ 10.Bas Qeq+ 11.Kxa3
win.

iii) Thematic try: 7.Ka4? Qds 8.Qxds exds
9.Kb3 Kb1 10.Bd2 a1Q 11.Bc2+, or here 8.Bc3+
Kb1 9.Qb6+ Kc1 10.Bb3 Qa8+ 11.Kbg Qf8+
12.Kag4 Qa8+ draws.

iv) Qf4+ 8.Qxf4 Sxf4 9.Kb3 Kb1 10.Bc2+ Kc1
11.Bc3 wins.

v) 9.Kb3? Kb1 10.Bd2 a1S+ draws.
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No 22770 S. Slumstrup Nielsen

No 22771 1. Agapov

& M. Minski & M. Gromov No 22772 M. Campioli
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vi) Kb1 10.Bc2+ Kci1 11.Bd2 mate.

No 22769 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.f3 (f4?
Be2;) Rbi1 2.Rf2/i Rb2 3.Bg6 Rxf2 4.Bxhs Kxd8
5.f6 d5 (Rb2; Bg4) 6.Bf7 Rxf3 7.Bxds5 Rxh3 8.Kby
Ra3 9.Bc6 Rb3z+ 10.Bbs Rxbs+ 11.Ka6 wins.

i) Thematic try: 2.Bg6? Rxfi 3.Bxhs Kxd8
4.f6 ds5 5.Kb7 Rb1+ draws.

No 22770 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Bg6+
Kxg6 2.h8Q Rd3+ (Bc6+; Kes) 3.Kes/i Rds+
4.Kxds h1Q+ 5.Qxh1 Bc6+ 6.Kxc6 Rb6+ 7.Kxcs
Rc6++ 8.Kds/ii Rcs+ (Qes+; Ke6) 9.Kdsg
Rds++ 10.Ke4 Rd4+/iii 11.Ke3 Regq++ 12.Kf3
Re3+ 13.Kf2 Rf3++ 14.Kg2 Rf2+ 15.Kg1 Rga++
16.Kxg2 wins.

i) 3.cxd3? h1Q+ 4.Qxhi Bc6+ draws, e.g.
5.Kxc6 Qb6+ 6.Kds Qb3 +.

ii) 8.Kxc6? Qxa8+ 9.Kc7 Qxhi draws.

iil) Qd4+ 11.Kf3 Qc3+ 12.Kg4 wins.

No 22771 Igor Agapov & Mikhail Gromov
(Russia). 1.Rd1 (Sg4? a2;) Bb2 2.5g4 (Rd6? Bes;)
a2 3.Rd6 a1Q 4.Sg3+ (Sh6+? Kgs;) Kgs/i 5.5e4+
Kfs5 6.Sh6+ Kes 7.5f7+ Kfs5 8.5g3+ fxg3 9.e4 mate.

i) fxg3 5.Sh6+ Kgs 6.5f7+ Kh4 7.Rh6 mate.

No 22772 Marco Campioli (Italy). 1.d8Q

Bf6+ 2.Kxf6 a1Q+ 3.Ses, and:

— c1Q 4.d7 Qxes+ 5.Kxes e1Q+ 6.Kf6 Qai+
7Kt7 Qg7+ 8.Kxgy Qes+ 9.f6 Qg5+ 10.Kf7
Qxds+ 11.Kf8 Qcs+ 12.Qe7 Qxey+ 13.Kxey
d1Q 14.d8Q Qe2+ 15.Kf8 wins, or:

— Qxes+ 4.Kxes e1Q+ 5.Kf6 Qa1+ 6.Kf7 c1Q
7.d7 Qh8 8.c8S+ (h8Q Qxc7;) Qxc8 9.dxc8S+
(dxc8Q? Qxd8;) Kb8/i 10.Qxh8 diQ/ii
11.Se7+ Kay 12.Qc3 Qhs+/iii 13.Ke6 (Kf8?
Qh6+;) Qez+/iv 14.Kd6/v £1Q 15.Sc6+ Kaé
16.Qas+ wins.

i) Ka8 10.Qxh8 di1Q 11.Se7+ Kay 12.Qc3 wins.

ii) 1Q 11.Se7+ Kby 12.Qc8+ Kbé6 13.Qc6+
wins.

iii) f1Q 13.Sc6+ Ka6 14.Qas+ wins, e.g. Kby
15.Qa7+ Kc8 16.QbS.

iv) Qh6+ 14.f6/xx f1Q 15.5c6+ Ka8 16.Qas+
wins.

v) 14.Kd7? Qbs+ 15.5c6+ Kby 16.Qes Qb6
17.Qb8+ Ka6 18.Qa8+ Kbs draws.

No 22773 D. Gatti
and special prize
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No 22773 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.f85+ Kf6
2.e85+ (Sdy+ Kxey;) Key 3.5g6+ (Sc8+? Kxe8),

and:
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— Ke6 4.Sac7+ Kd7 5.5{8+ Kd8 6.Sfe6+ Kdy
(Key; Sfs+) 7.Sc5+ wins, or:

— Kd8/i 4.Sb7+ (Sf7+ Kxe8;) Kc8/ii 5.Sed6+
Kb8 6.h8Q+ Kay 7.Sbs+/iii Kxby (Ka6; Scs+)
8.5d6+ Kay 9.Qxg7+ Ka6 10.Qby+/iv wins.
i) Kd7 4.Sb6+ Ke6 5.58+ wins, e.g. Key

6.Sbc8+ Kd8 7.Se6+ Kd7 8.Sc5+ wins.

ii) Kxe8 5.h8Q+ Kf7 6.Sd6+ Kxg6 7.Qe8+

Khé 8.Sfs+ Khy 9.Qhs+ Kg8 10.Sh6+ gxhé

11.Qg6 was also given as another main line, but

dualistic: 7.Qf8+ Kxg6 8.Qf1 and White will
eventually win.

iii) 7.S5c8+? Kxa8 8.Sb6++ Kxb7y 9.Qa8+
Kxb6 draws.

iv) 10.Sc7+? Kas 11.Sb7+ Kb6 12.Sa8+ Kbs
13.c4+ dxc4 14.Sc7+ Kb6 draws.

No 22774 Alain Pallier (France). 1.b3+ Kxb3
(cxb3; Sd3) 2.Kxay+ Ka2 3.Rb2+ Kxb2 4.Re8
Kb3 5.5xg4 Bgi+ 6.Kby (Kb8? hs;) hs 7.5f2/i
Bxf2 8.Rxe2 Bd4 9.Re4/ii Bgi/iii 10.Re1 wins.

i) 7.Sh2? c3 8.Rxe2 c2 9.Re1 Bf2 10.Rf1 g5

11.5f3 g4 12.5d2+ Kbz, or 7.Rxe2? hxgg 8.Rg2
Bcs draws.

ii) 9.Rd2? Be3 10.Re2 Bd4 repeats.

iii) ¢3 10.Rxd4 c2 11.a7 c1Q 12.a8Q Qhi+
13.Kb8 Qxa8+ 14.Kxa8 wins.

No 22775 Aleksey Sochnev (Russia). 1.by b2
2.b8Q Rh8+ 3.Kf7/i Rxb8 4.Qxb8 b1Q 5.Qxb1
Sxb1 6.Sc5 Sc3 7.h6 e4 8.hy d3 9.Sxeq Sxeq
10.h8Q d2 11.Qd4 Kf3 12.Key zz Kf4 13.Ke6 zz
¢514.Qd3 zz c4 15.Qd4 zz ¢3 16.Kds5 wins.

e8g2 1304.24 5/7 Win

h3b7 0064.52 7/6 Win

i) Thematic try: 3.Ke7? Rxb8 4.Qxb8 b1Q
5.Qxb1 Sxb1 6.Sc5 Sc3 7.h6 e4 8.hy d3 9.Sxeq
Sxe4 10.h8Q Kf3 11.Qd4 d2 zz 12.Kf7 Sgs5+
13.Kf6 Ke2 draws. Thematic try: 3.Kdy? Rxb8
4.Qxb8 b1Q 5.Qxb1 Sxb1 6.Sc5 Sc3 7.h6 e4 8.hy
d3 9.Sxe4 Sxe4 10.h8Q ¢5 11.Ke6 d2 12.Qd8 Kf3
13.Qd3+ Kf4 2z 14.Qe2 c4 draws.

No 22776 Marco Campioli & Marco Mi-
caloni (Italy). 1.hs Sfg+ 2.Kgq Kc8 3.g6 Sxhs
4.Kxhs Bxe4 5.f7 Bxg6+ 6.Kxg6 Bdé 7.Kf5 Kdy
8.Sb3z Kc7 (Bf8; Kxes) 9.Sd2 Kdy 10.Sc4 Bf8
11.Kxes5 b3 12.Kd4/i Bg7+ (Kc6; Kc3) 13.Kds/ii
Kc7 14.Sb2 (Kcs? b2;) Kby 15.Kcq Kaé6 16.Kb4
Bf8+ 17.Ka4 Bh6 18.Sc4 Bf8 19.Kxb3 wins.

i) 12.Kds5? Kcy 13.Sb2 Kby 14.Kc4 Ka6 draws.

ii) 13.Kc5? b2 14.Sxb2 Bxb2 15.f8Q Basz+
16.Kbs Bxf8 draws.

No 22777 C. Quellet
special honourable mention
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No 22777 Charles Quellet (Canada). 1.5g6
Sf8+ 2.5xf8 Kxf8 3.h8R/i Kg7 4.Rhy+ Kxg8
5.Re7 wins.



4th FRME 2018

No 22778 D. Gurgenidze

No 22779 L. Kekely

& M. Minski & M. Hlinka No 22780 A. Avni
1st prize 2nd prize 3rd prize
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e2bs 0347.12 4/7 Draw

i) 1.Kxe6? Kxh8 2.Kfs Kg7 3.Kxg4 Kh8
4.Kxhs Kg7, or 1.Bxe6? Kxh8, or 1.5f7? Sf8+
draw.

ii) 3.h8Q? stalemate.

Draw section

No 22778 David Gurgenidze (Georgia) &
Martin Minski (Germany). 1.8Q Sd4+/i 2.Kd3
Sb2+ 3.Kxc3 Sdi+ 4.Kd3 Sf2+ 5.Qxf2 b2 6.5d2/
ii Bxd2 7.Ba2 Rxa2 8.Kxd4, and:

— b1Q 9.Qf5+ Qxfs stalemate, or:
— Bcea+/iii 9.Kxc3, and here:

- b1Q 10.Qcs5+ Kxcs stalemate, or:

- biS+ 10.Kb3 Rxf2 stalemate.

i) b2 2.Qf5+ Kb4 3.Qxc2 draws.

ii) 6.Ba2? Rxa2 7.Kxd4 b1Q no stalemate.

iii) Rag+ 9.Kds5 b1Q 10.Qcs5+ Ka6 11.Qc6+
Kas 12.Qa8+ Kb4 13.Qb7+ (Qb8+) draws.

No 22779 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1.Rf7+ Qxf7 2.Se6+ (a8Q? Qxc4+;)
Qxe6 3.Sa6+ Qxa6+ 4.Kxa6 Sc6 5.a85+ Kdé
6.Sb6 Kcs 7.5d7+ Kxc4 8.Sb6+, and:

— Kcs 9.Sd7+ Kd6 10.Sb6 Bc2 11.Kbs Bd3+
12.Kxagq Kcs 13.5d7+ Kcgq 14.Sb6 positional
draw.

— Kc3 9.Kbs Sd4+ 10.Kas Sc6+ (Kbz; Sxagq+)
11.Kbs positional draw.

No 22780 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1..Qg1+/i
2.Kd6 Qxa1 3.Rxf3/ii e5+ 4.Be6/iii Rxe6+ 5. Kxe6

b5c7 3135 31 7/5 Draw

€585 4423.03 5/7 BTM, Draw

Sd4+ 6.Kxes Sxf3+ 7.Keq4 Qei+/iv 8.Qxe1 Sxe1
9.Kes Sdz+ (Sf3+; Kd6) 10.Kd4 Sbg 11.Kcs
draws.

i) Rxf4 2.Qg7+ Kh4 3.Qh6+ Kg3 4.Bes Qf2+
5.Kxc6 Sb4+ 6.Kb7 draws.

ii) 3.Qxa1? Sxa1 4.Rxf6 Kxf6 5.Bxe6 Sc2 (f2)
and Black wins.

iii) 4.Kc7? Qxc3 5.Rxc3 Sd4 wins.
iv) Qxc3 stalemate.

No 22781 M. Campioli
1st special prize
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No 22781 Marco Campioli (Italy). 1.e8Q
d1Q+ 2.Key f1Q 3.Qg8+/i Kh6 4.f8Q+ Qxf8+
5.Qxf8+ Kgs 6.d8Q Qxd8+ 7.Kxd8 c1Q 8.Qf6+
Kga 9.7 e1Q 10.e8Q Qas+ 11.Key Qca3z+
(Qacs+; Kf7) 12.Kf7 Sgs5+ 13.Kg8 Qds+ 14.e6
positional draw.

i) 3.d8Q? Qxd8+ 4.Kxd8/xi c1Q 5.Qg8+ Khé
6.£8Q+ Khs wins, e.g. 7.Qff7+ Qxf7 8.Qxf7+
Kg4 9.Qg6+ Qg5+ 10.Qxgs5+ Sxgs 11.e7 Se6+
12.Kd7 Sg7.



4th FRME 2018

No 22782 P. Arestov
and special prize
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No 22783 D. Gatti

special honourable mention
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No 22782 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rey
Sxc6 2.Ray+ Ras 3.Rxas+ Sxas+ 4.Kag (Kbg
Sc6+;) Sxc4/is5.Rxe2 d3 6.g7 dxe2 7.g8Q Sba+/ii
8.Ka3 (Kb3? Baz+;) e1Q 9.Qa2+ Bxa2 stalemate.

i) d3 5.g7 d2 6.g8Q d1Q+ 7.Kxas e1Q+ 8.Rxe1
draws.

ii) e1Q 8.Qxc4, or Bc2+ 8.Kbg e1Q+ 9.Kxc4
draw.

No 22783 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.hy+ Kf8
2.g7+ Bxgy 3.dxe7+ Kf7/i 4.e8Q+ Kxe8 5.h8Q+
Bf8/ii 6.7+ Key 7.Qxf8+/iii Kxf8 stalemate.

i) Sxey 4.fxg7+, and: Kf7 5.g8Q+ Sxg8 6.hx-
g8Q+ Kxg8 stalemate, or: Kxg7 5.h8Q+ Kxh8
stalemate.

ii) Bxh8 6.f7+ Ke7 7.f8Q+ Kxf8 stalemate.

iii) 7.Qf6+? Kd6 8.Qes+ Kc6 9.Qxds+ Kbé
10.Qc6+ Kas wins.

No 22784 Daniel Perone (Argentina). 1.Kg4
Bd1 2.g85+ Kgy 3.Kf3 c4 4.a7 Rxey+ 5.Kg2/i

Rxby 6.a8Q Rf7 7.Qai+ c3 8.Qxd1 positional
draw.

i) 5.Kf2? Rxb7 6.a8Q Rf7+ wins.

Section max 10 pieces

No 22785 Peter Gyarmati (Hungary). 1.a6
Sbé6 2.S¢6/i Bes 3.Se7, and:

— Bdg 4.5f5 Bxgy 5.5xg7 Sc8 6.Kc6 g3 7.5hs g2
8.5f4+ Kh2 9.Sxg2, wins, or:
— Sa8 4.Kc6/ii Bd4 5.Sg5+ Kh2 6.Se6, and here:

- Bf2 7Kby g3 8.5f5 g2 9.5g5 Sg8 10.Kxa8 g1Q

11.Sf3+ wins, or:

- Bxgy 7.5xg7 g3 8.Sef5 g2 9.Sh4 Sf7 10.Sxg2

Sd8+ 11.Kdy wins.

i) Try: 2.Sg5+? Kg3 3.5c6 Be3 4.Sey Bxgs
5.5f5+ Sxfs 6.g8Q Be3 7ay Sd6+ 8.Ka6 Seq
draws, e.g. 9.Qg6 Sd2 10.Qxb6 Bxb6 11.Kxb6
Kf2 12.a8Q g3.

No 22787 M. Hlinka

No 22785 P. Gyarmati No 22786 V. Kalashnikov & L. Kekely
1st/2nd prize 1st/3rd prize 1st/3rd prize
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ii) 4.5f5? Sc7+ 5.Kas Sg8 6.5xe3 Sxa6 draws.

No 22786 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia).
1..Rh7+/i 2.Kg3 Sez2+ 3.Kg4 Se3+ 4.Kgs Rhs+
5.5xhs/ii a1Q 6.5f6+ Kd3 7.Ses5+ Kd2 8.Se4+ Ke1
9.Qbg+ Kf1 10.Qf8+ Ke1 11.Qh8 Qa3 12.Qhi+
Sf1 13.5f3+ Kd1 14.Qxf1+ wins.

i) a1Q 2.Qcg+ Ke3 3.Qd3+ Kf2 4.Qg3+ Kfi
5.Qg2+ Ke1 6.5d3 mate.

ii) 5.Kxhs? Sxf4+ 6.Sxf4 a1Q draws.

No 22787 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Sa6+/i Kby 2.Sxc5+ Kbé6 3.Sd6
Bc6+ 4.Sce4 Sg3+ 5.Kg2 Sxeq 6.Sc8+ Kcs 7.5e7
Bby/ii 8.g7 Sf6+ 9.Kh3 Kd6 10.g8Q Sxg8 11.5xg8
Ke6 12.Khg4/iii Kf7 13.Sh6+ Kg6 14.Sg4 draws.

i) 1.g7? Sxg7 2.5a6+ Kbz 3.5xc5+ Kb6 4.5d6
Bc6+ 5.5ce4 Sf3 6.Scq4+ Kbs wins, e.g. 7.5cd6+
Kb4 8.5g3 Kcs 9.5de4+ Kd4 10.Sd6 Kes 11.5c4+
Kf4.

ii) Bdy 8.g7 Sf6 9.g8Q Sxg8 10.Sxg8 Be6
11.5f6 draws.

iii) 12.Sh6? Bc8 13.Kg3 Kf6 14.Kf4 Be6, or
12.Kg3? Kf5 13.Kh4 Bf3 win.

No 22788 Anatoly Skripnik (Russia). 1.g6+
Kh8 2.Bb4/i Qc8+/ii 3.Kds/iii b2/iv 4.Bc3
St4+/v 5.Keq Sxg6 6.Sxg6++ Khy 7.f85+ Kg8
8.Sh6 mate.

i) 2.Bd6? Qc8+ 3.Kxb3z/vi Scs5+ 4.Kc3 Seq++
5.Kd4 Qc3+ 6.Kxeq Qf3+ 7.Kxf3 stalemate.
2.g7+? Sxg7 3.Bxgz+ Khy 4.£85+ Qxf8 5.Bxf8
b2, or 2.Bg7+? Sxg7 3.f8Q+ Qxf8 4.5{7+ Qxf7+
5.gxf7 Se6 draw.

ii) b2 3.Bc3 Qbs+ 4.Kxbs b1Q+ 5.Kc6 wins,
e.g. Qesq+ 6.Kd6 Qxfs 7.5d7+.

iii) 3.Kxb3? Scs5+ 4.Kc3 Sd3+ 5.Kdg Qd8+
6.Bd6 Qb6+ 7.Keq Qb7+ 8.Kez Qb6+ draws.

iv) Sc7+ 4.Ke4 b2 5.Bc3 Qxfs5+ 6.Kxfs b1Q+
7.5d3 mate.

v) Sg7 5.8Q+ Qxf8 6.5f7+ Kg8/vii 7.S5h6
mate.

No 22789 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Se4+ Rxe4 2.Baz+ Kds/i 3.Qdi+
Qd4 4.Qb3+ Qc4 5.Qd1+ Sd4+ 6.Qxd4+ Kxd4g
7.d8Q+, and:

— Kc3z 8.Bb2+ (Qf6+? Kd3z;) Kxbz/ii 9.Qd2+
Ka3z 10.Qd6+ Kaz (Kb3z; Qdi+) 11.Qd2+ Kb1
12.Qd1 draws, or:

— Ke3 8.Qb6+ Kf3 (Kd3; Qb1+) 9.Qb7 zz Qe6+
10.Kgs5 zz, and:

- Kf2 11.Bcs+ Kez/iii 12.Qbs+ Kd2 13.Bbg+
Kc2 (Kc1; Baz+) 14.Qag+ Kb2 15.Qa3z+ Kb1
16.Qd3+ draws, or:

- Ke3 11.Bai+ Kf3 12.Ba3 zz Qes+ 13.Khé6
(Kg6? Kg3;) Qe6+ (Qh8+;Kg6) 14.Kgs zz,
draws.

i) Kbs 3.Qb1+ Ka6 4.Qxe4 draws.

ii) Kc2 9.Bes Rh4 10.Qc7 draws.

iii) Kg3 12.Bd6+ Kh3 13.Qhy+ wins.

No 22790 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Re7+
Kdé6 2.Sf5+ Kcs 3.Rc7+ Kbg 4.Sd4/i Qhé (Kag;
Ra7+) 5.Bey+ (Bei+ Ka3z;) Kas 6.Bcs/ii Qh8+
7.Kay/iii Kag 8.Rb7 Qc8 9.Rbg+ Ka3 10.Sbs+

No 22788 A. Skripnik
special prize
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No 22791 M. Doré
honourable mention
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No 22793 S. Osintsev
special honourable mention
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Kaz 11.Sc3+ Kaz (Ka1; Rvi mate) 12.Rbs+ Qxcs+
13.Rxc5 wins.

i) 4.Be7+? Kbz 5.Sd4+ Kb2 6.Rb7+ Kc3, or
4.Be1+? Kb3 5.Sd4+ Kb2 6.Rb7+ Kc1 draw.

ii) 6.Ray+? Kb6 7.Rb7+ Ka6 8.Sbs Qh8+
draws.

iii) 7Kb7? Kag 8.Rc8 Qgr+ 9.Kc6 Qf6+
10.Bd6 Qxd4 draws.

No 22791 Marcel Doré (France). 1.Sd4
e1Q/i 2.5f3+ Kg3 3.Sxe1 Kxf4 4.Kdy, and:

— Kf55.5d3/ii e5 6.Sc5 e4 7.5e6 Shs 8.5d4+ Kgs
9.Ke6 e3 10.Kf7/iii Sf6 11.Sc2 e2 12.Sd4 e1S
13.5e6+ Kfs5 14.Sg7+ Kgs 15.Shs Seq 16.Ke6
wins, or:

— Keg 5.5g2/iv Kf5 6.Shgq+/v Kf6 7.5{3 e5 8.Sd2
Kfs 9.Sb3 e4 10.Sd4+/vi Kggq 11.Se6 Shs
12.Kd8/vii Sf6 13.58 e3 14.Sd7 e2 15.Sxf6+
wins.

i) e1S 2.f5 exfs 3.Sxf5 Sxf5 4.e8Q wins.

ii) Thematic try: 5.5c2? e5 6.Se3+ Ke4 7.5¢c4
Kf4 8.Sd6 e4 draws.

iii) 10.Sc2? Sgy+ 11.Kf7 Sfs 12.Sxe3 Sxey
draws.

iv) 5.5c2? e5 draws e.g. 6.Sbg Kf3 7.5¢6 e4
8.Sd4+ Kf2 9.Se6 e3.

v) 6.Se3+? Kf4 7.5¢c4 e5 8.5d6 e4 draws.

vi) 10.S¢5? e3 11.Se6 Shs 12.Kd8 Sf6 draws.
vii) 12.Kd6? Sf6, or 12.Ke8? e3 draw.

No 22792 Lubos Kekely (Slovakia). 1.Bg2+

(Bcg+? Kc6;) Ke6 2.Rg6+ Rf6 3.Rxf6+/i Kxf6
4.Khe Qf2/ii 5.Bg5+ Ke6 6.b8Q Qxg2 7.Qg8+/

iii Kdy 8.Qd8+ Ke6 9.Qey+ Kf5 10.Qf6+ Kg4
11.Qf4+ Kh3 12.Qh4 mate.

i) 3.Kg7? Rxg6+ 4.Kxg6 Qg1 draws, or 3.Be4?
Rxg6 4.Kxg6 Qg1+ draws.

ii) Qa2 5.Bgs+ Kf7 6.b8Q Qe6+ 7.Khs Qe2+
8.Kh4 wins.

iii) 7.Qb6+? Kes 8.Qcy+ Kdg, or 7.Qe8+?
Kdé6 8.Qf8+ Kc7 9.Qd8+ Kby draw.

No 22793 Sergey Osintsev (Russia). 1.5f7
Bc3/i2.h6/ii f5 3.h7 f4/iii 4.Kc2 Bd4 5.h8Q Bxh8
6.Sxh8 f3 (Kfs; f7) 7.Kd2 Kf4 8.5f7/iv Scs 9.Ke1/v
Se410.5h6 f2+ 11.Ke2 (Kf1? Kf3;) zz Kg3 12.5f5+
Kg2 13.Sh4+/vi Kg1 14.5f3+ draws.

i) Kfs5 2.Sd6+ Kgq 3.h6 f5 4.Kc2 Bf2 5.Kc3
Bhy4 6.Se8 Sc7 7.Sxc7 draws.

ii) 2.Kc2? Bd4 3.h6 f5 4.h7 Sbg+ 5.Kd2 Sc6
6.h8Q Bxh8 7.Sxh8 Ses wins.

iii) Sb4 4.h8Q Bxh8 5.S5xh8 f4 6.5f7 {3 7.5g5+
draws.

ix) 8.Sg6+? Kg3 9.Ke1 Sb4 10.Se5 Sc2+ 11.Kf1
Se3+ 12.Ke1 f2+ wins.

x) Thematic try: 9.Sh6? f2 10.Ke2 Seq zz
11.5f7 Kg3 12.5h6 Kg2 wins.

No 22794 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel
Keith (France). 1.Bbg+/i Rd2 2.Bxd2+ Kdi
(Kxd2; Rxh2+) 3.Rxh2/ii Qg6+/iii 4.Kai/iv
Qf6+ 5.Bcz Qxc3+ 6.Kb1 (Rb2? Kci;) Kei/v
7.Bbs Qb4+ 8.Rb2 draws.

i) 1.Kxc2? Qcy+ 2.Kb3 Kf2 wins, e.g. 3.Bbs
Kg3.

ii) 3.Bb5+? Qg1 4.Bc6 Kxd2+ wins.
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No 22794 P. Arestov

& D. Keith No 22795 A. Popov No 22796 V. Kalashnikov
special honourable mention ~ special honourable mention commendation
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iii) Qb7+ 4.Bb4/x Qxb4+ 5.Rb2 Qe4+ 6.Ka1
Qa4+ 7.Kb1 Qeg+ 8.Kaz2 draws.

iv) 4.Kb2? Qb6+ 5.Kc3 Qcy+ wins.

v) Qb4+ 7.Rb2 Qe4+ 8.Ka2 draws.

No 22795 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1.Qh8+
Bh3/i 2.Qai+ Qg1 3.Qa8+ Bg2 4.Qh8+ Qh2+
5.Qxh2+ Kxh2 6.Se4 d1Q (Bxe4; Ke3+) 7.Kga+
Kg1 8.Bb6+ Kf1 9.5g3+ Ke1 10.Bas+ Kf2 11.Bb6+
draws.

i) Qh2+ 2.Qxh2+ Kxh2 3.Se4 d1Q 4.Kf3z+
Kg1 5.Bb6+ Kh2 6.Bc7+ draws.

No 22796 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia).
1.Sa3+/i Kc1 2.d8Q Bfi+ 3.Sc4/ii Bxcq+ 4.Kay
Bf2+ 5.Ka8 Ra2+ 6.Kb8/iii Bg3+ 7.Kby Ba6+
8.Kc6 draws.

i) Logical try: 1.d8Q? Bfi+ 2.Kay Bf2+ 3.Ka8
Bg2+ wins.

ii) 3.Kas? Be1+ 4.Kagq Rb4+ 5.Kas Rb8+ wins.

iii) 6.Kb7? Ba6+ 7.Kc6 Rc2+ 8.Kdy Rd2+
wins.

No 22797 P. Rewitz
special commendation
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No 22797 Poul Rewitz (Denmark). 1.hs a4/i
2.h6 Bc2 3.Bc6 a3 4.Bds Beq 5.b6 g2+ 6.Kf2
(Kg1? g3;) g3+ 7.Kg1 zz a2/ii 8.Bxa2 Kxby 9.Bds5+
Bxds 10.hy Kxb6 11.h8Q wins.

i) Kxb7 2.Bg6 Bb3 3.h6 Bg8 4.Bc2 Kb6 5.Bag
Bhy 6.Kg2 Bg6 7.Kxg3, or g2+ 2.Kxg2 Kxby
3.Bg6 Bb3 4.h6 win.

ii) Bb1 8.Kxg2 a2 9.Bxa2, or Bxds 8.hy a2
9.h8Q+ win.
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The informal 2016-2017 tourney of the British Chess Problem Society was judged by Oleg Per-
vakov (Russia) who is by far the most prolific judge of all time (70 awards published in EG, while no
other judge has more than 40 awards). This is probably the most important informal contemporary
tourney. The endgame study columnist Yochanan Afek published 49 originals by 31 composers from
18 countries. The provisional award appeared in The Problemist xi2018 with a three month confir-

mation time.

No 22798 M. Minski

1st prize
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No 22798 Martin  Minski  (Germany).
1.Ra2/i Qb8 2.Bay (Sa6? Bxa6;) Sxay 3.5a6 Qa8
4.Sc7/ii Qb8 5.5a6 Rgi+ 6.Rg2/iii Rxga+ 7.Kh3
Rh2+ 8.Kg3 Rh3+/iv 9.Kxh3 Bg2+ 10.Kxg2
Qa8+ 11.Kg1/v Sxdy 12.Rb8+/vi Sxb8 13.Se6+
Kg8 14.f7+/vii Kxf7 15.Sacy draws/viii.

i) 1.Se6+? Kf7 2.d8Q Rxd8 3.Sxd8+ Qxd8
wins.

ii) 4.Se6+? Kf7 5.d8Q Rxd8 6.Rxby+ Rdy
wins.

iii) 6.Kh3? Bg2+, or 6.Kh2? Sf3++, or 6.Kf2?
Sd3+ 7.Kxg1 Qg3+ win.

iv) Qd6 (Sxd7+; Sxb8) 9.d8Q+ Qxd8 10.Se6+
Kg8 11.5xd8 Rg2+ 12.Kh3 wins.

v) 11.Kh2? (Kf2) Kf7 12.Rb8 Qf3.

vi) 12.5e6+? (Sc7? Qc8;) Kf7 13.Rb8 Qds
14.Rf8+ Sxf8 wins.

vii) 14.Sac7? Qf3 15.f7+ Qxf7 wins.

viii) the bQ is dominated along the entire
long diagonal.

No 22799 L. Salai
and prize
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No 22799 Ladislav Salai (Slovakia). 1.g7/i
Rxg7 2.Kxf3/ii Rey 3.Qg6+ (Ke2? Kfy;) Kt8
4.Ke2 Re8 5.Qf6+ Kg8 6.Kdi/iv e2+ 7.Ke1 zz
wins.

i) 1.Kxf3? e2 2.g7 e1S+ 3.Kf2 Sd3+ 4.Kf1 Rxgy
5.Qd6 Rf7+ draws.

ii) Thematictry:2.Kxe3? Rf73.Kf2 Rf8 4.Qg6+
Kh8 5.Ke1 f2+ 6.Kf1 Rf7 7.Qxf7 stalemate.

iii) 6.Ke1? e2 zz draws.

No 22800 J. Timman
3rd prize
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No 22800 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.by/i Sxby 2.5f6+ gxf6 3.hy h2+ 4.Kh1 (Kxh2?
Rh8;) Rd8 5.g6 Kh3 6.Bd4 Re8 7.Bes Rd8 8.5c3
Bxc3 9.Bd4 Re8 10.Bxc3 Rd8 11.Bd2 Ra8 12.Bas
Rc8 13.Bc7 Re8 14.Bxh2 wins.

No 22801 A. Villeneuve
4th prize
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No 22801 Alain Villeneuve (France). 1.Kdy
Rc4/i 2.Re1 (Ra1 Rag;) Rd4+ 3.Ke8/ii Rf4 4.Ke7
b4/iii 5.Ra1 Re4+ 6.Kd6 (Kd7) Rd4+ 7.Ke6 Rd8
8.g7 Rc8 9.Rh1 Re8+/iii 10.Kf5 Kf7 11.Ra1 Rc8
12.Ray+ Kg8 13.Kg6 c1Q 14.f7 mate.

i) Rc3 2.Ra1 (Re1) Rd3+ 3.Ke6 Rez+ 4.Kfs
Rf3+ 5.Ke5 Re3+ 6.Kd4 wins.

ii) 3.Ke7? Rfg zz draws, e.g. 4.g7 Rf3 5.Ra1
Re3+ 6.Kd6 Re8 7.Rh1 Kf7.

iii) Rf3 5.Ra1 Re3+ 6.Kd6 (Kdy) wins, or
Re4+ 5.Rxe4 c1Q 6.f7+ wins.

iii) Rc6+ 10.Kes Res+/xi 11.Kd6 wins.

No 22802 V. Tarasiuk
5th prize
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No 22802 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).

1.d4 Rc8 2.d5 Kf2 3.Kd2/i Kf3 4.Kd3 Kf4 5.Kd4

Kgs 6.Kcs/ii Kf6 7Kb6 (Kd6? Rd8+;) Rb8+
8.Kay (Kc7 Re8;) Re8 9.c7 Kes 10.Kb7 wins.

i) 3.Kd3? Kf3 zz 4.Kd4 Kf4 5.e5 Kf5 6.6 Kf6
draws.

ii) 6.Ke5? Re8+ 7.Kd6 Rxe4 draws.

No 22803 J. Timman
special prize
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No 22803 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.5d5+ cxds 2.exds Be8 (Bxc2; g5) 3.Bg6 (gs5?
Kd4;) Bxa4/i 4.Bc2 Be8 5.Bag Bfy 6.d6 Beé6
7.Bd7/ii Bxdy 8.g5 wins.

i) Bdy 4.Bfs Be8 5.d6 wins.

ii) 7.g5% Kf4 8.g6 Kgs 9.g7 Kf6 10.d7 Key
draws.

After A. Ornstein 2005 (HHdbV#9904).

No 22804 A. Avni
1st honourable mention
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No 22804 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.h4 Qdy
(Kg4; Se3+) 2.Bc6 Qxc6/i 3.Kh3 Qc4 4.Se3 Qe4
5.g4+ Qxg4+ 6.5xg4 a3 7.Ses (Sf2) Sf6 8.Sd3
Sds 9.Sc1 Sc3 (Sby; Se2) 10.Sd3 Se2 11.Sbg Sf4+
12.Kg3 Se2+ 13.Kh3 Sc3 14.5d3 Sd5 15.Sc1 draws.

i) Qc8 3.Bxaq Qc1 4.Se3 St6 5.Bd1+ wins.
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No 22805 H. van der Heijden
2nd honourable mention
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No 22805 Harold van der Heijden (the
Netherlands). 1.e8Q/i g1Q 2.Rc2+ Ka1 3.Ra2+
Kxb1 4.Rxh2 Qd1 (Qxh2; Qe1+) 5.Qg6+ Kai
6.Qg7+ Rd4 7.Rhy/iii Qf3+ 8.Kb8, and:

— Qag+ 8.Qay Qxay+ 9.Rxa7+ wins, or:
— Qb3z+ 9.Kcy (Kc8? Qe6+;) Qcz+ 10.Kdy
wins/iv.

i) .Rc2+? Kxb1 2.e8Q h1Q wins.

ii) Kb1 7.Qh7+ Ka1 8.Rh1 wins.

iii) Thematic try: 7Rh6? Qf3+ 8.Kb8 Qb3+
9.Kc8 Qc3z+ 10.Kd7 (Qc7 Reg;) Rxd6+ 11.Kxd6
Qxgy and Black wins. Thematic try: 7.Rh3?
Qag+/ix 8.Qay Qxay+ 9.Kxa7 Rxd6 draws.

iv) Now after Rxd6+ 11.Kxd6 Qxgy 12.Rxgy.

No 22806 A. Zhukov
3rd honourable mention
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No 22806 Aleksandr Zhukov (Russia). 1.5f6
(b7? Ra6+;) Raé/i 2.8dy/ii Rxb6+ 3.Kgs Rg6+
4.Kxg6 f4 5.Sc5+ Ke2 6.Se4 f3 7.Bc5 bg 8.5g3+
Ke1 9.Bxbg+ Kf2 10.Se4+ Ke3 11.Kf5 {2 12.Bcs+
wins.

i) Ra8 2.Bd6 Raé6 3.Sd7 Rxb6 4.Sxb6 wins.

ii) 2.Kg5? (Bcs? Rxb6;) bg 3.Sd7 Ras 4.by
Rbs 5.b8Q Rxb8 draws.

No 22807 A. Jasik
4th honourable mention
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No 22807 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Rhs
b2/i 2.Ba2 (Bh7? Rh8;) biQ+/ii 3.Bxb1 Rxbi+
4.Kg2, and:

— Rb2+ 5.Kf1 Bb6 6.Rc5 Rbi+ 7.Ke2 Bcy 8.Rds

Kf6 9.Rd7y wins, or:

— Bb6 5.Ras/iii Bay (Rc1; a7) 6.Rd5 Rb2+ 7.Kh3

Kf6 8.Rd7y Be3 9.a7 Bxay 10.Rxa7 wins.

i) Kxg8 2.ay Ra8 3.Rxas wins.

ii) B¢y 3.Bb1 Kf6 4.Rhy wins.

iii) 5.Rc5? Bxcs 6.c7 Rgi+ 7.Kh2 Re1 8.¢8Q
Bdé+ (Bgi+) and Black wins.

No 22808Y. Afek
sth honourable mention
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No 22808 Yochanan Afek (Israel). 1.Bfi
Qxf1 2.Qc8+ Sb7y 3.Qxb7+ Kas 4.Qay+/i Qaé/
ii 5.Qxa6+ Kxa6 6.a5 Rbs 7.b7 Rxb7 8.a4 Ray+
9.Kb8 Rb7+ 10.Ka8 Rb1 stalemate.

i) 4.Qds5+? Kxaq 5.b7 Qa6+ 6.Kb8 Rxb7+
7.Qxb7 Qxd6+ wins, e.g. 8.Kay Kas 9.Qb1 Qa6+
10.Kb8 Qb6+ wins.
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ii) 7.a4? Rxas 8.b7 Kb6+ wins.

No 22809 D. Gurgenidze
special honourable mention
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No 22809 David Gurgenidze
1.c7 Bxcs 2.¢8S+ Kb8 3.Sd6 Bxa3 4.Sbs, and:

— Rcs 5.Kb6 Bbg 6.Say Ka8 7.Sbs Kb8 8.Say
positional draw, or:

— Rxb3 5.Kag Rbg+ 6.Kas Rb3 7.Ka4 draws.

No 22810 D. Mijatovi¢
commendation
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No 22810 Dusan Mijatovic (Serbia). 1.5g7+
Kgs/i 2.5f5 g2 3.5d4 Kga (g1Q; Sf3+) 4.Se2 Kf3
5.5gi+ Kf2/ii 6.Sh3+ Kf3/iii 7Kfs5 Ke3 8.Kf6
Kf3 (Kd4; Key) 9.Kes Ke3 10.Kd6 Kf3 11.Kxdy
Kg3 12.5g1 Kf2 13.c6 Kxg1 14.c7 Kf2 15.¢8Q g1Q
16.Qcs5+ (Qc2+) Kg2 17.Qxg1+ wins.

i) Kg6 2.5f5 g2 3.Sh4+, or Kg4 2.5f5 g2 3.Se3+
wins.

ii) Ke3 6.Sh3 Kf3 7.Kf5 wins

iii) Kg3 7.5f4 g1Q 8.Se2+ wins.

iv) Kgq (Kg3; Sfg4) 10.Sg1 Kg3 11.Kegq Kf2
12.Sh3+ wins.

HH: This composer was 11 years of age!

(Georgia).

No 22811 P. Krug
commendation
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No 22811 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Sb6 Rg2
2.Re1/i Rg4+ 3.Sc4+ Rxcq+ 4.Kxc4 Ra1 5.Re2+
Kxb1 6.Kc3 g5 7.Rh2 zz g4 8.Rxh4 g3 9.Req g2
10.Re1+ Kaz 11.Re2+ Kb1 12.Rxg2 Ra2 13.Rg1
mate.

i) Thematic try: 2.Rh1? Rg4+ 3.Sc4+ Rxcq+
4.Kxc4 Ra1 5.Rh2+ Kxb1 6.Kc3 g5 zz 7.Rg2 h3,
and e.g. 8.Rxgs5 Ka2 wins.

No 22812 M. Hlinka, L Kekely & P. Arestov
commendation
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No 22812 Michal Hlinka, Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia) & Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.d7 Rhs+/i
2.Kxhs Bf7+ 3.Kh6 a1iQ 4.Rf8 Re6+ 5.Rxe6
Qci+/ii 6.f4 Qxfg+ 7.Khy/iii Kxe6 8.d8S+/iv
Kdé6 9.Kg7 zz Qf5 10.Sxf7+ Key 11.Re8+ Kxe8
12.5d6+ draws.

i) a1Q 2.Rf8+ Kes 3.d8Q wins.
ii) Qh1+ 6.Kg7 Kxe6 7.Rxf7 draws.

iii) Thematic try: 7.Kg7? Kxe6 8.d8S+ Kdé
zz 9.Sxf7+ Kez, or 9.Rxf7 Qg5+ draw.

iv) 8.d8Q? Qfs+ 9.Kh8 Qhs+ 10.Kg7 Qg6+
11.Kh8 Qh6 mate.
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No 22813 M. Minski
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No 22813 Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Qh2
Rxf3+ 2.Kg1 Ke3 (Rb1; Qxd6+) 3.g7 Rb1 4.g8Q,
and:

— Rfi+ 5.Kg2 (Kxf1? Bfs mate;) Bf3+ 6.Kg3
Rgi+ 7.Qxgi+ (Kh4? Rbs4+;) Rxgi+ 8.Khg
Rxg8 stalemate, or:

— Rg3+5.Qhxgs+ (Qgxg3+? Bf3+;) Bf3+ 6.Qe1+
(Kh2? Rh1 mate;) Rxe1+ 7.Kh2 Rhi+ (Re2+)
8.Kg3 Rg1+ (Rg2+) 9.Kh4 Rxg8 stalemate.

No 22814 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
commendation
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No 22814 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.Bb3z Bxb3 (Rxd6; Bxa4)/i 2.Bes+/ii
Kxes 3.d7 Rd6 4.a7 Be2+ 5.Kgs5 Be4 6.f4 mate.

i) 2.d7? es+ 3.Bf6 Bca+ 4.Khs Bdi+ 5.Kg6
Bc2+ draws.

No 22815 D. Gurgenidze
special commendation
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No 22815 David Gurgenidze (Georgia).1.b6
Ras 2.c7 Rgs+ (Rbs; Be6) 3.Kf7 Rg7+ 4.Ke8 Rey+
5.Kd8 Re8+ 6.Kd7 Rxc8 (Re7+; Kd6) 7.Kc6 Rb8
8.b7+ Ka7 9.c8Q Rxc8+ 10.bxc8R wins.

i) Rg8+ 5.Kd7 Rxc8 6.Kc6 wins, avoiding
6.Kxc8 stalemate.



Koranyi-MT 2019

Judge Peter Gyarmati considered the level of the MT for the famous Hungarian composer Attila
Koranyi to be high. Kordnyi especially liked complex structures (multiple main lines, thematic tries
and multiphase studies) so the judge took this into account. 30 studies by 24 composers from 15
countries participated. The provisional award was published in Magyar Sakkvilag ii2018, but it was
not declared final in subsequent issues. HH asked the judge xii2o19 and learned that no claims had

been received.

No 22816 A. Rusz
1st/2nd prize
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No 22816 Arpad Rusz (Hungary). 1.Bxc6/i
Bcs+ (Bxc6; Qxc6) 2.Ka8/ii h1Q 3.Qdi+ (Bxhi?

Bxag;) Bg4 4.513 Qxd1 (Bxf3; Bxf3+) 5.Be8 mate.

i) Thematic try: 1.Qd1+? Bg4 2.5f3 Bes+/iii
3.Kb8 Bd6+ 4.Kay Bes+ perpetual check.

ii) Thematic try: 2.Kb7? hi1Q 3.Qdi+ Bg4
4.5f3 Bc8+ 5.Kxc8 Qxd1 6.Be8+ Kgg and Black
wins.

iii) Avoiding c2? 3.Bxc6 cxd1Q 4.Be8 mate.

No 22817 W. Bruch
& M. Minski
1st/2nd prize
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No 22817 Wieland Bruch & Martin Minski
(Germany). 1.Rd6 Khi/i 2.Qb8/ii, and:

— g1Q 3.Qbuy/iii Qxb1 4.Rd1+ Qxd1 stalemate,
or:
— giR/iv3.Rd1/v ds+ 4.Qxc8 Rxd1 5.Qg4 (Qb8?

Kg1;) Rd2 6.Qg2+ Rxg2 stalemate.

i) e2 2.Qxcs+ Khi 3.Qbg g1S+ 4.Kgg Sf3
5.Qxe4 e1Q 6.Qxf3+ Kh2 7.Kxgs Qg3+ 8.Qg4
Qes+ 9.Kxh4 Qey+ 10.Khs Qxd6 11.Qe2+ Kg3
12.Qe3+ Kg2 13.Qe2+ Kg1 14.Qe1+ draws.

ii) Thematic try: 2.Qb6? giR (g1Q? Qba)
3.Qb1 Rxb1 4.Rd1+ Rxd1 no stalemate. Themat-
ic try: 2.Qxc5? g1Q/vi 3.Qc1 e.g. e2/vii wins.

iii) 3.Rd1? ds+ (d6+) 4.Qxc8 Qxd1 wins.

iv) g15+ 3.Kg4 e2 4.Qb1 draws.

v) 3.Qb1? Rxb1 4.Rd1+ Rxd1 no stalemate.

vi) Not g1R? 3.Qes5 Rg3+ 4.Qxg3 hxgs 5.Rd1
mate.

vii) Not Qxc1? 4.Rd1+ Qxd1 stalemate.

No 22818 M. Prusikin
3rd/4th prize
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No 22818 Michael Prusikin (Russia). 1.Bg1/i
Qas/ii 2.Qe1 Be6 3.Kb2 Bxc4/iii 4.Rb3z+ Kaé
5.Rb7 Qxe1 6.Ray+ Kbs 7.a4+ Kb4 8.a3 mate.
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i) 1.a4? Qd4 2.Qb2 Rb6+ 3.Bbs Rxbs+ 4.axbs
Bdi+ 5.Rc2 Qd3z+ draws.

ii) Qb8 2.Qe1 Kc7+ 3.Kc2 Bfs+ 4.Kd1 Qb1+
5.Rc1 Bg4+ 6.Kd2 Qb2+ 7.Rc2 wins.

iii) Rxc4 4.Rb3+ Kaé6 5.Qe3 wins.

No 22819 J. Timman
3rd/4th prize
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No 22819 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1..Be7+ 2.Kf7/i a4 3.bxag bg 4.e3 b3 5.Bea+
Khay/ii 6.5£3+ Kg3 7.5d2/iii cxd2 8.cxb3 Bcs 9.e4
wins.

i) 2.Kxe7? a4 3.bxaq b4 4.e3 b3 5.Be2+ Khé6
6.5g4+ Kgz, or 2.Ke5? Bd6+ 3.Kxd6 a4 4.bxag
b4 5.a5 b3 6.a6 bxc2 7.a7 c1Q 8.a8Q Qd2+ 9.Kcs
c210.Qe8+ Kh6 11.Qh8+ Kgé6 draw.

ii) Kh6 6.Sg4+ Kgs 7.5f2 b2 8.Se4+ Khé
9.5xc3 wins.

iii) 7.Bc4? b2 8.Ba2 Kxf3 9.Kxe7 Kxe3 10.a5
Kd2 draws.

No 22820 V. Tarasiuk
s5th/6th prize
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No 22820 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).

1.5a5/i Sd2 (g1Q; Sb3 mate) 2.Bxd2 g1Q+ 3.Bd1
Qxbé6/ii 4.b4 Qxb4 (Qxas; Bcs mate) 5.Bxby/iii

Bxas/iv 6.Bf8/v Bc3 7.Basz/vi zz Bd2+ (Bes; c4)
8.Kxd2 Kb1 9.c3/vii a1Q 10.Bc2+ Ka2 11.Bc1 zz
Qba1/viii 12.Bxb1+ wins.

i) 1.5¢5? (5xd8? g1QQ;) Sd2 2.Bxd2 g1Q+ 3.Bd1
Qxcs and Black wins.

ii) Qxd1+ 4.Kxd1 Kb1 5.Sb3 wins.

iii) 5.Sb3+? Qxb3 6.cxb3z Bgs 7.Bxgs stalemate.

iv) Bgs+ 6.Bd2 Bxd2+ 7.Kxd2 Kb2 8.Sb3
wins.

v) Thematic try: 6.Ba3? Bc3 zz 7.Be2 Bda+
8.Kxd2 Kb1 9.c3 a1Q 10.Bd3+ Ka2 and now,
with wBd3 after 11.Bc1 the bK escapes: 11...Kb3
and Black wins.

vi) 7.Bg7? Bxg7 8.c4 Bf8 draws.

vii) Try: 9.c4? a1Q 10.Bc2+ Kaz 11.Bc1 Qd4+
and Black wins.

viii) Now with wBca2.

No 22821 P. Krug & M. Garcia
5/6th prize
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No 22821 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Bf6+ (Sf6? hs;)
Kg8 2.Rxhy Be6/i 3.Sg5 Bxfs+ 4.Kg2/ii Beg+/
iii 5.Kg3 Qb8+ 6.Kh3 Bfs+ (Qc8+; Khg) 7.Kg2
Beg+/iv 8.f3 Bxf3+ (e1S+; Khi) 9.Kxf3 eiS+
10.Kg4 (Kf2 Qb2+;) Qc8+ 11.Khg Sf3+ (Qcg+;
Kg3) 12.Kg3 Sxg5 13.Rh8+ wins.

i) Kxhy 3.Sg5+ Kg8 4.Sh6+ Kf8 5.Sh7 mate.

ii) 4.Kg3? Qxe3+ s5.xe3 e1Q+ 6.Kfg Qf2+
7.Kes Qxe3+, or 4.Kh4? Qe4+ 5.5xe4 e1Q 6.Bxc3
g5+ 7.Kxgs5 Qg1+ draws.

iii) Qeq+ 5.3 e1S+ (e1Q; Rh8 mate) 6.Kg3
Qxf3+ 7.5xf3 Kxh7 8.Sxe1 c2 9.Bb2 wins.

iv) e1S+ 8.Kh1 Be4+ 9.f3 Bxf3+ 10.Kg1 wins.
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No 22822 M. Garcia
special prize
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No 22822 Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina).
1.Kd7, and:

— Qxg8 2.5f6 Qxhy 3.5ds/i f6+ 4.Kd6 Qay 5.c7
g3 6.c8S (c8Q? g2;) Qb8+ 7.Key Qb7+ 8.Kxf6
Qc6+ 9.Kg5 Qxc8 10.Sxb6 mate, or:

— g3 2.5xg3/ii Qay+ 3.c7 Qby 4.Rhé/iii Qds+/
iv 5.Rd6 {6 6.Se4 Qxe4 7.Bxbz+ Kxb3 8.c8Q
Qxf4 9.Rd3+ (Qc6) Kxb2 10.Qc6 (Rd3) Qcg
11.Qxf6+/v Kc2 12.Rd4 Qf1/vi 13.Qc6+ wins.
i) 3.5xhy? g3 4.5f6 g2 5.Kc7 g1Q draws.

ii) 2.Rg7? g2 3.Rxg2 f6 4.Bxb3+ Kxb3 5.Rd2
a4 draws.

iii) 4.Rh1? (Kd6? Qc8;) Qds+ 5.Kc8 Qa8+
6.Kdy Qds+ draws.

iv) £6 5.Bxb3+ Kxb3 6.Sxfs Qds+ 7.Sd6 wins.

v) 11.Qg2+? Qc2 12.Rd2 b3 13.Qe2 b4 draws.

vi) Qcs 13.Qgy b3 14.Qg2+ Kea/xiv 15.Qd2
mate.

vii) 13.Qxb6? b3 14.Qcs5+ Kbi 15.Qds b2
16.Rd1+ Qxd1 17.Qxd1+ Ka2 draws.

No 22823 S. Slumstrup Nielsen & P. Arestov
1st honourable mention
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No 22823 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Kf7 (Sf3+
Kg2;) Bc6/i 2.Ke6, and:

— Khi1 3.Sg2 Bag 4.5f4 (Se3? f4;) Bb3+ 5.5d5 f4
6.g7 3 7.g8Q wins, or:
— Beg 3.Kes/ii Bb1 4.5f3+ Kh1 5.Sgs/iii {4 6.g7

Ba2 (Bhy; Sxhy) 7.Se6 Bxe6 8.Kxe6 3 9.g8Q

wins.

i) Kh1 2.5f3 Bc6 3.5d4 (Sgs5) Bds+ 4.Se6 f4
5.g7 f3 6.g8Q f2 7.Qh8+ (Qhy+) Kg2 8.Qgr+
Kh1 9.Qh6+ Kg2 10.Qg5+ Kh2 11.Qes+ Kgi
12.Qg3+ Bg2 13.Qe3 Bds 14.Kf6 wins.

ii) 3.g7? Bb1 4.5f3+ Kh1 5.Sg5 Ba2+ 6.Kf6 Bg8
draws.

iii) 5.Sd4? f4 6.g7 Bhy draws.

No 22824 A. Avni & E. Amit
2nd honourable mention
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No 22824 Amatzia Avni & Eli Amit (Israel).
1.f6 Rd8 2.f7 Bxf7 3.Rxf7 Ses 4.d4+ Rxd4 5.Rc7+
Kds 6.Be6+ Ke4 7.Bfs+ Kds 8.Bc2 z Rc4+ 9.Rxc4
Sxc4 10.Bb3 wins.

No 22825 L. Kekely & M. Hlinka
3rd honourable mention
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No 22825 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1.Bbg+ Kcé6/i 2.e7+ Sf6 3.Rxf6+ Kdy
4.e8Q++ Kxe8 5.Rf8+ Qxf8 6.Bxf8 Rd8+ 7.Kcs
Sd7+ 8.Kby/ii Kxf8 9.Kxbs zz Kg8 10.Rey Kf8
11.Rhy Ke8 12.Rg7 bé/iii 13.Rhy Rb8 14.Rh8+
Sf8 15.Rh6 Sd7 16.Rh8+ Sf8 17.Rh6 draws.

i) Scs 2.Bxcs+ Kc6 3.7+ Kd7 4.e8Q++ draws.
ii) Thematic try: 8.Kxbs? Kxf8 zz.

iii) Rb8 13.Rg8+ Key 14.Rxb8 Sxb8 15.Kb6
draws.

No 22826 P. Krug
4th honourable mention

3 %7 a2
_ /VQ/ _
E/ @, //l/

/

Y Y 7, 7
/%’ /%,/ /%

_ _Hhss 7
,@/8%/
& 7

e1e3 3813.33 7/8 Win

N

No 22826 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Rc4 (Bes?
Qxd3;) Qd4 2.Rxd4 cxd4 3.Bes f4 (Sd7; Rgs
mate) 4.Bd6 Rxas 5.Ba3 Rc8 (Rxa3; Res mate)
6.Rxas Sd7/i 7.Ra8 Rxa8 8.Bc1 mate.

i) f3 7.Ra8 f2+ (Rc3; Re8+) 8.Kf1 Rc3 9.Re8+
Kd2 10.Rxf8 wins.

No 22827 A. Jasik
sth honourable mention
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No 22827 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Rxc6+
bxc6+ 2.Ka6 (Kxc6? a1Q;) Kb8/i 3.b7/ii a1Q
4.Rh4 Qhb2 (Qxh4; Qxa1) 5.Rh8+ Qxh8 6.Qb2/
iii Qd4/iv 7.Qxd4 Qxd4 stalemate.

i) a1Q 3.Rh4 Qhb2 4.Qxa1 Qxa1 5.Kay Qb2
6.a6 draws.

ii) 3.Rh4? Qc8+ 4.b7 Qxb7 mate.

iii) 6.Qg1? ¢5 7.Qxc5 Qad4 wins.

iv) Qaxb2 (Qhxb2) stalemate, or c3 7.Qb6
Qg1 8.Qxg1 draws.

No 22828 P. Arestov
6th honourable mention
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No 22828 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Ke8/i
Sxcs 2.S5xc5+ Kcg 3.b6 Sdg 4.Sbz/ii Kxba/iii
5.Kd7/iv Kc2 6.b7 b3 7.b8Q wins.

i) 1.Ke7? Sxcs 2.Sxc5+ Keg 3.b6!? Kxcs 4.by
Sd4 5.b8Q Sc6+ and Black wins.

ii) Try: 4.b7? Sc6 5.Sa4 Kbs 6.Kdy Sb8+
7.Kc8 Sa6 8.Sb2 b3 (Kcs) 9.f4 Kcs (b3) 10.f5 Kd6
11.Sd3 Key 12.S¢s5 b2 13.Sxa6 b1Q draws.

iii) Sc6 5.Kd7 Sb8+ 6.Kc8 (Kc7) Kxb3 7.Kxb8
wins.

iv) 5.b7? Sc6 6.Kd7 Sb8+ 7.Kc7 Sa6+ 8.Kbé6
Sb8 positional draw.

No 22829 E. Eilazyan
special honourable mention
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No 22829 Eduard Eilazyan (Ukraine). 1.f7
a1Q 2.£8Q+ Qf6 3.Bxga+ Kxg2 4.Sf4+ Kh2/i
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5.Qb4/ii Qhe/iii 6.Qb3 Kgs/iv 7.Keq+ Kga
8.Qd1+ Kh4 (Kgs; Qds+) 9.Qc1 Kga/v 10.Qg1+
Khg 11.Qf2+ Kgs/vi 12.Qcs+ Kga (Kf6; Qf8+)
13.Qf5+ Kg3 14.Se2+ Khg4 15.Qf2+ Kgs 16.Qf4+
Kgé6/vii 17.Qf5 mate.

i) Kfi (Kg3; Shs+) 5.Qbg Qes+ 6.Kf3 g5
7.Qb1+ Qe1 8.Qbs+ Kgi 9.Qxgs+ Kf1 10.Qg2
mate.

ii) 5.Qc5? Qf7 6.Qa3z Qdy 7.Qaz+ Kg3 8.Qg2+
Khg 9.Qh2+ Kg5 10.Qhs5+ Kf6 11.Sd5+ Ke6
12.Qg4+ Kd6 draws.

iii) Qf7 6.Qb8 Kg3 7.Se2++ Kg4 8.Qg3+ Kfs
9.5d4+ Kf6 10.Qd6+ Kgs 11.53+ Khs 12.Qh2+
Kg6 13.Se5+ wins.

iv) Qc6 7.Qb2+ Kg3 8.Qxgy+ Kh4 9.Qhy+
Kgs 10.Qhs+ Kf6 11.Qg6+ wins.

v) Qdé6 10.Qh1+ Kgs 11.Qhs+ Kf6 12.Sd5+
Ke6 13.Qfs mate.

vi) Kg4 12.Qg2+ Khg 13.5g6+ Khs 14.Qh3+
Kxg6 15.Qf5 mate.

vii) Khs 17.5g3+ Kg6 18.Qf5 mate.

No 22830 V. Tarasiuk & B. Buyannemekh
special honourable mention
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No 22830 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine) &
Bizya Buyannemekh (Mongolia). 1.Bf7 (Rb1?
Bfi;) Rxey 2.a7 (Rbi1? Bfi;) Rxay 3.7 Rxey
4.Bds+ Kxds 5.c4+ Bxc4 6.Rd2+/i Kcs/ii 7.Rxg2
Rf7 8.Rg6 Bd3+ 9.Ke6 Bxgé6/iii stalemate.

i) Thematic try: 6.Rxg2? Re6 (Rf7) 7.Rg6
Bd3+ wins.

ii) Bd3+ 7Rxd3+ Kcgq 8.Rg3 Re2 9.Kxf6
draws.

iii) Bcg+ 10.Kf5 Bd3+ 11.Ke6 Bcg+ position-
al draw.

No 22831 ]. Polasek & E. Vlasak
special honourable mention
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No 22831 Jaroslav Polasek & Emil Vlasak
(Czech Republic). 1.Kf3/i dxc6/ii 2.dy Bds+
3.Ke2/iii hxg3 4.d8Q/iv g2 5.Qgs5 g1Q 6.Qxg1+
Kxg1 7.h7 Bes 8.b7 Kg2 9.Kxe3 zz, wins/v.

i) 1.c7? Bxcy 2.dxcy e2 3.c8Q e1Q 4.Qxg8
Qf2+ draws, or 1.Kxe3? hxgs 2.c7 g2 3.cxb8Q
g1Q+.

ii) hxgs 2.hy Bxhy 3.cxd7 g2 4.d8Q Beg+
5.Ke2 wins.

iii) 3.Kxe3? hxg3 4.d8Q g2 5.Qgs g1Q+
6.Qxg1+ Kxg1 7hy Bes 8.by Kg2 zz, draws.

iv) 4.h7? Beg+ 5.Kxe3 g2 6.h8Q+ Bh2 7.d8Q
g1Q+ 8.Kd2 Qf2+ 9.Kc3 Bds 10.Qey Qxbé
11.Qe1+ Qg1 12.Qxg1+ Kxg1 draws.

v) e.g. ¢5 10.b8Q Bxb8 11.h8Q Bg3 12.Qb2+
Kh3 13.Qc2.

No 22832 P. Arestov & D. Keith
1st commendation
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No 22832 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel
Keith (France). 1.Rd6+ (Rd1? Bgé6;) Key (Kfs;
Rdi1) 2.Rd1 Bg6 3.f5/i Bxfs 4.Kg7 b1Q 5.Rxb1
Bxb1 6.Kh6 Kdé/iii 7.Kgs Kcs 8.Kf4 Kbg 9.Ke3
Kxas 10.Kd2 Kb4 11.Kc1 Bg6 12.Kb2 draws.
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i) 3.Kg7? b1Q 4.Rxb1 Bxbi1 5.Kh6 Bfs 6.Kg5

Ke6 7.Khs Kds5 8.Kg5 Ke4 wins.

ii) Kf6 7.Khs Kf5 8. Kh4 Kf4 9.Kh3 Kf3 10.Kh2

wins.

No 22833 V. Neishtadt
2nd commendation
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No 22833 Vladimir Neishtadt (Russia). 1...
Bc2+ 2.e4/i Bxeq+ 3.Kxf6 Sga+ 4.Ke7 Bxg6 5.b6
cxb6 6.Bbs Se3 7.Be2+ Sg4 8.Bbs Bc2 9.Be8+
Bg6 10.Bbs Bf7 11.Kxf7 c4 12.Kg7 Ses 13.Khy
Kg4 14.Kxh6 Kxg3 15.h5 draws.

i) 2.Kxf6? Sga+ 3.Key Bxg6 4.b6 cxb6 wins,
.e.g. 5.Bbs Ses.

No 22834 M. Hlinka & M. Garcia
3rd commendation
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No 22834 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Bd; Sbg
2.8Q Rxe8 3.Bxe8 Kf6 4.e7/i Se4 5.g7/ii Sd2+
6.Kc1 Sb3+ 7Kd1 a2 8.g8Q a1Q+ 9.Ke2 Qa2+
10.Ke3 (Kf1? Sd2+;) Qd2+ 11.Kf3 Sd4+/iii 12.Kg3
St5+13.Kh3 Qe3+/iv 14.Kh2 Qf2+ 15.Qg2 draws.

i) 4.Bdy? Se4 5.g7 Kxgy 6.e7 Sd2+ 7.Kc1 Sb3+
8.Kd1 a2 9.e8Q a1Q+ wins.

ii) 5.Kc1? Scs 6.Bf7 Kxe7 7.Kd2 Se4+ wins.

iii) Sds (Qh6+; Kg2) 14.Qh8+ Kxey 15.Qes5+
draws.

iv) Qf4+ 15.Kg1 Qci1+ 16.Kh2 draws.

No 22835 A. Avni
4th commendation
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No 22835 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Se6
Rxcy4/i 2.f6 Kg8 3.5Sd4 fiQ+ 4.Bxf1 e2 5.Bxe2/ii
g2 6.Kxc4 g1Q 7.Kb4 Kf7/iii 8.Bcg+ Kxf6 9.g8Q
Qxd4 10.Qh8+ wins.

i) e2 2.Kxe2 Rxc4 3.6, and: Kg8 4.Sd4, or:
Re4+ 4.Kd2 win.

ii) 5.Bg2? (Sxe2? Rc6;) Rxdg+ 6.Kxdg4 Kf7
7.Bd5+ Kxf6 8.g8Q e1Q draws.

iii) Qxd4+ 8.Bc4+, or Qb1+ 8.Kcs wins.

No 22836 M. Doré
sth commendation
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No 22836 Marcel Doré (France). 1.5f7/i Ba8
2.5d6 Kes (Kg3; Sxfs5+) 3.5e8/ii f4 4.Sg7 £3 5.5xhs
f2 6.Sg3 Kf4 7.5f1 Bg2 8.Kb2/iii Bxf1 9.a8Q wins.

i) 1.5g6+? Kg3 2.Kb2 f4 3.5xf4 Kxf4 and
Black wins.

ii) Thematic try: 3.Sc4+? Kd4 4.Sb6 f4 5.5xa8

f3 6.5c7 f2 7.a8Q f1Q+ draws. HH: many black
duals here.

iii) 8.Kb1? Bxf1 9.a8Q Bd3+ 10.Kb2 f1Q, or
8.h5? Kg5 9.h6 Kxh6 10.Kb2 Kgs (Khs) draw.



Belarus - Donbas match 2017

A multi-genre composition match was organized between Belarus and Donbas. Belarus won with
a clear cut: 65,5-54. Pavel Arestov (Russia) judged the study section. The theme was “Draw studies
ending in stalemate in which a bQ participates that originates from a promotion during play”. The
award was published in a special edition of the Belarus composition magazine Albino, dated xii2017.

No 22837 1. Bondar
1st place
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No 22837 Ivan Bondar (Belarus). 1.e4 g1Q
2.exfs gxfs/i 3.g6 Qxg6 4.Bf7+ Kt8/ii 5.Bxg6 f4/
iii 6.Bf7 f3 (Kxf7 stalemate;) 7.Bg8 f2 8.f7 Key
(f1Q stalemate;) 9.Kg7 f1Q 10.h8Q Qf6+ 11.Khy
Qhg+ 12.Kg7 Qgs+ 13.Khy Kf8 14.Qf6 Qxf6
stalemate.

i) Qxgs 3.fxg6 Qxf6+ 4.g7 Key 5.Be6 Qb2
6.Bdy Kxd; 7.Kg8 Qb8+ 8.Kf; Qe8+ 9.Kf6

Qes+10.Kg6 Qe4+ 11.Kh6 Qhg+ 12.Kg6 draws.

ii) Qxf7 (Kxf7) stalemate.
iii) a4 6.Bxf5 a3 7.Bb1 draws.

No 22838 V. Ryabtsev & V. Gorbunov
2nd place
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No 22838 Vladimir Ryabtsev & Valery
Gorbunov (Donbas, Ukraine). 1.b8Q Ré6cs/i
2.Qe8+/ii Kf3 3.Qf7+ Kg2/iii 4.Rxcs5 Rxcs+
5.Khg f1Q/iv 6.Qf3+ Kg1 7.Qg3+ Qg2 8.Qe1+
Qf1 9.Qg3+ (Qe3+? Qf2+;) Kh1 10.Qf3+ Qg2
(Qxf3 stalemate;) 11.Qdi+ Kh2/v 12.Qg1+/vi
Qxg1 (Kxg1) stalemate.

i) 1Q 2.Qe8+ Kf2 3.Rfs+ Kg2 4.Rxfi Kxfi
5.Qe3 draws.

ii) 2.Qes+? Kf3 3.Qf6+ Kg2 wins.

iii) Kg3 4.Rxc5 Rxcs5+ 5.Kh6 draws.

iv) Qxf3 (Kxf3) stalemate.

v) Qg1 12.Qf3+ Qg2 13.Qd1+ draws.
vi) 12.Qd6+? Kg1 13.Qd1+ Qf1 14.Qg4+ Kf2
15.Qg3+ Ke2 16.Qf3+ Ke1 wins.

No 22839 M. Khramtsevich
3rd place
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No 22839 Mikhail Khramtsevich (Belarus).
1.b7 Bas+ 2.Sb6+ Bxb6+ 3.Kxb6 hiQ 4.b8Q
Qh6+ 5.Kas f1Q 6.Se3+ Qxe3 7.Qb3+ Kcé6/i
8.Qa4+, and:

— Kc5 9.Qbg+ Kds 10.Qb3+ draws, or:
— Kd6 9.Qd4+ Qxd4 stalemate, or:
— Kc7 9.Qc4+ Qxc4 stalemate.

i) Qxb3z stalemate, or Kd4 8.Qb6+ Keg
9.Qb7+ Kf4 10.Qf7+ draws.
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No 22840 V. Ryabtsev & V. Gorbunov
4th place
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No 22840 Vladimir Ryabtsev & Valery
Gorbunov (Donbas, Ukraine). 1.g7 Bf7 2.g8Q+
Bxg8 3.Rxg8+ Sd8 4.Rxd8+ Kby 5.5xc5+, and:
— Kb6 6.Sb3 cxb3 7.Rc8 b2/i 8.Rxc2 b1Q 9.Rb2+
Qxb2 stalemate, or:
— Kc7 6.Rxd7+ Kc6 7.8d3 cxd3 8.Rxd3 c1Q
9.Rc3+ Qxc3 stalemate.
i) Kby 8.Kxb3 Kxc8 9.Kxc2 draws.

No 22841 M. Khramtsevich
s5th place
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No 22841 Mikhail Khramtsevich (Belarus).
1.Rh2+ Kg3 2.Qxf1 Qxf6+/i 3.Qxf6 a1Q+ 4.Ke3
Qxf6 5.8Q diQ/ii 6.Qg8+ Kxhz/iii 7.Qhy+,
and:

— Kg3 8.Qg6+ Qxg6 stalemate, or:

— Kg2 8.Qc2+ Qxcz2 stalemate, or:

— Kg1 8.Qg8+ Kf1 9.Qcq+ Ker (Kg2; Qc2+)
10.Qh4+ Qxh4 stalemate.

i) a1Q+ 3.Qxa1 Qxf6+ 4.Ke3 Qxa1 5.e8Q
Qe1+ 6.Re2 draws.

ii) diR 6.Rh3+ Kg2 7.Rh2+ Kg1 (Kg3; Rh3+)
8.Rh1+ draws, e.g. Kxh1 9.Qhs+.

iii) Qg4 7.Rg2+ Kxg2 8.Qxg4+ draws.

No 22842 V. Ryabtsev & V. Gorbunov

6th place
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No 22842 Vladimir Ryabtsev & Valery
Gorbunov (Donbas, Ukraine). 1.Bd6+ Ke8/i
2.Res+/ii Kd8 3.Bxcy+ Qxcy+ 4.Sxcy Bxaz+
5.Kb7 Rb1+ 6.Sbs, and:

— h1Q 7Rds+ Ke8 (Qxds stalemate;) 8.Rd8+
Ke7 (Kd8 stalemate;) 9.Rd7+ Kf8 (Kxdy
stalemate;) 10.Rd8+ Ke7 11.Rd7+ draws, or:

— Rxbs+/iii 7.Rxbs h1Q 8.Rds+ Ke8 (Qxds
stalemate;) 9.Rd8+/iv Key 10.Rd7+ KIf8
11.Rd8+ Key 12.Rd7+ Kxdy stalemate.

i) Kg8 2.Se7+ Qxey 3.Bxey e.g. Bxay+ 4.Kxc7
Bb6+ 5Rxb6 Rxa8 6.Rhs Rci+ 7.Kby Re8
8.Rxh2 Rxe7+ 9.Kb8 draws.

ii) 2.Sxc7+? Kd8, e.g. 3.Se6+ Qxe6 4.Bey+
Kd7 5.Rc7+ Ke8 6.Bc6+ Qxc6 7.Rxc6 Bxay+
8.Kc8 Kxey 9.Res+ Kf8 10.Rh5 Kg8 11.Rc2 Bf2
wins.

iii) Bb8 7.Rds+ Ke7 8.Kc8 Bd6 9.Bb7 h1Q/v
10.Rdxd6 Qh3+ 11.Re6+ Qxe6+ 12.Rxe6+ Kxe6
13.Sxa3 Rb3 14.Sc4 Rc3 15.Ba6 draws.

iv) 9.Res+? Kf8 10.Rf5+ Kg8 wins.

v) Rxbs 10.Rxbs h1Q 11.Rc7+ Bxcy 12.Bxhi
draws.
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