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Editorial

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

The Covid-19 pandemic will probably con-
tinue to have a high impact on our lives for a
long time to come. During the last couple of
months, many of us were not allowed to go
to work, and apparently had ... more time for
hobbies. I noticed a remarkable increase in or-
ders for my database recently, despite the fact
that a new version of my database is due at the
end of this year.

Of course, meetings were also not allowed
so solving events had to be cancelled. Howev-
er, on-line solving events were soon being or-
ganized by pioneers like Wim Velker. He has
kindly provided a report for EG on the first
two events he has organized - the first one took
place on 24iii2020.

Another Covid-19 related event is a theme
tourney in Schach requiring problems (includ-
ing studies) with the theme “physical distan-
cing” www.zeitschriftschach.de/images/2020/
corona-composition.pdf

Earlier this year, Director Yochanan Afek
sent the following message to former partici-
pants of ARVES study solving tournaments.

“The ARVES solving tourney was the 10th
and last edition of a fine tradition. The faith-
ful tournament arbiter Luc Palmans and I have
taken this decision sharing the feeling that this
would be the right moment both from person-
al reasons and in view of the lack of further fi-
nancial resources. To conclude this meaning-
tul chapter for us I wish to thank all those who
have kindly contributed to its success. First

and foremost our devoted arbiter Luc Palmans,
who selected and tested the studies, prepared
the paper work and skilfully judged all 10 edi-
tions. Second, we thank all the distinguished
composers who provided their fine original en-
tries. Third, we thank our photographers Har-
ry Gielen and René Olthof for helping to doc-
ument and save the precious moments and the
finest memories. Fourth, we thank the boards
of ARVES, Tata Steel Chess, and Jurgen Stigter
for their substantial support. Last but not least
I would like to thank you all, dear participants,
and to wish you a happy new year and lots of
success in your future challenges!

ARVES solving winners

2009: GM Twan Burg; 2010: GM John Nunn
2012: IM David Klein 2013: GM John Nunn;
2014: IM Joost Michielsen; 2015: FM Wout-
er van Rijn; 2016: GM Twan Burg; 2017: GM
Twan Burg; 2018: GM Twan Burg; 2019: WGM
Anne Haast”

Of course, we are very grateful to Yochanan
who inexhaustibly promoted, stimulated and
organized these events. His good relationship
with the organizers of Tata Steel Chess resulted
in considerable support, not only financial but
also providing facilities (rooms, chess sets, etc).
Further, he encouraged composers - Jan Tim-
man without doubt was the most prolific con-
tributor — to provide original studies for the
event, further contributing to its status. Thank
you, Yochanan!
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Originals

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

Paradox is an inherent part of endgame stud-
ies and it is difficult to imagine a good study
without some element of paradox or surprise.

By paradox we usually mean a move, or se-
ries of moves, that goes against the convention-
al wisdom of chess. Quite a few examples of
such paradoxes were presented in Friedgood
and Levitt’s Secrets of Spectacular Chess (sec-
ond edition, 2008). The authors mention the
following two categories of paradox in relation
to studies.

Paradox of material

The most obvious example in this category
is sacrifice, but underpromotion and fortresses
fall under this as well.

Paradox of breaking the rules

This is more complex as “the rules” will al-
ways vary according to the knowledge of the
audience. The books mentions a few examples
of rule violations (blocking one’s own passed
pawn, losing a tempo to create a zugzwang etc.).

Another rule might be formulated like this:

“In sharp positions the king must be kept out
of harm’s way”

Israeli composer Gady Costeff seriously vio-
lates this otherwise sound advice in the follow-
ing study, which features a very good candidate
for the most paradoxical move imaginable. As
always Costeft seeks out the most ambitious
ideas - the kind of ideas where success is in no
way given in advance. And the sets out to work
hard until he is successful.

I always considered 1.Kc8! by the Sarychev
brothers (HHdbV#72070) the most paradoxi-
cal move of all time. But 6.Kxd4! below is cer-
tainly a candidate as well.

No 23116 G. Costeft,
dedicated to Martin Minski
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No 23116 Gady Costeff (USA/Israel). 1.e7+
Kd3 2.e8Q Ke2 3.Bcg+ Ke1 4.Bas+ Qd2
5.Bxd2+ exd2 After his fifth move Black threat-
ens to promote no fewer than four pawns. So
what does White do to assure the win?

6.Kxd4!!
White makes sure that three promotions
happen with check.

— a1Q+ 7.Sc3+ Kf2 8.Qe3 mate, or:
— d1Q+ 7.Sd2+ Kxd2 8.Qe3 mate, or:
— g1Q+ 7.5f2+ Kxf2 8.Qe2 mate.

The study has another amusing feature. At
no point does White have a move to secure a
draw. He is dead lost if he does not find the
unique winning sequence.

The second study is by a GM of composi-
tion, David Gurgenidze. David is a versatile
composer and, being Georgian, he has a natu-
ral preference for rook endgames but in recent
years there seems to be more classical mate and
stalemate studies in the mix. After the intro-
duction of our selected study, White’s king has
to escape the dangerous tandem of queen and
knight, a force known to produce a fair amount
of mates and stalemates.
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No 23117 D. Gurgenidze
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d6b6 3006.30 4/4 Draw

No 23117 David Gurgenidze (Georgia).

1.b8Q+ Sxb8 2.d8Q+ Kaé6 3.Qxf8 Qd3+ (3...

Qasz+ 4.Kcy Qxf8 is the first stalemate, and an
ideal one) 4.Ke6 Qegq+ 5.Kf6 (5.Kd6? Qbg+
6.Kc7 Qb6+! 7.Kc8 Qc6+ wins) 5...5d7+ 6.Kg7
Qes+ 7.Kg8 Qgs+ 8.Kh8! (The natural 8.Qgy?
leads to mate after 8...Sf6+ 9.Kf8 Qcs mate.
Now we have the final model stalemate. This

time with the knight blocking Pf7 on {8) 8...

Sxf8 stalemate.

There is room for a third study, a co-
production by Martin Minski and me. It also
has its fair share of paradox as both sides seem
to insist on increasing the mobility of the op-
ponent’s forces. Black is in a generous mood,
continuously unpinning white pieces. White
insists on returning the favours by allowing
(actually forcing) Black to capture his pieces
with check.

Admittedly, the initial position is no eye
pleaser. Please continue submitting your best
studies for this column to avoid such views on
the future pages of EG.

No 23118 M. Minski
& S. Slumstrup Nielsen

7@%@7//
/g/x/&%y
/@%;/ i
. A
////
w 7
. wual
%%%

E
e8g7 4355.23 8/8 Win

§

_

»

@

N\

No 23118 Martin Minski (Germany) &
Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Denmark). 1.5f5+
Bxfs+ 2.Se7/i Sd6+/ii 3.Qxd6 Be6/iii 4.Sf5+/iv
Bxfs+ 5.Be4/v Rxe4+ 6.Bey Be6/vi 7.Bf6+/vii
Qxf6/viii 8.Qf8+ Khy 9.Qg8 mate.

i) 2.Be7 Bb1 3.Qc3+ Khy.

ii) Be6 3.Qc3+ Khy 4.f8S! (f8Q? Sd6 mate)
Qxf8+ 5.Kxf8 Rfi+ 6.Bf3, or Bg4 3.Qb2+ Qxb2
4.f8Q+ Khy 5.Qg8 mate, or Bg6 3.Qc3+ Qf6
(Khy 4 hxg6 mate;) 4.Qxf6+ Kxf6 5.hxg6 Sd6+
6.Kxdy Kg7 7.Bxg2 win.

iii) Bc2 4. Qd4+ Qxd4 5.f8Q wins.

iv) 4.Qd4+? Qxd4 5.f8Q+ Khy draws.

v) Preventing the future escape of Bfs along
the f5-b1 diagonal. 5.Bey? Bds.

vi) Or Bhy (selfblock) 7.Qg3+ Qxg3 8 8Q
mate.

vii) 7.£8Q+? Qxf8+ 8.Bxf8+ Kg8 9.Qh2 Bf7+
10.Kxd7 Kxf8 draws.

viii) Kxf6 8.f8Q+, or Khy 8.f8Q Bf7+ 9.Kd8
(Kxf7? Qaz2+;) wins.

Erratum

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

EG#22815. Brian Stephenson draws atten-
tion to the fact that the correct move is 7...Rh8,
not 7...Rb8, which would allow a dual. The

original source, and the award were both cor-
rect so we can conclude that this was an entry
error by HH!



Studies for Practical Players -
Fortresses against a Queen

BY KARSTEN MULLER

In the middlegame the queen is such a
powerful attacking piece that a lot of mate-
rial is needed to get compensation for it. But
in an endgame many fortresses do exist. Even
a rook and a pawn can hold under favorable
circumstances:

M.1 Ekaterine Pipia - Mahel Boyer
World Youth U-16 Olympiad 2018 Konya
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Black to move

White can defend: 104.Rxg4 (In the game
White played 104.Ra3+? and lost: 104...Kc2
105.Rg3 Qds+ 106.Kg1 Qf3!? The queen de-
stroys the fortress set up. 107.Rg2 Kd2 108.Rg3
Qxg3+ 109.fxg3 Ke1 110.Kg2 Ke2 111.Kh1 Kfi 112.
Kh2 Kf2 113.Kh1 Kxg3 114.Kg1 Kf3?! 115.Kh1?!
Kf2 and White resigned) 104...Qds+ 105.Kgz1!
(The pawn f2 must remain, where it is so that
Black can not cross around below it. However,
not 105.£3? Qa2+ 106.Kg3 Ke2 107.Re4+ Kf1 108.
Kg4 Qg2+ 109.Kf4 Kf2 wins) 105...Ke2 106.
Rg3 Qdi+ 107.Kg2 Qfi+ 108.Kh2 (Surpris-

ingly White’s fortress can not be taken) 108...

Kxf2 (108...Qxf2+ 109.Rg2 draws; 108...Qd1
109.Kg2 Ke1 110.Re3+ Kd2 is a typical fortress
as the rook has two safe squares and the pawn
is still on its starting square) 109.Rf3+ Kxf3
stalemate.

Stalemate is also the point of the following
study:

M.2 L. Kubbel (end of study)
Rigaer Tageblatt 1908

7 7 7
% 7 7,

Z

7 V v vV

/@ /@ %/ /%/

@
% % W

>
A B B B
5
5 5 b
] ] u

White to move
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4.Rc6+ Qb6 5.Rd6! Qxd6 stalemate.

Such a stalemate could also have saved the
following computer game:

M.3 Komodo (computer) -
Leela Chess Zero (computer)
CCCi0 2019
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White to play

§
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236.Rc1+? (The computer misses the follow-
ing underpromotion. Probably it only looks at
promotions to a queen and a knight. 236.Kg3!
was called for: 236...f1Q 237.Rc1! Qxc1 stale-
mate, or 236...f1R 237.Rg2+ Kh1 238.Rh2+ Kg1
239.Rg2+ draw by perpetual check. Or here:
239.Rh1+ Kxhi stalemate) 236...fiR+! (The
point. Of course not 236...f1Q+? 237.Kg3 Qxc1
stalemate) 237.Rxf1+ Kxf1 and Black went on
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to win. Many thanks to Albert Silver for send-
ing me this example!

I like the winning zones when a queen fights
against a rook’s or a bishop’s pawn on its sev-
enth rank. In the following game Black must
make sure that White’s king will be outside:

M.4 Valentina Gunina - Kateryna Lagno
FIDE Women Grand Prix 2019-2020
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Black to move

76...Kg3? (This is too direct as the wK is
too close to the kingside. Only after 76...Re5+
77.Kd3 Rds+ 78.Kc3 can Black start the king-
side counterplay: 78...Kg3 79.Rb2 Rfs 80.bs
Rf2 81.Rxf2 Kxf2 82.b6 Kxg2 83.b7 h3 84.b8Q
h2 Now the wK is just outside the winning
zone and so it is a draw) 77.Rb2 Res+ 78.Kd4
Rfs5 79.b5 Rf2 80.Rxf2 Kxf2 81.b6 Kxg2 82.b7
h3 83.b8Q h2

Now the wK is inside the winning zone
di1-d4-e4-es5-hs: 84.Qb7+ Kg1 85.Qb1+ Kg2
86.Qc2+ Kg1 87.Ke3 1-0

M.s5 B. Akhaladze (end of study)
ChessStar 2014
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White to move
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In studies this can be shown very instruc-
tively:

17.Qxds5 (17.Qxc3? f2 is clearly only drawn)
17...f2 18.Qxeq4+ Kd2 (After 18...Kf1 19.Ka1
wins - the spare move ...c3-c2 is Black’s undo-
ing) 19.Qc2+ Ke1 20.Qxc3+ Ke2 (the wK is just
inside the large winning zone bi-bg-e4-e5-
hs. 20...Kf1 is met by 21.Qg3 winning, bur of
course not by 21.Kc2? Kg2 when the wK is out-
side the small winning zone di1-d3-f3-f4-h4 as
the bK is near the safe corner on the right side
of its pawn) 21.Qc4+ Ke1 22.Qe4+ Kd2 23.Qg2
Ke1 24.Kc2 f1Q 25.Qd2 mate.

Sometimes other pawns can draw as well as
in the recent computer game, which was point-
ed out by Rene Olthof:

M.6 Leela Chess Zero (computer) —
Stockfish (computer)
13th CCC Final 2020

>
%m//,/
g%,////
. 0 A
/////x/
%7%/%
7 @7&/
7

Black to move
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63...Kxg2 and the game was agreed drawn
as 64.a7 Kf2 65.a8Q g2 is, strangely, drawn.
The presence of the additional pawns on g4
and g5 restricts the queen’s scope sufficiently.
The world’s knowledge of queen versus tripled
g-pawns has perhaps been extended!? More
specifically I wondered if it made any differ-
ence where the bK went after 63...Kxg2 64.a7.
He has seven options. Play continues 65.a8Q g2
and then, based on the fixed scheme wQa8 and
black pawns on g2-g4-gs, I checked all seven
options. If I did not make a mistake it looks
something like this:

— if the bK is on f3: White to move wins al-
ways, irrespective if Black is in check or not
with wK on b7, ¢6, ds.

— if the bK is on f2: White to move wins NOT
with the king on a7, b6, c5, d4, ds, es, fs.
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— if the bK is on f1: White to move wins NOT
with king on c5, ds, es, fs.

— if the bK is on g1: White to move wins NOT
with king on b8, ¢8, c5, d8, ds, €8, es, {8, g8,
h8, h7.

— if the bK is on h3: White to move wins NOT
with king on hs5-h8, g6-g8, {5-8, e4-e8, d1-
ds8, c1-c8, b1-b8, a1-ay.

— if the bK is on h2: White to move wins only
with king on e1, e2, e3, f2.

— if the bK is on h1: White to move wins with
king on hs, h6, g3, g6, g7, 2, f5, {6, {7, e1-e7,
di-dy, c1-c7, bi-by, a1-ay.

So, in the game after 63...Kxg2 64.ay with
wKbé6 the conclusion is that going to f2, h2 or
h3 draws for Black, whereas the other four king
moves lose.

But the following study is flawed:

M.7 V. Pogorelov
& V. Kopyl
1st hon. mention
Problemist Ukraini 2011
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g3f1 0400.25 4/7 Draw

1.Rf2+ (For the resulting queen against
pawn endgame this check is needed. [But after
the alternative solution 1.Rxa2 Rxdy White can
draw the rook endgame with 2.Kh4, while here
2.Rxa6? Rd6 loses) 1...Ke1 2.Rxa2 Rxd7 3.Rxa6
Rdé6 4.Rxd6 cxd6 5.Kh4 d5 6.Kxhs d4 7.Kg6
d3 8.Kxf6 d2 9.Ke7 d1Q 10.f6 Qe2+ 11.Kf8 and
Black can not prevent f7 after which his king is
outside of the winning zone (EG#19182).

Sometimes even a knight and strong passed
pawns can hold the draw:

M.8 Jorden van Foreest — Erwin CAmi
Dutch championship 2019
>
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Black to move

63...Kg4!! After this incredible retreat the
queen has no checks and is in a certain way
even dominated. In the game Black played
63...15? 64.Qe3+ Now the queen is like a fish
in the water. 64...Kg4 65.Qe2+ Kg3 66.Qxes5+
f4 67.Qg7+ Kh2 68.b6 3 69.b7 f2 (69...g1Q
70.b8Q+ Khi 71.Qxgi+ Sxg1 72.Qg3 wins)
70.b8Q+ Khi 71.Qxg2+ (71.Qg4 also wins) 71...
Kxg2 72.Qb7+ Kg1 73.Qg7+ Kfi 74.Ke3 Ke1
75.Qa1 mate. If 63...g1Q? 64.Qxg1 Sxg1 65.b6
Se2 66.b7 Sd4 67.b8Q, or 63...e4? 64.Qe3+ Kg4
65.Qxeq4+ Sfg 66.Qd4 win) 64.Kc3 (64.Qe3?
g1Q backfires completely. 64.Kd3 f5 65.Qg6+
Sg5 66.Qb6 Sh3 draws) 64...g1Q 65.Qxgi+
Sxg1 66.b6 Se2+ 67.Kc4 Sd4 68.Kd5 Se6 69.b7
Sc7+ 70.Kxe5 Sa6 71.Kf6 draws.

In a study this can be illustrated even more
beautifully:

M.9g D. Keith & J. Polasek (end of study)
Topko JT 2015
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White to move
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8.Kd1! Qf6 9.Se6 Qxf7 10.Sd8+ Kc8 11.Sxf7
draws.
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One method to win for the queen is the
staircase manoeuvre to come closer:

M.10 Vincent Keymer — Georg Meier
6th Grenke Chess Classic 2019
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White to move

White’s queen approaches
Kh3 53.Qc8+ Kh2 54.Qc7+

M.11 E Aitov & A. Kozlov (end of study)

Source unknown
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2.Qa8+ Rg2 3.Ke1 Kg1 4.Qaz+ Khi1 5.Qb7

Kg1 6.Qb6+ Kh1 7.Qc6 Kg1 8.Qcs5+ Kh1 9.Qds5

first. 52.Qb8+
Kh3 55.Qd7+

Kh2 56.Qd6+ Kh3 57.Qe6+ Kh2 58.Qes5+
Kh3 (After 58...Kh1 White shows the point

of the staircase: 59.Qe1+ g1Q

60.Qxh4+ Kg2

61.Qg4+ wins). Now the queen is close enough

for the final: 59.Qe1 ¢4 60.bg

(Of course not

60.bxc4?? g1Q+ 61.Qxg1 stalemate) 60...c3
61.Kc6 c2 62.Qc1 Kh2 63.Qxc2 Kh3 64.Qd3+
Kh2 65.Qe2 Kh3 66.Qe3+ Kh2 67.Qf2 h3
68.b5 Kh1 69.Qg3 h2 70.Qf3 Kg1 71.Qe3+ Kf1
72.Qf4+ Kg1 73.b6 h1Q 74.b7 Qh7 75.b8Q Kh1
76.Qf3 (By the way: the quickest win is the ex-
tremely surprising 76.Qa8) 76...Qc2+ 77.Kds
Qd2+ 78.Ke4 Qc2+ 79.Kes Qcs+ 80.Kf6 Qd4+

81.Kg6 1-0

This manoeuvre has been shown in many

studies, for example:
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g8a2 0301.22 4/4 Draw

Kg1 10.Qd4+ Kh1 11.Qe4 Kg1 12.Qe3+ Khi
13.Qf3 Kg1 14.Qf1 mate.

Exercises

(solutions see p. 194)
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Obituary: Richard Guy (30ix1916 - 9iii2020)
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a8e8 0300.42 5/4 Win
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Obituary: Richard Guy
(30ix1916 - 9iii2020)

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

Richard Kenneth Guy passed away re-
cently at the splendid age of 103. He was a
respected scientist and a professor in math-
ematics in Calgary, Canada. His specialities
were: number theory, geometry, recreational
mathematics, combinatorics and graph the-
ory. For more details on his professional life,
please refer to https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Richard_K._Guy.

Born in England, he moved to Singapore in
1951, India in 1962 and since 1965 had lived in
Calgary.

In the endgame study world, he is famous
because he was one of the inventors of the
Guy-Blandford-Roycroft (GBR) code, which
allowed easy indexing of endgame studies.

Initially, the code was called the Guy-Bland-
ford code, but AJR improved it considerably,
making it much easier to understand.

Of course its disadvantage is that it refers
only to the initial position but for maintaining

collections of endgame studies it is quite use-
ful. Despite the fact that nowadays advanced
computer software (like CQL) allows retrieval
of studies by any position during the main line
or analytical lines, it is still being used in, for
instance, HHdbV. If you want to find all stud-
ies by Blandford with a rook ending in the in-
itial position, the query ?0400 in combination
with Blandford returns 5 studies (including a
correction).

Apart from this major contribution to our
art, Guy was endgame study editor of the Brit-
ish Chess Magazine from 1948 to 1951, and was
a prolific composer (240 studies in HHdbV,
including corrections and versions) until the
1950s. In 1996 AJR published a booklet with
Guy’s collected studies.

Perhaps Guy’s most significant contribution
to our art is that he encouraged AJR to take
an interest in endgame studies (which AJR
wrote to him in a personal letter dated 8viiigy2
around the publication of Test Tube Chess).
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Five times one move

BY SIEGFRIED HORNECKER

Tasks
and themes

There are quite a few interestingly curious
subsets of endgame studies that define the ab-
solute edge cases but still have a few hundred
entries each: Rex solus studies (where either
White or Black has only a king) are quite inter-
esting to see, although there might not be much
new to discover. Another such subset is end-
game studies with retrograde analysis. Then
there are studies with extremely long solutions,
mostly well-crafted constructions with repeat-
ing manoeuvres. The opposite also holds true:
there are some very short solutions and, while
I haven't yet found an orthodox endgame study
without any moves in the database, there are
over 200 entries with only a single move.

The single move studies fall into a few cate-
gories, such as Mandler’s extensive analysis of
rook versus knight and rook pawn where the
black king in the corner might or might not be
checkmated soon. Naturally a few of the po-
sitions (with reversed colors in the database)
had the defending or attacking side just find a
single strong move. They all appeared in the
January 1932 issue of Ceskoslovensky sach, likely
as part of a big article on the subject. Later, and
possibly also previously, other composers such
as Werner Speckmann investigated the topic
for directmate compositions.

Many of the single-move studies showed
novel ideas and concepts that at the time
couldn’t be shown with longer play. Those
might not necessarily always have been great
ideas, but many could have been the center-
point of a longer study, if the composer just
knew how to build it.

S.1S. Wilson
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A few of the endgame studies, however, are
more interesting to think about than is to be
expected from a single move. The names of the
next few composers should be well-known to
EG's readers.

S.2 John Roycroft
Die Schwalbe 1975
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h8g5 0030.10 2/2 Win

Was the play of the following study omitted
or shortened by accident?



Five times one move

S.3 Ernest Pogosyants
Source unknown
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Probably the most complicated single-move
study without retro play is a duel of king against
queen.

S.4 Josef Halumbirek
Deutsche Schachzeitung 1966
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Here my telling you that the bK must end
on h2 and the queen on h4 and the winning
move is 1.Qh7! does not take any of the hard
work away that is necessary to understand the
idea. So let us close with an idea that is easy to
understand.

S.5 Johann Berger
Theorie und Praxis
der Endspiele 1890
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All studies are left for readers to solve.
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Corrections and reconstructions
of old EG studies

Quality Control

In the previous issue of EG220, on page 113,
I was fascinated by a remarkable study by Gen-
rikh Kasparyan. The fantastic sacrifice 4.5f6+!
immobilizes the bK and the wK goes around
practically the entire chessboard to reach the
square c8. Because the solution given was the
main line, I began to analyse the study in detail.
I was quite surprised that it is unsound!

P.1 Genrikh Kasparyan
1st hon. mention
Suomen Shakki 1995-1996
m T
JUE T

B mors
r / .
5 5

N
W om m W
gy B e

_
B

h4g8 0444.22 6/6 Win?

After 1.Rf8+! Kxf8 2.g7+ Kg8 3.Se4 and now
3...Bes 4.Bc3 Black has two ways to rescue
himself. The easiest is 4...Kf7! 5.gxh8Q Bxh8
6.Bxh8 Kg6 7.Bg7 Sds and the last wP falls. Also
4...Sd7 draws because after 5.Bxes Sxes 6.5f6+
Kf7 7.gxh8Q Black has the fork 7...Sg6+ and af-
ter 5.Kgs Bxgy 6.Bxgy Sf8 7.5f6+ [HH: my com-
puter “thinks” that 7.Kf6 (Kf5) seems to win!]
Kf7 8.Bxh8 Se6+ an unusual position draw oc-
curs — White cannot prevent the bK from en-
tering to square g6, e.g. 9.Khs Sf4+ 10.Kg4 Se6!
11.Kf5 Sd4+! 12.Kes Sc6+ etc.

Initially, I was convinced that the rest was
o.k. The solution continues 3...Sd7 4.Sf6+!!
Sxf6 5.Bc3 Bd8 6.Kh3 bs 7.Kg2 Bey 8.Kf1 Bd8
9.Ke2 Bey 10.Kd1 Bd8 11.Kc2 Bey 12.Kb3 Bd8
13.Bb2 Be7 14.Bd4 Bd8 15.Kbg Sds+ 16.Kcs!

BY JAROSLAV POLASEK

St6? 17.Kxbs Be7 18.Kc6 Bd8 19.Kb7 Be7 20.Kc8
and wins, Black is in zugzwang (EG#15464).

Therefore, I embarked on the reconstruction
and only during the work I discovered a fun-
damental error at the end of the study. After
14...Bd8: b3g8 0343.22 h8d4d8f6.g7h6bshy 4/6.
In this ending with blocked pawns hé6/hy, the
bishop or knight alone is not sufficient for a
win, because it cannot drive the king out of the
corner for a stalemate. Therefore Black draws
after 16...Bf6! 17Kxds Kf7! 18.gxh8Q Bxh8
19.Bxh8 Kg8.

A successful reconstruction therefore re-
quired the relocation of the bP on the queen-
side. I created two versions, the first has a more
natural starting position, the other demon-
strates the more accurate march of the wK. In
both, I managed to move the bK during the in-
troduction and the unnatural position in the
right corner develops during play.

P.2 G. Kasparyan
1st hon. mention
Suomen Shakki 1995-1996
Correction & reconstruction: J. Polasek,
original
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h4h6 4344.22 6/7 Win
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1.Bd2+ Kg7 2.h6+ Kg8! (Kf6 3.Qd6+ Qe6
4.Se4+ Kfs5 5.5g3+ Kf6 6.Bgs+) 3.Qb8+ (gxh7+?
Kf7;) Qf8 4.Qxf8+ Kxf8 5.g7+ Kg8 6.Se4 Sds/i
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(Bd8+ 7.Bgs Bxgs+ 8.Kxgs Sds 9.Sf6+ Sxf6
10.Kxf6 ¢5 11.Ke5) 7.Sf6+!! Kasparyan's inge-

nious sacrifice, otherwise Bd4 with a draw.7...

Sxf6 8.Bc3 Bd8 9.Kh3! and the wK goes around
almost the entire chessboard to get to the c8
square  (g2-f1/f3-e2-d1/d3-c2/c4-b3-ag-as-a6-
b7-c8), e.g. 9...Bey a pawn move would only
help White. 10.Kg2 Bd8 11.Kf1 Bey 12.Ke2 Bd8
13.Kd3 Be7 14.Kc4 BdS8 15.Kb3 Bey 16.Kag4 BdS8
17.Bb2 Tempo! 17...Be7 18.Ka5 Bd8+ 19.Ka6 Bey
20.Kb7 ¢5 21.Kc8 c4 22.Bc3 wins, Black is in
zugzwang.

i) 6...Bd4 is insufficient to draw because
White will prevent the exchange of own pieces.
This was the key to the soundness of the re-
construction. 7.Bxb4 Kf7 8.gxh8Q Bxh8 9.Kgs!
(Khs? Bf6;) 9...Bd4 10.Bd2 Ke6 11.Bc1 Tempo,
the bB does not will holds control over the
fields £6, c5 (and possibly g5) concurrently and
Black does not will prevent the wK from ente-
ring on f5: 11...Bb6 (11...c5 12.Kg4 with threat
13.5g5+) 12.Kgq! (Sf6? BdS8;) 12...Bd8 13.Sc5+
Kf7 14.Kf5 etc.

I originally placed the bPc6 on ay. I watched
with satisfaction as my StockFish confirms in
this line the win with score +4.13. Fortunately,
I was not entirely sure of the win and I asked
Emil Vlasak for help with the analysis because
he has a more powerful computer and, in par-
ticular, the 6-man SYZYGY. To my surprise, he
immediately told me that after 11...a5! shows
his StockFish score 0.00 — a clear draw!

If you don't use SYZYGY vyet, download it at
least in an economical 5- man form, it‘s defini-
tely worth it! I did it right away and the 5-man
SYZYGY took up less than 1 GB, so it does fit
on a fast SSD disk without any problems. The
analysis has significantly improved - in a mo-
ment the score for the move 11... as! fell on 1.12,
which in this position indicates a draw.

(see diagram next column)

1.Bd2+ Kg7 2.h6+ Kg8 3.Rc8+! Rf8 4.Rxf8+
Kxf8 5.g7+ Kg8 6.Se4! (6.d6 Bd4 7.d7 Sc6 dra-

ws) 6...Sxds5 (Bd8+; Bgs) Now the defence 6 ...

Bd4 doesn't make sense due to the added wPds.

We already know the rest. 7.5f6+!! Sxf6 8.Bc3
Bd8 9.Kh3 Bey 10.Kg2 Bd8 11.Kf1 (Kf3) Bey
12.Ke2 Bd8 13.Kd1 Bey 14.Kc2 Bd8 15.Kb2 Bey
16.Ka2 a6 17.Kb2 Bd8 18.Ka3 Bey+ 19.Kag Bd8
20.Bd4 Bey 21.Kas Bd8+ 22.Kxa6 Bey 23.Kb7y
Bd8 24.Kc8 Bey 25.Bc3 wins.

P.3 Genrikh Kasparyan
1st hon. mention
Suomen Shakki 1995-1996
Correction & Reconstruction: J. Polasek
original
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I originally located bRf1 on f7, so that White
could choose 3.gxf7+? Kxf7 4.Rxcq as! draws.
I was discouraged by the complicated proof of
win after 2...Kf8 3.Rc8+ Key 4.Rxh8 hxgé6. Al-
though StockFish shows a sure win after 5.Rb8
(e.g. 5...Kd6 6.Se4 + Kxds 7.Sg5 or 6.. Kcy
7.Rxb6 Kxb6 8.Sgs), this line is too complicat-
ed for the human solver and unnecessarily dis-
tracts from the study’s main idea.

Emil Vlasak tested another way of dealing
with the harmful Black b-pawn, i.e. to remove
it completely. The finale is then less interest-
ing and less precise but the study is more eco-
nomic and solver-friendly. Surprisingly, to get
a good setup it is enough to remove all queen-
side pawns in P3 (a6, c4, ds): hgh6 0744.21
c6fih8eib6c3b4.géhshy 6/6 Win: 1.Bd2+ Kgy
2.h6+ Kg8 3.Rc8+ (3.Rxb6? hxg6 4.Rxbg Rhi+
5.Kg5 R8xh6) Rf8 4.Rxf8+ Kxf8 5.g7+ Kg8 6.Se4
Sds (Bd4 7.gxh8Q+ Kxh8 8.Bxbg Be3 9.Bc3+
Kg8 10.5f6+) 7.5f6+!! Sxf6 8.Bc3 Bd8 9.Kh3 Bey
10.Kg2 Bd8 11.Kf3 (Kf1) Bey 12.Ke2 Bd8 13.Kd3
(Kd1) Bey 14.Kc4 (Kc2) Bd8 15.Kbs Be7 16.Kc6
(Ka6) Bd8 17.Kby Bey 18.Kc8 zugzwang, wins.
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P.4 J. Polasek
Ceskoslovensky $ach v2020
after V. Kovalenko,
Shakhmaty v SSSR 1965
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Coincidentally, I dealt with a similar con-
stellation of pieces but with opposite colours,
in the last issue of Ceskoslovensky sach (5/2020).
In the article ,,Strelec na utéku® (Bishop on the
run) I published my own version of Kovalen-
ko’s old study. The study is suitable for a stand-
alone solution. Try to solve it yourself!

First you have to find black counterplay,
1...b2+ leads to nothing 2.Bxb2 axb2+ 3.Kxb2
Bes+ 4.Kc2 Bxai 5.d8D draw. 1...Kd3! Black
sacrifices rook — threatens mate. 2.Bxe3 b2+
3.Kb1 Bes! Mate is threatening again! 4.d8Q+
Sd6 Although White has an extra Queen, it
is in serious trouble. 5.Qxd6+! Bxdé This is
where Kovalenko began (bBdé->ey). White
cannot play 6.Bd2? immediately, after 6...Bes
7.Bc3 Bd4! would be in zugzwang. 6.Bf4! Bcs!
(Preventing 7.Bes. 7.Bd2!

— bxai1Q+ 8.Kxa1 Kc2 9.Be3! (9.Bc3? Be3 10.Bes
Bc1 11.Bd4 Bb2+ with mate) Bd6 10.Bf4 Bey
11.Bgs Bf8 12.Bh6 draws, or:

— Be3 8.Bbg4 bxaiQ+ 9.Kxa1 Kc2 10.Bcs! Bfg
11.Bd6 Bgs 12.Bey Bh6 13.Bf8 in both cases
with perpetual attacks and draw.

Last year, Mario Garcia drew my attention to
two incorrect studies by the recently deceased
Russian composer Viktor Alekseyevich Razu-
menko (1937-2019) and suggested their correc-
tion. First a few words about the composer: he
was born in Kiev, but he lived in Leningrad (St.
Petersburg). He served for more than 30 years

in the armed forces. He was a multiple win-
ner and champion of Leningrad (1984-1985)
in the studies section and a finalist of the 15th
and 16th personal championships of the USSR.
According to the results of the tournament of
candidates for Master (1991-1992) in the stud-
ies section, Viktor Alekseyevich fulfilled the
norm for Master of Sport. In 2015, following
the results of the FIDE Albums, Razumenko
became a FIDE Master.

P.5 Viktor Razumenko
1st prize Vecherni Peterburg 1993
Correction by M. Garcia & J. Polasek,

original
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1.Kf7! Bxf4 2.g6 c1Q 3.g7+ Khy 4.Sf6+ Kheé
5.g85+! Kgs5 6.5f3+ Kfs5 7.Se7 mate.

Razumenko published his original study
with little difference wSei—~>bs, bPc2->c3 with
the solution: 1.Kf7! c2! 2.5d4!/i Bxf4 3.g6 c1Q
4.g7+ Khy 5.5f6+/ii Khé 6.g8S+!/iii Kgs 7.5{3+
Kf5 8.Se7 mate.

Unfortunately, his study had several extra
solutions:

i) 2.Sc3! Bxf4 3.g6 c1Q 4.g7+ Khy 5.5f6+ Khé6
6.g8Q wins

ii) 5.Se6! Qc4 6.5f6+ Kh6 7.g8S mate

iii) 6.Sf5+! Kgs 7.Se7! Qc4+ 8.5fd5 wins

Mario Garcia suggested preventing the ex-
tra solutions by adding two black pawns, bPbg
(against 2.5c3) and bPdy (against 5.Se6). How-
ever, the economy of the final mate suffered
greatly and HH would have concisely stated
“QC failed”. Therefore, a better solution was to
shorten the solution by one move and move
the wS to e1.
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P.6 Jaroslav Polasek & Mario Garcia
Original (after Razumenko)
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The previous version was too short and
forced so that's why we decided to improve
the original study by adding the sharp-pointed
introduction. 1.Re1+ (1.f5+? Kxf5 2.Se7+ gives
nothing, e.g..2...Ke4 3.Rxc1 Kd3 4.h8Q Qa8+
5.Kxf7 Qxh8 draws) Kfs! (Black wants to save
himself after promotion 2.h8Q? by perpetual
check, e.g. 2...Qa8+ 3.Kxf7 Qds+ 4.Kg7 Qg2+
5.Kf8 (Khy? Qg6 mate;) 5...Da8+ 6.Re8 Baz+
etc) 2.Res+! (2.Se7+? Kg4 3.Rxc1 Qa8+ 4.Kxf7
Qh8 5.Kg6 Qe8+, or 2.5h6+? Kg6!) Kg6 3.Rgs+
Qxgs 4.hxgs (After the careless 4.fxgs? Kxhy
5.Kxf7 Bxgs 6.hxgs c1Q 7.g6+ Kh8 8.g7+ Khy
9.5f6+ Khé6 10.g8Q Qc4+ Black exchanges
queens and draws) Kg7! (Black counterplay!
After 4...Kxhy? 5.Kxf7 Bxf4 6.g6+ White would
have an extra tempo 6...Kh8 7.g7+ Khy 8.5{6+
with mate) 5.h8Q+! (5.Se2? Bxf4 draws) Kxh8
6.Kxt7 Bxfg 7.g6 c1Q (After Bes 8.Se2 Bgy the
fastest win is 9.5f6 Bh6 10.Se4 Bg7 11.Sg5 Bb2
12.g7+ Bxgy 13.5f4 c1Q 14.Sg6 mate) 8.g7+ Khy
9.5f6+ Kh6 10.g85+! Kgs 11.53+ Kf5 The hero-
ic pilgrimage of the bK from the centre to the
corner and back does not end happily. 12.Sey
mate.

(see diagram next column)

1.Qds+! Kh8 2.Qxe5 Qhy 3.Ke6+ Qg7 4.5f6
Qg6 5.Qcy c2 6.Qe7 Qg8+! The only defence
against the Qf8+. 7.5xg8 c1Q 8.Kf7 Qc4+ (Qf4+;
Sf6) 9.Kg6 Qxg8+ 10.Kh6 and mate. Without
bPe4 Black would be saved himself 10...Qe6+
11.Qxe6 stalemate.

P.7 Viktor Razumenko
2nd hon. mention Bron JT 1985
Correction Mario Garcia
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Razumenko published his unsound original
with the small difference bQbs->c4, bKg8->h8
and without bPes, with the solution: 1.Qd4 Kg8
2.Qds+ Kh8 3.Qes etc. However, White wins
immediately after 3.Qgs! Qhy 4.Ses (Sf3).

Theoretically, it would be possible to res-
cue the study by changing the solution into:
1...Qhy! 2.Ke6+ Qg7 3.5f6 Qg6 4.Qdy (Qay)
c2 5.Qe7 etc. However, the dual in the fourth
move spoils the good impression.

P.8 Viktor Razumenko
2nd hon. mention Bron JT 1985
Correction and reconstruction

Jaroslav Polasek
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I suppressed the dual by adding bPcy and
added a short introduction. 1.Qa4+ Kf8 2.Sd7+
Kg8 3.Qc4+ Kh8 4.Qd4 Qhy! (Kg8 5.Qds+ Kh8
6.Qgs Qhy 7.Ses5) 5.Ke6+ Qg7 6.5f6 Qg6 7.Qd7
c2 8.Qey Qg8+ 9.5xg8 c1Q 10.Kf7 Qc4+ 11.Kg6
Qxg8+ 12.Kh6 wins.
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P.g Jaroslav Polasek
Original (after Razumenko)
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Finally, I managed to create the study with-
out extra bPc7. I added a second main line and
unexpected first move. During the solution, a
total of three black and two white queens will
gradually appear on the board.

1.Se6!! (The knight opens the way for the
wQDb8. After 1.h8Q? Qfs+ 2.Ke3 Qcs+! 3.Qd4
(Kxe4 Sdé6+;) Qxgs+ Black saves himself by
perpetual check. Even an under-promotion
1.h85+? will not help Khs 2.5xe8 dxc2 3.5f6+
Khg 4.Sg6+ Kxh3 5.Qh8+ Kg2 6.Shg+ Kfi
7.5xd7 c1Q+ 8.Kfs Qe3 and advanced bPc3 res-
cues Black) dxc2! (1...Qxe6 2.h8Q Qfs+ 3.Ke3
Qcs+ 4.Qd4 Qxgs+ White wins through 5.Qf4.
Therefore, Black sacrifices the queen allowing

the fork) 2.58+ Kg7 3.Qes+! (After 3.Sxdy?

c1Q+ 4.Kfs Qfi+ 5Ke; Qxh3 6.Qxe8 Qxhy

7Kd4 Qh8! White loses the last pawn, e.g.

8.Qxe4 Qd8 9.Qes5+ Kg6 or 8.Qes+ Khy 9.5f6+

Kg6 10.Kxc3 Qh3+ 11.Kb4 Qfs) {6 4.gxf6+ Sxf6

(Kf7; Qhs+) 5.h8Q+! Kxh8 6.Sxd7y It is now

necessary to take the queen (Qxf6+? Qgy) c1Q+

7.Kfs Qf1+ 8.Ke6 with:

— Qxh3+ 9.Kxf6 Qhy! (9...Qxd;y 10.Kg6+
Kg8 11.Qb8+ with mate. We already know
the rest) 10.Ke6+ Qg7 11.5f6 Qg6 12.Qcy
c2 13.Qey7 Qg8+ 14.5xg8 c1Q 15.Kf7 Qc4+
16.Kg6 Qxg8+ 17.Kh6 wins.

— Kg7 9.Qg3+! (9.Qg5+ Kh8! 10.Qe5 Kg7 re-
peats) Kh6 (Kh8 10.5xf6 Qc4+ 11.Kf5 c2
12.Kg6) 10.Se5! (Sxf6? Qa6+;) Qa6+ (Khs
1.hg Qa6+ 12.Kfy Qb7+ 13.Kxf6 Qa6+
14.Kfs Qfi+ 15.Kxe4 wins) 11.Kf7! (11.Kfs
Qfi+ 12.Ke6 Qa6+ repeats) Shs 12.Qe3+
Khy 13.Qxe4+ Khé6 14.Sg4+ Kgs 15.h4+! (15.
Qe7+? St6! 16.5xf6 Qca+ 17.Kg7 c2 draws)
Kxhg 16.Se5+ Kgs 17.5f3+ Kh6 18.Qe3+ Khy
19.5g5+ Khé6 (Kh8; Qe8 mate) 20.Se6+ Khy
21.Qe4+ Kh8 22.Qes5+ Khy 23.Qxhs mate.
All these studies with detailed analyses can be

found at www.sach.cz/download/eg221_jp.pgn
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BY WIM VELKER

Due to the Covid-19 crisis the world has
come to a standstill. Although newspapers,
news-sites and talk-shows spend most of their
pages and time on the medical and economic
problems coming from this disease, other parts
of daily life are affected as well. Hardly men-
tioned is the chess world, where it isn't pos-
sible either to meet at the club or to organize
tournaments. And of course a special branch
of chess, solving contests, isn’t possible either,
at least not in a room.

For a couple of years I have been organiz-
ing solving contests in the region of Amers-
foort, in the center of Holland, on a B-level.
When chess-players play games online - how
long have they been doing this already? — why
wouldn't, shouldn’t and couldn’t it be possible
to do the same thing with solving contests? I
made some inquiries and the solvers from the
region responded very enthusiastically. So a
solving contest was on!

Shortly before the start of the tournament
some top Dutch solvers heard about it and
they wanted to participate as well. Of course
the problems on B-level were rather easy for
them so they got two ‘real’ problems as a ‘bo-
nus’ and their total points were multiplied with
9/11 to get their total on the same level as the
B-solvers. With this system it was local hero
Gert Reichardt, from the organizing chess club
of Hoogland, who came first with 43 points out
of a possible 45. There were nine problems with
a maximum of 5 points per problem and two
hours to solve them. In second place was Gert’s
son Robin and third was Dutch number one
solver GM Dolf Wissmann. 26 participated in
this friendly tournament.

There was one study in the contest. (see dia-
gram next column)

There are more of this kind of studies. This
one was composed by W.E. Rudolph in 1912.
The solution is funny, especially when you see

it for the first time, but not that difficult: 1.Bag+
Kxa4 This tournament was played by the so-
called ‘Hoogland-rules’ which say that you
should also mention 1...Kc4 2.Bb3+. Unfor-
tunately not everyone knew about these rules.
2.b3+ Kcs 3.c4+ Kd6 4.d5+ Kd7 5. €6+ K- 6. f5
and Black’s win is an illusion.

V.1 W.E Rudolph
The Chess Amateur 1912
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e3b5 0650.88 11/11 Draw

I will not claim that there was a cry for a
new tournament after this successful one but
it was clear that the momentum was there. So
we started a new one, this time with both an
A-level and a B-level. It was again a success
with 17 participants in the A-group and 23 in
the B-group. In A there were several Grand-
masters, Masters and FIDE-masters from sev-
eral countries in Europe, especially from the
Netherlands and Finland.

Jus as in the first tournament there were no
problems at all. Nobody cared because every-
one understood this solving contest was for
fun! So maybe it wasn't a big surprise that four
men came on top: GM Dolf Wissmann, GM
Eddy van Beers (Belgium), IM Kari Karhunen
(Finland) and FM Nikos Siridopoulos (Greece)
who all scored 45 points out of a possible 45!
On time it was Dolf Wissmann who became
the winner being two minutes quicker than
Eddy van Beers.

In the B-group there were two solvers who
scored 44Y% points out of the possible 45. On
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time Lars Slofstra, of the Hoogland chess-
club, finished first. Jaap van Tuyll (Leusden
chessclub) came second. Nearly all the solvers
missed a half point on this study:

V.2 N. Akimov
commendation s5th UAPA-ty,
section 3.
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This study from Nikolai Akimov appaered
in EG215.22230. The first part of the solution

is obviously 1.Ke7 bs 2.Kd6 b4 3.Kcs5 b3 4.Kbg4
b2 5.Kc3 and now 5...b1QQ/R is stalemate and
5...biB is ‘simply” a draw. This all didn't give
problems, but there was some collective blind-
ness on the last possibility 5...b1S+. Some of
the solvers stopped here and declared the po-
sition a draw, but more then 15 of them came
after 6. Kb2 (Kb3) (Kbg) not just with the only
correct 6...Sa3 7. Kxa3 and stalemate but also
with 6...Sxd2 and 6...Sc3 claiming a draw!

With this kind of online tournament it is
clear that it is based on ‘trust’ There is no con-
troller who can see what everyone is doing.
In the invitation for the tournaments I didn’t
emphasize this aspect. I said only that these
tournaments were for fun and that everybody
should solve for themselves. I didn’t expect any
problems on this issue and, as far as I can judge,
all the participants measured up to expecta-
tions. It was great fun!

See next page.
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Review: Anything but Average

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

This book, with the subtitle Chess Classics
and Off-Beat Problems, presents classical prob-
lems and chess studies. What is a classic? In his
preface, Werner Keym, quotes Dickins & Ebert,
who say in their book 100 Classics of the Chess-
board (1983): “By a ‘classic’ we mean a game,
a study, a mating or winning combination, a
problem or an idea expressed on the chess-
board that is of note, being striking for excel-
lence or originality, or historically famous’. For
your reviewer, “classic” has a positive but also
a negative meaning: a classical study is a study
that everybody must know (because it is of
note, striking for excellence et cetera), but also
that the study is old (not of recent date). But
when a judge write: “this is a study in classical
style”, my perception is that the study must be
interesting and ingenious, with a clear cut solu-
tion and surprise.

So, when classics (studies) must be known
by everybody, and are old, what is the point of
compiling those in a book? Indeed, every study
lover would instantly recognise almost all of
the studies in the “Classics” chapter. Probably
you could guess which most famous study was
printed when only the composer’s name is pro-
vided: e.g. Réti, Sarychev brothers, Saavedra,
Em. Lasker, Koslowski, Heuacker, Van Vliet,
Joseph, Mitrofanov. Admittedly, there are also
a couple of more recent “classics” in the chapter.

Further, apart from the chapter “the clas-
sics”, “asymmetry”, “special moves”, “problems
out of the box”, and “millenium problems”. But
I would have liked a chapter “modern classics”
featuring recent studies (and problems) in clas-

sical style!

At the end of his preface, the author writes
that his book is there to entertain. It does, as
the author has a pleasant writing style, and, for
the studies, multiple diagrams are provided. Of
course, since there are not only studies in the
book, and when you are an obligate study lover,
you could have a look at the “classics” in the
other composition genres, you should know!

The author is a well-known expert in non-or-
thodox chess composition (but not fairy chess,
but other types of chess puzzles and jokes). For
instance the stipulation for the author’s prob-
lem #337 reads “Add a piece on hi1 so that any
chess player can mate in 2”!

The book is highly recommended to those
who want to possess an entertaining recent an-
thology of classical problems.

Werner Keym, Anything but Average. Chess
Classics and Off-Beat Problems, Nightrid-
er Limited, 2020, 190 pages, 374 problems,
ISBN 978-3-9355586-1-3.
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Advantage / Disadvantage tourney -
Provisional Award

BY ED VAN DE GEVEL

This tourney was plagued by problems. First
the announcement had to be placed in EG one
issue (three months) later than planned. Later
tourney directory Harold van der Heijden suf-
fered from a computer crash, and had to redo
most of his work. In the end only seven studies
(although one in two versions) were entered.
The judge thought about giving one fewer
prize, but in the end decided against it. I wish
to thank all contestants and a special thank you
to goes to the tourney director.

No 23119 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.c7/i Res/ii 2.Rf6/iii Rc3/iv 3.Bes/v
h2/vi 4.Be4/vii Bdi+ 5.Kg3/viii Bf3/ix 6.Bcs/x
Bxe4+/xi 7.Kxh2/xii Rxcs (Bxcs; c8Q+) 8.Rf8
mate.

i) Every tempo is important to see who pro-
motes first. 1.Bd3? (cxby? Rxb6;) Rxb6 2.Rg7
h2 3.Rxh7+ Kg8 4.Rg7+ Kf8 5.Bxh2 Bdi+ 6.Kg3
f1Q 7.Bxf1 Bei+ 8.Kh3 Rb3+ 9.Bg3 bxc6 and
Black survives after the exchanges on g3.

i) 1...Bdi+ 2.Kg3 wins. In general White is
doing well if he can get his king to g3 as his
own pawn on ¢y will cost Black material soon-
er or later.

No 23119 S. Slumstrup Nielsen No 23120 L. Miguel Gonzalez
2nd prize

1st prize
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iii) Keeping an eye on both f1 and {8.

iv) The rook must open the way to {8 and
stay on the c-file. On c3 it stops the wK from
approaching the pawns on h3 and f2. 2...Rc4?
3.Bd3 and White stops the pawn, keeping his
own trump on cy.

v) A move of many purposes. It opens the
way for the rook on f6, stopping promotion
and it blocks the third rank, allowing the wK
access to g3. As we shall see, the move has a
third purpose as well. 3.Bd3, with the same
idea, is met by 3...Bd1+ 4.Kg3 f1Q draws.

vi) Threatening a new promotion. Bdi+
4.Kxh3; Rxe3 4.c8Q+.

vii) Both pawns are under control and with
normal play White wins easily, capturing on
both f2 and ha.

viii) Not fearing Rxe3. Other moves: 5.Kg5?
Rec4 6.Rxf2 Be7+ 7.Rf6 h1Q 8.Bxh1 Rgq+ 9.Khs
Rag+ and a perpetual; 5.Kh3? allows promo-
tion on hi with check. 5...Bfs 6.Rxf3 (Bxf3
f1Q+;) h1Q+ wins.

ix) The classic Novotny, interfering with the
lines f6-f1 and e4-h1. The advantages are clear,

No 23121 P. Arestov
3rd prize
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Advantage / Disadvantage tourney — Provisional Award

but unfortunately for Black it also interferes
with the c3-g3 line, unpinning Be3...

x) Counter-Novotny. Now both immediate
captures on c5 gives White a choice of win-
ning moves. 6.Rxf3? h1Q draws; 6.Bxf3 f1Q and
Black wins.

xi) f1S+ 7.Kf4; h1S+ 7.Khg4.
xii) Black checks on f1 or h3 only prolong
the agony, so:

“Black sets up a classic Novotny with the
known advantage that it blocks a White line
and a White diagonal so White cannot defend
against both threats. The unexpected disad-
vantage is that the Novotny also blocks a Black
line, thus unpinning a wB which in turn is
used for a counter Novotny. In addition, since
the White threats are mate and the Black ones
only queening, White wins. A brilliant display
of the advantages and disadvantages hidden in
a well-known theme”.

No 23120 Luis Miguel Gonzalez (Spain).
1.Kc3/i Sbé/ii 2.Bxbé6/iii Sag+ 3.Kbg Sxbé6 4.c5
Sa8/iv 5.Bxa8 c6/v 6.Kas Kb8/vi 7.Bxc6 dxc6
8.Kb6 Ka8 9.a3/vii zz f5 10.g3/ix zz Kb8 11.a4
zz Ka8 12.a5/x zz Kb8 13.a6 zz Ka8 14.a7 zz Bdy
15.Kc7 Be8/xi 16.Kb6 positional draw.

i) Thematic try: 1.Bxa8? c6 2.Bd4 (Kb3 Sd3;)
Sd3+ 3.Kas Kb8 4.Bxc6 dxcé6 5.Bxf6 Kc7 Black
wins; 1.Kb3? Sd3 2.Kc3 Ses 3.Bxa8 c6 4.Bay Bf7
5.a4 Bxc4 Black wins.

ii) Sxc4 2.Kxc4 Sb6+ 3.Kbs d6+ 4.Bc6 Bxc6+
5.Kxc6 Sc4 6.Bf4 Se5+ 7.Kds Kdy 8.a4 draws.

iii) 2.¢c5¢ S6a4+ 3.Kb3 Bf7+ 4.Kb4 Bxa2 5.Bd4
Sxcs 6.Ka3 Be6 7.Bxba2 f5 Black wins.

iv) Thematic move: knight retreat in order
to trap the bishop along the h1-a8 diagonal by
pawn interference. Bf7 5.cxb6 cxb6 6.a4 Kcy
7.83 Kd6 8.Kbs Bb3 9.Kb4, and: Bc2 10.Kbs Kes
11.Bg2 ds5 12.Kxb6 Bxa4 13.Kcs, or Bf7 10.Kbs
Kc7 11.a5 bxas 12.Kxas draw.

v) Bf7 6.c6 Bxaz 7.cxdy+ Kxdy 8.Kcs draws.
vi) Bfy 7.Kb6 Bxa2 8.Bb7+ Kd8 9.Ba6 Bds
10.g3 draws.

viii) The black thematic move has the dis-
advantage that, once the bishop is captured,
White can apply the Festina Lente theme. 9.a4?

Kb8 10.a5 Bdy 11.a6 Be8 12.a7+ Ka8 13.g3 f5 zz
wins. 9.g3? Kb8 10.a3 Bdy 11.a4 Be8 12.a5 Bdy
13.a6 Be8 14.a7+ Ka8 wins. 9.Kc7? Kay 10.Kd6
f5 11.Ke7 Bhs 12.Kd6 Kby 13.Kes Bg4 wins.

ix) 10.a4? f4 11.a5 Bg6 12.Kxc6 Be4+ wins.

x) 12.Kc7? Kay 13.Kd8 Bf7 14.Kc7 Bds wins.

xi) Be6 16.Kxc6 Kxa7 17.Kd6 draws.

“The thematic move ...c6 has the advantage
that it traps the wB but it gives away the option
to lose a tempo. In the thematic try both sides
keep a minor piece and White cannot exploit
black’s disadvantage. In the solution the extra

minor pieces get exchanged and so White can
use the Festina Lente theme to save the draw”.

No 23121 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rd4+
(Bg2? hxg2;) Kes 2.Rd1 Kf4/i 3.Kh4 f1Q/ii 4.Rxf1
Sxf1 5.Kxh3, and:

— ds 6.Bg2/iii Se3 7.Kh2 Sxga/iv 8.Kxg2 Ke3
(d4; Kf2) 9.f4/v Kxfg (d4; f5) 10.Kf2 Kegq
11.Ke2 Kd4 12.Kd2 draws, or:

— d6 6.Bg2 Se3 7.Kh2 Sxga/vi 8.Kxg2 Ke3 (ds;
9.Kf2) 9.Kg3/vii ds5 10.f4/viii d4 11.f5 d3 12.16
d2 13.f7 d1Q 14.£8Q draws.

i) Stops wPf3 which is a disadvantage, as it
blocks wBhi. f1Q 3.Rxf1 Sxf1 4.Kg4 (Khg) ds
5.f4+ draws.

ii) ds 4.Rd4+ Ke3 5.Rd1 d4 6.f4 d3 7.Kxh3
f1Q+ 8.Rxf1 Sxf1 9.Bc6 d2 10.Bag draws.

iii) 6.Kg2? Sg3? 7.Kf2 Sxh1+ wins.

iv) d4 8.Bh3 d3 9.Bdy d2 10.Bag4 draws.

v) The advantage of wP{3!

vi) ds 8.Bh3 d4 9.Bdy draws.

vii) 9.f4? Kxf4 10.Kf2 Ke4 11.Ke2 Kd4 12.Kd2
ds wins.

viii) The advantage of wPf3!

“After the introduction Black has the advan-
tage that the wB is trapped by the white pawn
on f3, but it is not enough for Black to win be-
cause. in the end, it is a disadvantage to Black
that he has to stop that same f-pawn. I like it
that White has to use his pawn differently de-
pending on Black’s choice of d5 or d6”.

This award is provisional. Please send your
claims to the tourney director HH:

heijdenharold@gmail.com

— 170 —



Bukovina-100 AT 2018

The Romanian Chess Federation organized an endgame study tourney to commemorate the cen-
tenary of the Romanian takeover during the Polish-Ukrainian War of Bukovina, a region in central/
eastern-Europe, nowadays divided between Ukraine and Romania. Wikipedia gives more details
about this region and its history: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bukovina

It is unclear how this historical event is connected with chess, let alone with endgame studies.
Still, 24 studies by 15 composers from 12 countries were submitted. Sergey Osintsev was the judge.

The provisional award was published in the Romanian chess composition magazine e4es, no. 42
(i-vi2zo19) with a confirmation date of 25vi2019. Since then no final award seems to have appeared.
The award was adequately edited (not all analytical lines included) and EG makes good use of that.

No 23122 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
& M. Minski
1st prize
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No 23122 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Marin Minski (Germany). 1.Kd2 Qf6
2.Ra1 Re2+/i 3.Kd1 (Kxe2? Qxb2+;) Rd2+ 4.Ke1/
ii Re2+ 5.Kf1 Rf2+/iii 6.Kg1 Rxg2+ 7.Kf1/iv Rf2+
8.Ke1 Re2+ 9.Kd1 Rd2+ 10.Qxd2 Qxa1+ 11.Qc1+
Qxc1+ 12.Kxc1 Kd8 13.g7 wins.

i) Kd8 3.Qb4, and: d6 4.g7 Qxg7 5.Qxd6+
Ke8 6.Qb8+ Kf7 7.Qxb7+ wins, or Re2+ 4.Kxe2
Qxa1 5.Qf8 mate.

ii) Logical try: 4.Qxd2? Qxai+ 5.Qc1+ Qxci+
6.Kxc1 hxg2 wins.

iii) hxg2+ 6.Kg1 Rei+ 7.Rxer Qxb2 8.Re8
mate.

iv) Logical try: 7.Kh1? Rxha+ 8.Kg1 Rg2+
9.Kf1 Rf2+ 10.Ke1 Re2+ 11.Kd1 Rd2+ draws,
since after 12.Qxd2 Qxai+ 13.Qci+ Qxci+
14.Kxc1 h2 Black wins.

This study was inspired by the famous game
Wilhelm Steinitz vs Curt von Bardeleben,
Hastings 1895.

No 23123 P. Arestov & D. Keith
and prize
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No 23123 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel

Keith (France). 1.d6, and:

— Qxc2 2.Qbg+ Kfs/i 3.d7 Sb3 4.Ke8/ii Qe2+
5.Kf8 Sd4 6.Qxd4 Ke6 7.d8R/iii Qf3+ 8.Kgy
Qf7+ 9.Kh6 wins, or:

— Sxc2 2.d7 Qag 3.Kc8/iv Sd4 4.Qd6+/v Keg
5.Qg6+/vi Kes 6.Qgs+ Ke6/vii 7.d8S+/viii
Kdé 8.Sb7+ Ke6 (Kc6; Qcs mate) 9.Scs5+
wins.

i) Kes 3.d7 Sb3 4.Qey+ Kds 5.Ke8 Qg6+
6.Qf7+ wins.
ii) 4.Ke7? Scs 5.d8Q Qe2+ 6.Kd6 Qd3+ 7.Key

Qe2+ 8.Kf8 Se6+ draws.

iii) 7.d8Q? Qf3+ (Qfi+) 8.Kgy Qf7+ 9.Khé6

Qg6+ 10.Kxg6 stalemate.
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iv) 3.Ke7? (Kc7?) Sd4 4.d8Q Sc6+ (Se6+)
draws.

v) 4.d8Q? Qa8+ 5.Kd7 Qxd8+ 6.Kxd8 Se6+
draws.

vi) 5.d8Q? Qa8+ 6.Kdy Qag+ 7.Kc7 Qay+/ix
8.Kc8 Qa8+ 9.Qb8 Qxb8+ 10.Kxb8 Sc6+ draws.

vii) Ke4 7.d8Q Qa6+ 8.Kd7 Qa4+ 9.Ke7 Sc6+
10.Kd6 Sxd8 11.Qg4+ (Qh4+) wins.

viii) 7.d8Q? Qa8+ 8.Kc7 Qay+ 9.Kc8 Qa8+
draws.

ix) But not Sbs+? 8.Kb6 Sxd6 9.Qh4+ wins.

No 23124 S. Didukh
3rd prize
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No 23124 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.Qg5/i,
and:

— h3+ 2.Kg1 Bd4+ 3.Bf2 Bxfa+ 4.Kxf2 e3+
5.Kxe3 Qg2 6.5f8+ Kh87.S5g6+ Kg8/ii 8.Se7++
Kf8 9.Qh6+ Ke8 10.Qh8+ Kd7 11.Qc8+ Kd6
12.5f5+ Kds 13.Qd7+ Kc4 14.Qd3+ mate, or:

— Bfi+ 2.Kgu/iii Bd4+ 3.Bf2 Bxf2+ 4.Kxf2 e3+
5.Ke1/iv Qg2 6.5f8+ Kh8 7.5g6+ Kg8 8.Se7++
Kf8 9.Qh6+ Ke8 10.Qh8+ Kd7 11.Qc8+ Kdé6
12.Sf5+ Kds 13.Sxe3 wins.

i) 1.5f8+? Kg8 2.Qh6 h3+ 3.Kg1 Bd4+ 4.Bf2

Bxf2+ 5.Kxf2 e3+ 6.Kxe3 Qg2 stalemate. But 2...

Bfi+ also draws.

ii) fxg6 8.Qh6+ Kg8 9.Qg7 mate.

iii) 2.Kxf1? Qa6+ 3.Kg1 Bd4+ wins.

iv) Logical try: 5.Kxe3? Qg2 6.5f8+ Kh8
7.5g6+ Kg8 8.Se7++ Kf8 9.Qh6+ Ke8 10.Qh8+
Kd7 11.Qc8+ Kd6 12.Sfs5+ Kds and now 13.Se3+
is not possible, while 13.Qd7+ Kc4 while with
the bB at f1 instead of a6, 14.Qd3 is not a mate.

No 23125 D. Keith
1st honourable mention
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No 23125 Daniel Keith (France). 1.Kgs
Qbs/i 2.Baz2+ Kxes 3.Bcqg f1Q/ii 4.Bxf1/iii Qds
5.Rdy/iv Qxdy/v 6.Sc4+ Ke4 7.Bg2+ Kd3 8.Se5+
wins.

i) Qbg 2.Bfs+ Kxes 3.Bh3 Qf8 4.Rdy Qg8+
5.Kh4 wins, or Kxes 2.Rcs5+ Ke6é 3.Bd3 Qbg
4.Bcg+ Kd6 5.Rds5+ Kc6 6.Rd4 wins.

ii) Qe8 4.Rcs+ Kdé6 5.Rds5+ Kc7 6.Kf4 Qf8+
7.Kg3 wins.

iii) White avoids the stalemate trap: 4.Sxf1?
Qe8 s5.Rcs+ Keq 6.Rfs Qg6+ 7.Khg Qggq+
8.Kxg4 stalemate.

iv) 5.Rc2? Qg8+ 6.Khg Qhy+ 7.Kg3 Qxc2
wins.

v) Qg8+ 6.Kh4 Qh8+ 7.Kg3 wins.

No 23126 M. Hlinka

& L. Kekely
2nd honourable mention
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No 23126 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Keke-
ly (Slovakia). 1...Ray+/i 2.Kg6 Ra6+/ii 3.Khs
Rh6+ 4.Kxh6 c1Q+ 5.Rd2 Kga 6.h3+ Kxh3
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7.Khs Qai/iii 8.Bg2+ Kh2 9.Bd6+ Kg1 10.Bcs+/
iv Kh2 11.Bds+/v Kh3 12.Rd3+ Kh2 13.Rd4 Qa1
14.Rhg4+ Kg3 15.Rg4+ Kh3 16.Bd4 Qe1 17.Bg2+
Kh2 18.Be4 Qe2 19.Bes+ Kh3 20.Bg2+ Qxg2
21.Rh4 mate.

i) c1Q 2.Bfs+ Kh4 3.Bey+ Khs 4.Rb4, and:
Ra4 5.Bg6+ Kh6 6.Bf8+ Kg5 7.h4 mate, or: Qe1
5.Bg4+ Khé6 6.Rb6+ Khy 7.Bfs+ Kh8 8.Rhé6
mate.

ii) c1Q 3.Bfs+ Kh4 4.Be7+ Rxe7 5.Rb4+ and
mate.

iii) Qf1 8.Rd3+ Kh2 9.Bd6+ Kg110.Rg3+ Kf2
11.Rf3+ wins.

iv) Here the main line of the authors ended.
The rest of the solution is by the judge!

v) Other moves by the bishop on the long
diagonal waste time.

No 23127 M. Hlinka
& L. Kekely
3rd honourable mention

7 7 7 7
W_W_W T
//%% %% %% * 5%

2B B
2

2 74
/% 7

y% &
‘1 B

. b

f5f1 0170.43 7/6 Draw

N

No 23127 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Keke-
ly (Slovakia). 1.a7 Bxc2+ 2.Kg4/i Bdi+ 3.Kxh4
Bxay 4.Rby g2 5.Bxg2+ Kxg2 6.Rxb2 Bd4 7.Rbs
Bf6+ 8.Rgs5+, and:

— Kxf2 9.Kh3 Bxgs stalemate, or:
— Kf3 9.Kh3 Bxgs draws, or:
— Kxh2 9.f3/ii Bxf3 stalemate.

i) 2.Kgs? Bd8+ 3.Khs biQ 4.a8Q Qdi+
5.Kh6 Qc1+ 6.Khs Bdi+ 7.Bf3 Qc3 8.Bxd1 Qxgy
9.Qxd8 Qh7+ 10.Kgs5 g2 wins.

ii) 9.f4? Be2 (Bd8, Bey) 10.f5 Kh1 11.Kg3 Bxgs
wins.

No 23128 P. Gyarmati
& M. Garcia
commendation
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No 23128 Peter Gyarmati (Hungary) &
M. Garcia (Argentina). 1.Se6 c¢5 2.Bxcs/i Bg8
3.5xg6+ Khy 4.Sgf8+ Khé6 (Kh8; Bd4 mate)
5.Be3+ Khs 6.Sd4 Khy/ii 7.8g6+ Khs/iii 8.Sey
Bf7 9.Kg3 a3 10.Sdfs5 a2 11.Sg7 mate.

i) 2.57+? Kg8 3.Sh6+ Kh8 4.Bxc5 Bg8 draws.

ii) a3 7.5f5 a2 8.Sg3+ Kh4 9.Sg6+ Kh3 10.5{4+,
and: Kh4 11.Se4 a1Q 12.Bf2 mate, or: Kh2 11.Sfi+
Khi 12.Shs (Se2) Bds+ 13.Kf2 a1Q 14.Shg3 mate.

iii) Kh3 8.5f4+ Khg4 9.5fs5+ Kgs5 10.Se7 Bb3
11.5fds+ Khg 12.5f6 a3 13.Bf4 a2 14.Sg6+ Kh3
15.Bg3 Bdi+ 16.Kf2 a1Q 17.Sh4 mate.

No 23129 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
& M. Minski
commendation
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No 23129 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.f5/i Bxfs
2.5xb4 Rbi1+ 3.Kc3 Rb3+ 4.Kxb3 d2 5.Sc2 Kf2
6.Res d1Q 7.Rxf5+ draws.
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i) Logical try: 1.Sxb4? Rbi+ 2.Kc3 Rb3+
3.Kxb3 d2 4.Sc2 Kfz2 5.Re8 (Re1 Bxca+;) diQ
wins.

No 23130 A. Jasik
commendation
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No 23130 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.b8Q
Qxb8 2.Rg8 Sb4+ 3.axb4/i Bd3+ 4.bs Bxbs+
5.Kxbs Qb7 6.h8Q Sxc3+ 7.Qxc3+/ii Kxc3 8.c6
Qay 9.Ra8 Qxa8 stalemate.

i) Thematic try: 3.cxbg? Bd3+ 4.bs Bxbs+
5.Kxbs Qb7 6.h8Q+ Sc3+ 7.Qxc3+ Kxc3 8.c6
Qay 9.Ra8 Qxa8 and no stalemate.

ii) 7.Kc4? Qds+ 8.Kb4 Qxcs5 mate.

No 23131 A. Jasik
commendation
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No 23131 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Rc6+
Bcy 2.Rxc7+ Qxcy 3.dxc7 Sc3+ 4.Kai Bga/i
5.Qg8+ Rxg8 6.a7 Kxcy 7.a8Q Rxa8 stalemate.

i) Bfs 5.Qf8+, or Be6 5.Qe8+.

No 23132 M. Hlinka

& M. Garcia
special commendation
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No 23132 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) & Mario
Garcia (Argentina). 1.c8Q Sxe4/i 2.Qg8+ Kheé
3.5t7+ Rxf7 4.Qxf7 Rg3+ 5.Kh2 Rh3+ 6.Kxh3
Sg5+ 7.Kg4 Sxf7 8.c7 Bag 9.5b6/ii Sd6 10.Kf4
Bb3 11.Kes Sf7+ 12.Kf6 Sd6 13.Ke7 Sfs5+ 14.Kd8
Be6 15.Sd7 Sd6 16.Ke7 Bxdy 17.Kxd7 Sc4 18.Kc6
wins.

i) Sgq 2.5f7+ Rxf7 3.Qg8+ Khy4 4.Qxf7 Rg3+
5.Kf1 wins.

ii) 9.c8Q? Bdy+ 10.Qxdy Ses+ 11.Sxes
stalemate.



Springaren 2015-2016

Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen judged the informal tourney of the Swedish composition magazine.
He considered the quality level to be low, for instance, for many studies he was unable to spot any
predominant idea. In total 22 studies by 12 composers participated. The award was published in

Springaren no. 149 (iii2019).

No 23133 V. Samilo
1st honourable mention

Z %%

No 23134 V. Tarasiuk
2nd honourable mention
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No 23135 P. Olin
1st commendation
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e1ay 0100.66 8/7 Win

No 23133 Vladimir  Samilo  (Ukraine).
1.0-0-0 h4 2.Kb2 h3 3.Ka3 h2 4.Ka4 g1Q 5.a3/i
Qg8 6.Rf1/ii Qc8/iii 7.Rd1 Qf8 8.Rf1 Qc8 9.Rd1
positional draw.

i) 5.Rxg1? hxgiS 6.a3 Sf3 7.exf3 e2 8.fxe4 e1S
and mate in two.

ii) 6.Rd8? Qxb3+ 7.Kxb3 h1Q wins, or 6.Rh1?
Qa8 7.Rxh2 Kb8 mate.

iii) Qa8 7.Rf8 Qxc6 8.Rh8 hiQ 9.Rxh1 Qa8
10.Rh8 Qxh8 stalemate.

After the unsound H. Hultberg & H. Froberg,
Springaren 1995 (EG#11176).

No 23134 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Rg4+/i Kas 2.Rh5+ Qbs 3.Rxbs+ Kxbs 4.Rg5+
Kc6 5Rg6+ Kc7 6.Rgz+ Kdé 7Rg6+ Kds
8.Rg5+ Kd4 9.Rg4+ Kd3 10.Rg3+ Ke2 11.Rg2+
Sf2 12.Rg1 draws.

i) Logical try: 1.Rh4+? Kas 2.Rgs+ Qbs
3.Rxbs+ Kxbs 4.Rhs+ Kc6 5.Rh6+ Kds 6.Rhs+
Kd4 7.Rh4+ Kd3 8.Rh3+ Ke2 9.Rh2+ Sf2 wins.

No 23135 Per Olin (Finland). 1.f6, and:

— Qxc6 2.f7 Kdy 3.Bd8 Qdé6 4.e5 Qf8 5.Bxb6
Kc6 6.Bcs Qd8 7.8R Qcy+ 8.Ka8 wins,or:

a7a4 3203.01 3/4 Draw

IE:
N
&\
N

a7C7 3010.72 9/4

— Qg5 2.Bd6+ Kxc6 3.£7 Qd8 4.f8R Qd7+ 5.Bcy
Qxc7+ 6.Ka8 wins.

No 23136 V. Samilo
2nd commendation
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No 23136 Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine). 1.dy
Rd2 2.d8Q Rxd8+ 3.5xd8 Rc8 4.Kgy/i Rxd8 5.5
Ke2 6.f6 Kf3 7.f7 Kg4 8.Kf6 Khs 9.g6 Khé6 10.g7
Khy 11.£8Q Rxf8+ 12.gxf8R wins.

i) 4.g6? Rxd8+ 5.Khy Rf8 6.g7 Rxfs 7.g8Q
Rhg+ 8.Kg6 Rga+, or 4.Khy? Rxd8 s5.f5 Rds
6.Kg6 Ke2 7.6 Kf3 8.f7 Kg4 9.8Q Rxgs+ 10.Kh6
Rhs+ 11.Kg6 Rgs+ draw.

After a study by K. Runquist, Springaren
1949 (HHdbV#59908).



Springaren 2017-2018

The informal tourney of the Swedish chess composition magazine comprised 26 studies by 19
composers with Peter Gyarmati (Hungary) as judge; the award was published in issue no. 150, vii2o19.

No 23137 P. Krug

No 23139 M. Ili¢

& M. Garcia No 23138 A. Avni & B. Djurasevi¢
1st prize and prize 3rd prize
P3N _ B , /
HoE @ | A EaoED / “mum B
am am m (Wi m & | |hm Sem m
0 Bam | R B mn B AAE
5 _ E// 5 _ /%_ Y
AW EARY B Bxm @ | @eE T
7%7// AL ///%%// 2L B B’
4 K ] & B BN

h3g7 0405.36 7/9 Win

No 23137 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Garcia (Argentina). 1.Kh2/i e2 2.Se5+, and:

— Kg83.5cdy Kg7 4.f4 Rhi+ 5.Kxh1 e1Q+ 6.Kh2
Qe3 7.Rb7 Qe4 8.Rc7 Qc2 9.Ray Qf2 10.Rby
Qe2 11.5f6+ Kxf6 12.Rf7 mate, or:

— Kh83.Sg6+ Kg8 4.Sd7, and now:

- Kg7 5.5des+ Kg8 6.Rf7 e1Q 7.Sey+ Kh8
8.S5g6 mate, or:
- Rhi+ 5.Kxh1 e1Q+ 6.Kh2 Qc3 7.Sge5 Kg7
8.f4/ii Qd4 9.Sc5+, and now:
» Kh8 10.Sg6+ Kg8 11.Ra8+ Kf7 (Kgz;
Sxe6+) 12.Ses5+ Key 13.Sc6+ wins, or
here:

o Kg8 10.Rg7+ Kxg7 11.5xe6+ Kf6 12.5xd4
Sd2 13.5d3 a5 14.Sb2 wins.

i) 1.Se5+? Kf6 2.Scd7+ Key draws, e.g. 3.Kh2
e2 4.Sc5+ Ke8.

ii) 8.5f6+2 Kxf6 9.f4 Qxes and Black wins.

No 23138 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Sgs/i
Bfg+/ii 2.Bxfs4 fxgs 3.£8Q gxf4+ 4.Kf2 Qg6
5.Qg8 Qxg8 6.Rg3 fxg3+ 7.hxg3+ Rhg 8.Rxhg
mate.

i) 1.8Q? Qe6+ 2.Kf2 Qe4 and no win.

ii) fxgs 2.£8Q Bf4+ 3.Bxf4 wins, or Qa8 2.5f3
Qf8 3.Rdy Bxg3 4.hxgs+ Kg2 5.Sh4+ Rxhg

e3h1 3541.33 8/7 Win

b3e6 3050.55 8/8 Draw

6.gxh4 wins, or Rd4 2.Rxd4 cxd4+ 3.Kf2 Qas
4.513 Qxhs 5.f8Q wins.

No 23139 Miloje Ili¢ & Branislav Djurase-
vi¢ (Serbia). 1.Kc2+/i Qds 2.Bxds5+ Kxds 3.fxg3
Bbeé/ii 4.Kd3 (Kd2; Bf2) Bf2 5.Bc1 Bxgs 6.Be3
Bxh2 7.Bxay Bg3 8.Bg1 draws.

i) Thematic try: 1.Kc3+? Qds 2.Bxds+ Kxds
3.fxg3 Bhg 4.e6 Kxe6 5.Bcs Bxgs 6.Bxay Bei+
7.Kd3 g3 8.Bg1 Bf2 9.Bxf2 gxh2 wins.

ii) Bh4 4.e6 Kxe6 5.Bc5 Bxg3 6.Bxay draws.

No 23140 L Kekely & M. Hlinka
1st honourable mention
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No 23140 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1.Bf4+ Kb6 2.Bes/i Rgi+/ii 3.Kxaz
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No 23141 P. Krug

No 23142 G. Ostmoe

& M. Garcia & M. Minski No 23143 P. Arestov
2nd honourable mention 3rd honourable mention special honourable mention
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e7f4 4001.24 5/6

Kcs 4.Kb3 Rc1 5.Kb2 Re3 6.Bxd4+ Kxd4 7.Rd6+
Kes 8.Rd8 Rcs 9.d4+ wins.

i) 2.Kxa2? Rf7 3.Be5 Kbs 4.Rf6 Rhy draws.

ii) Rg2 3.Bxd4+ Kbs 4.Re5+ Ka4 5.Bcs Kb3
6.Re8 Kc3 7.d4 wins.

No 23141 Peter Krug (Austria) & Peter Gar-
cia (Argentina). 1.Qcy+/1 Kxgs/ii 2.fxg3 Qg4
3.Qb8/iii h4/iv 4.Sh3+/v Qxh3/vi 5.Qg8+ Khs/
vii 6.Kf6 Qxg3 7.Qh7+ Kg4 8.Qxf5 mate.

i) 1.Qb8+? Kg4 2.fxg3 Qxgs5+ draws.

ii) Kgq 2.f3+ exf3 3.Qc4+ Kxgs 4.Sxf3+ wins.

ii) 3.Qes? Kgé, or 3.Kf7? Khe.

iv) Kg6 4.Qg8+ Kh6 5.Qh8+ Kgé6 6.Sh3 wins.

v) 4.Qg8+? Kh6 5.Qh8+ Kg6 6.gxh4 e3 7hs5+
Qxhs 8.Qg8+ Kh6 9.Kf6 Qhg+ draws.

vi) Kh6 5.Qh8+ Kg6 6.5f4+ wins.

vii) Khé 6.Kf6 Qxg3 7.Qh8 mate.

No 23142 Geir Ostmoe (Norway) & Mar-

tin Minski (Germany). 1.Be3 g3+ 2.Kg2 Raz+
3.Qxa2, and:
— Qxd3 4.Qe6+ Kf8 (Kd8) 5.Bxh6 (Bb6) mate,
or:
— Qxe3 4.Qe6+, and:
- Kd8 5.Qd6+ Ke8 (Kc8) 6.Bg6 (Ba6) mate,
or:
- K18 5.Qf6+ Kg8 6.Bc4+ Khy 7.Qf7+ and
mate.

No 23143 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Bc1 Sf3/i
2.Bh6+ Kg8 3.5f6+ Kh8 4.Sg4/ii Sh4 5.Ke7 Sg6+

h2e8 4320.03 4/6 Win

d8f8 0014.02 3/4 Win

6.Kf6 Kg8 7.Se3 Sf8 8.Sc4 Sg6 9.5d6 Sh4 10.Sby
Sg6 11.5d8 Sh8 12.5¢c6 Sg6 13.Kf5 Kh8 14.Kgs f5/
iii 15.Kf6 Kg8 16.Sd4 Shg4 17.Bg5 Sg2 18.Sxf5 hs
19.Bh6 h4 20.Kg6 h3 21.Se7+ Kh8 22.Bg7 mate.

i) Sc4 2.Bh6+ Kg8 3.5f6+ Kh8 4.Sg4 Sdé
5.Ke7 Sfs+ 6.Kf8 Sxh6 7.5xh6 f5 8.5f7+ mate.

ii) 4.Ke7? Ses 5.Kf8 Sg6+ 6.Kxf7 Ses5+ 7.Ke6
Sf7 8.Kxf7 stalemate.

iii) Kg8 15.Kf6 Kh8 16.Kxf7 Ses+ 17.Key
Sxc6+ 18.Kf8 Ses 19.Bg7 mate.

No 23144 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
special honourable mention
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No 23144 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.Rf3+ Bxf3 (Kxb2; Kxc4+) 2.e8Q, and:
— Qxe8+ 3.Kas+ Qbs+ 4.Rxbs+ Rb4 5.Rxbg

mate, or:

— Rbg+ 3.Kas Rbs++ 4.Kxbs Qxe8+ 5.Kcs+

Ka4 6.Bc2+ Kas 7.b4 mate, or:

— Be2 3.Qxe2 Rbg+/i 4.Kas (Kcs5? Qgi+;)

Rbs++ 5.Kxbs Qxe2+ 6.Kcs+ Kag 7.Ra6+
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Kbs/ii 8.Ra3+ Kxb2 9.Raz+ Kxbi 10.Rxe2
wins.

i) Qxe2 4.Kas+ Rb4 5.Rxb4 mate.
ii) Qxa6 8.Bc2+ Kas 9.bg4 mate.

No 23145 M. Hlinka
& L. Kekely
1st commendation
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No 23145 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1...e2 2.Rg7+ Kfg/i 3.Rf7+ Kgs/ii
4.Sxe4+ Kh2 5.Rh7+ Kg1 (Kxg2; Rg7+) 6.Rh1+/
iii Kxh1 7.5g3+ Kxg2 8.Sxe2 Bb2+ 9.Sac3 Bb3
10.Kh7 Kh3 11.Kg6/iv Kg4 12.Kh6 Kh4 13.Kg6
Kg4 14.Kh6 Bai1 15.5c1 draws.

i) Bgs 3.5xeq e1Q 4.Rxgs+ Kf4 5.Sac3 Bc2
6.g3+ Ke3 7.Rg4 Qa1 8.Kg8 draws.

ii) Kes 4.Sxc1 e1Q 5.Sd3+ exd3 6.Rey+ Kxd6

7.Rxe1, or Ke3 4.Sfs+ Kd2 5.Rd7+ Kc2 6.Sd4+
Kb2 7.Sxe2 win.

iii) 6.Sg3? Bb2+ 7.Kg8 Bb3+ 8.Kf8 e1Q 9.Rh1+
Kf2 10.Rxe1 Kxe1 11.Sb4 Ba3z wins.

iv) 11.Kh6? Kg4 12.Kg6 Bai1 13.Kh6 Bf7 is giv-
en as a win for Black, but 6EGTB call it a draw!

No 23146 P. Krug
& M. Garcia
2nd commendation
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No 23146 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Garcia (Argentina). 1.e8Q+ Kxe8 2.Rd8+ Kxd8
3.Bey+ Qxey 4.fxe7+/i Kxey 5.g8Q Bf6+ 6.Kh6
St7+/ii 7.Kg6/iii Bfs+ 8.Kxfs Sh6+ 9.Kg6 Sxg8
10.h6 Bh8/iv 11.Khy Kf8/v 12.Kxh8 Sf6 13.g3 zz
Kf7 14.g4 Sxg4 15.f5 Se5 16.£6 Sf3 17.h7 Ses stale-
mate.

i) 4.gxh8Q+? Qe8 5.Qxe8+ Kxe8 6.Kg6 Kf8
7.h6 Kg8 wins.

ii) Bf5 7.g4 Sf7+ 8.Qxft7+ Kxf7 9.gxf5 draws.

iii) 7Kh7? Bfs+ 8.Qg6 Sd6 9.Qxf5 Sxf5 10.g4
Sg7 11.Kg8 Se6 12.h6 Sxf4 13.h7 Sg6 wins.

iv) Ke6 11.f5+ Kes 12.g4 Se7+ 13.Kf7 wins.

v) Sf6+ 12.Kxh8 Kf7 13.g4 draws.

No 23147 D. Gatti
3rd commendation
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No 23147 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.a3+ Kag

2.Bxe2/i Bxe2 3.Se4 Bf3 4.Kay Bxe4 stalemate.

i) 2.Be4? (S£3?) Bg2 3.5f3 (Bg2) Ses wins.
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Problem Paradise 2018

The informal tourney of the Japanese chess composition magazine attracted 23 originals by
14 composers from 10 countries. Judge Mario Garcia included no fewer than 16 studies in the award

and also found it necessary to have two sections.

Win section

No 23148 Andrzej Jasik (Poland).
and:

— Sxb2 2.Qg3 Qxg3/i 3.Bd6 Qxd6 4.Rh8+ Qb8
5.Rxb8+ Kxb8 6.e7/ii g3+ 7.513 Bxf3+ 8.Khg4
c1Q 9.e8Q+ Qc8 10.Qes5+ Ka8 11.Qas+ Kb8
12.Qay mate, or:

— Qh2 2.Bdé/iii g3+ 3.Sxd1 Qxg1 4.Rh8 mate,
or:

— Qb3 2.Rh8 Sxb6 3.Bcs+ Kay 4.Bxb6+ Qxbé6
5.Rc8 Qbs+ 6.Kh6 Qes 7.5g6 Qxe6 8.Qxd4+
wins.

i) c1Q 3.Qb8+ Kxb8 4.Bd6+ Kc8 5.Rh8 mate.

ii) 6.exf7? c1Q 7f8Q+ Qc8 8.Qd6+ Kas$
9.Qa3+ Saq and Black wins.

iii) 2.Bg7? g3+ 3.Sxd1 Qe2+ 4.53 Qxf3+
5.Kh4 Qfs4+ 6.Kh3 Qfs5+ 7.Kh4 Qf4+ draws.

1.Sb2,

No 23149 Daniel Keith (France). 1.Rh7+
Kc6 2.Kag Qfs 3.Bc3/i Qxcq+/ii 4.Sbg+ Kd6
5.Rd7+/iii Kcs 6.Rds5+ Kbé6 7.Bes, and:

— Scs+ 8.Rxcs Kxcs (Qxcs; Sd7+) 9.Sd7 mate,
or:

— Kay 8.Ras+ Kby 9.Rbs+ Kay 10.Sd7 Qc1
11.Rb6 Scs5+12.Kbs Sxd713.Sc6+ Ka8 (Qxc6+;
Rxc6) 14.Ra6+ Kby 15.Ra7+ Kc8 16.Rc7 mate.

i) 3.5d7? Qe4 4.Sb8+ Kb6 5.Bas+ Kcs 6.Sa6+
Kxc4 draws.

ii) Scs+ 4.Kas Qxc4 5.Sd4+ Kdé 6.Se8+ Kds
7.Rh5+ wins.

iii) 5.5e8+? Kcs 6.Rhs+ Kbé6 draws.

No 23150 Ilham Aliev (Azerbaijan). 1.Qes,
and:

— Qf7+ 2.Kgs+ Kg8 3.Rg3 d1Q 4.Kh4+/i Kf8
5.Qh8+ Key 6.Re3+ Kd8 (Kd7; Rcy+) 7.Rd4+
Bdé 8.Rxd6+/ii Qxd6 9.Bxd6 Qf2+ 10.Rgs,
or:

— Qxes+ 2.Bxes di1Q 3.Rb8/iii Qdy 4.Rxe8+
Qxe8 5.Rc8 Qxc8 6.Kf7 mate.

i) 4. Kh6+? Kf8 5.Qh8+ Key, and: 6.Rc7+ Bdy
7.Re3+ Qe6+ 8.Rxe6+ Kxe6, or here: 6.Re3+
Kd8 7Rd4+ Bd6 8.Rxe8+ Qxe8 9.Qf6+ Kc8
draw.

ii) 8.Rxe8+? Qxe8 9.Qxe8+ Kxe8 10.Rxd1
Bxb8 draws.

iii) 3.Ke6+? (Rc8? Qdy;) Kg8 4.Rg3+ Bg6
5.Rxa3 Qd8 draws.

No 23148 A. Jasik
1st prize
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No 23150 I. Aliev
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No 23151 M. Hlinka & L Kekely
special prize
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No 23151 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.d6 Res+ 2.Kd8 Bfs 3.Kc7 Re8 4.d7
Bxdy/i5.Kxdy Rb8 6.Bcy Rxbs (Rg8; Bd8) 7.Kc8
Rb7 (Kaz; Rc1) 8.Re3 Sg2 9.Bb6 Rb8+ 10.Kcy
Rb7+ 11.Kc6, and:

— Sf412.Ra3+ Kb8 13.Rg3 (Re3? Rxb6+;) Rxb6+
14.Kxb6 Sds+/ii 15.Kc6 Se7+ 16.Kd7 wins, or:

— Shy12.Re3/iii Sf5/iv 13.Re8+ Rb8 14.Re5 Sd4+
15.Bxd4 Rc8+ 16.Kb6 Rb8+ 17.Ka6 wins.

i) Re7 5.Rf6 Bxdy 6.Bcs Re6 7.b6 wins.
ii) Kc8 15.Kc6 Kd8 16.Kd6 wins.

iii) 12.Rg3? Sf5 13.Rd3 Se7+ draws.

iv) Sg6 13.Re8+ Rb8 14.Re6 wins.

No 23152 V. Kalashnikov
special prize
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No 23152 Valery Kalashnikov  (Russia).

1.Be8+, and:

— Kg7 2.Rgs+ Kf8 3.5f6 e1Q/i 4.Rg8+ Key
5.5d5+ Ke6 6.Rg6+ Kfs5 7.Se3+ Kf4 8. Rg4+/ii
Kf3 9.Bc6+ Kf2 10.Rg2 mate, or:

— Khy 2.Rgs/iii Kh8/iv 3.5f6 e1Q 4.Rg8 mate.

i) d2 4.Rg8+ Key 5.5d5+ Kd6 6.Rg6 mate.

ii) 8.Sg2+? Kf5 9.5xe1 d2 10.Rg5+ Kf6 11.5d3
d1Q draws.

iii) Try: 2.5f6+? Kg7 3.Sh5+ Kh6 4.Ra6+ Kgs
5.Rg6+ Khg draws.

iv) e1Q 3.5f6+ Kh6 4.Rg6 mate.

No 23153 P. Arestov
honourable mention
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No 23153 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Bfi+/i
Kd4 (Kd2; Bbg+) 2.e7 Qxf5 3.Bg7+/ii Kc5 4.8Q
Qe6+ 5.Kc3/iii Qxe8 6.Bd4+ Kds (Kc6; Bbs+)
7.Bcq+ (Bg2+? Ke6;) Kc6 (Keq; Sd6+) 8.Bbs+
Kxbs 9.Sd6+ wins.

i) 1.Bb4? (e7 Qc3z+;) Qa1 2.e7 Qdi+ (Qbi+)
3.Kb2 Qe2+ draws.

ii) 3.e8Q? Qe6+ 4.Qxe6 stalemate.

iii) 5.Qxe6? stalemate.

No 23154 P. Arestov
special honourable mention
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No 23154 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Ra3 d3
2.Bf1/i Bez+ 3.Kfs/ii Rxf1 4.Sd2 Bxd2 5.Rxd3+
Bes/iii 6.Bxe3 (Rxe3+? Kg2;) Rh1 7.5g4/iv fiQ+
(Rhs+; Bgs+) 8.Bfa++ (Bfg++? Kh4;) Kg2
9.Rg3 mate.

i) 2.5g4? Kxh3 3.Sxf2+ Bxf2 4.Sd2 Kg4 draws.
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ii) 3.Kds? Rxfi 4.Sd2 Bxd2 s5.Rxd3+ Be3
6.Bxe3 Rh1 and no 7.5g4.

iii) Kg2 6.Rxd2 Re1 7.Sg4 wins.

iv) 7.Bf4++? Kh4 8.Bg3+ Khs 9.Bxf2 Kxhé
draws.

No 23155 P. Krug
special honourable mention
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No 23155 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Qxhs
d4+/i2.e4 Bxeq+ (Raz2+; Kg1) 3.Kg1 Sf3+ 4.Qxf3
Qxh3 (Bxf3; Rh8 mate) 5.g4 Ra1 6.Qxh3 Rxc1+
7.Kf2 Rc2+ 8.Ke1 Rci+ 9.Kd2 Re2+ 10.Kd1 Ke8
11.Qxb3 d3 12.Ke1 Re2+ 13.Kf1 (Kd1? Bfs;) Bga+
14.Kg1 d2 15.g6 fxg6 16.f7+ Key 17.Qxbg+ Kxf7
18.Qc4+ Re6 19.Qf4+ wins.

i) Raz2+ 2.Kg1 Sf3+ 3.Kh1 wins.

No 23156 B. Buyannemekh
special commendation
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No 23156 Bizya Buyannemekh (Mongolia).
1...Be1 2.Bes a5 3.Rc4/i Key+ 4.Kgy Ray 5.b6
(Bc7) Rby 6.Bcy (b6) Ke6 7.Rc5 Bxgs 8.d5+ Kfs
9.Rc6 (Kf7? Bd6;) Keq 10.d6 Bxdé6 11.Rxd6 wins.

i) Try: 3.bxa6ep? Bxg3 4.Bxg3 O-O-0O 5.Kf7
Rxd4 6.Ra2 Rd2 7.Ra1 Rd1 8.Rxd1 stalemate.

HH: why not start after 1...Be1?

Draw section

No 23157 J. Timman
1st prize
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g8e8 0871.54 10/9 Draw
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No 23157 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.Rg7/i Beg+ 2.Kh8, and:

— Bf6 3.d7+ Kd8 4.dxc8Q++ Kxc8 5.Rd1 Bds
6.Se6 Bxe6 7.Rh1 draws, or:

— h1Q+ 3.Shy Bf6 4.Re3+/ii Kd8 5.Re8+ Kxe8
6.d7+ Kd8 7.Bc7+ Kxc7+ (Rxcy stalemate;)
8.d8B++ Kc6 stalemate.

i) Try: 1.d7+? Bxdy 2.Rg7 Bey 3.Re3 Be6+
4.Rxe6 Kd7+ 5.Kf7 h1Q 6.Rxe7+ Kcé6 7.Se6 Kbs
8.Sc7+ Kag 9.5xa8 Qds+ wins.

ii) 4.d7+? Kd8 5.dxc8Q++ Kxc8 wins.

No 23158 M. Campioli
and prize
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No 23158 Marco Campioli (Italy). 1...Sb6+
2.Kay Bxcy (Rxe7; Qe2+) 3.Qe2+ Bcg (Scy;
Qxe6) 4.Qhs+ (Qe4q? Rf6;) Kag 5.Qcs, and:

— Rxey 6.Qxey Sds 7.Qgy Bb6+/i 8.Ka8 Sc3
9.Qd7+ (Qg2+) Ka3 10.b8Q Bds+ 11.Qxds
Sxds 12.Kby b2 13.Qa8+ Kb3 14.Qg8 b1Q/ii
15.Qxds+ Kag 16.Qc6+ Ka3z 17.Kxb6 draws,
or:
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— Bb8+/iii 6.Kxb6 (Kxb8? Sd7+;) b2 7.Qxc4/
iv Rf6+ 8.5¢6 b1Q 9.Qbs+ Ka3z 10.Qas+ Kb2
11.Qxb4+ Ka1 12.Qxbi+ Kxb1 13.Kbs (Kcs)
Bc7 14.b8Q Bxb8 15.5xb8 draws.

i) Sc3 8.Qxcy Sbs+ 9.Kb6 Sxc7 10.b8Q b2
11.Qxc7 b1Q 12.Qxc4 draws.
ii) Kc4 15.Kc6 b1Q 16.Qxds+ draws.

iii) b2 6.Qxcy b1Q 7.b8Q Sds 8.Qe8+ Kbz
9.Qxc4+ Kxc4 10.Qc6+ Kbz 11.Qxds draws.

iv) 7.8ds5? bi1Q 8.Qas+ Kbz 9.Qxbg+ Kc2
10.Se3+ Kci, or 7.5¢6? Bey+ 8.Kay b1Q 9.Qxc4
Rfs win.

No 23159 P. Gyarmati
3rd prize

%7
K A

" ke /7@
i molE &
R EN
e BB oo

d3d6 0713.32 6/6 Draw

7

N

No 23159 Peter  Gyarmati
1.f8Q+/i Rxf8 2.Ba3+, and:

— Kxc7 3.Bxf8 Sf3 4.Rxg3 (Rg2? Re3+;) Res+
5.Kc4 Sd2+ (Ses+; Kd4) 6.Kxd4 Rxg3 7.Bd6+
Kxdé6 stalemate,or:

— Kxds 3.Bxf8 Re3+ 4.Kc2 Re3+ 5.Kb2/ii Seq
6.Rc1 Rxc1 7.Kxc1 draws.

i) Tries: 1.Ra1? Rc8 2.f8Q+ Rxf8 3.Ba3z+ Kxds
4.Bxf8 Re3+ 5.Kc2 Rez+ 6.Kb2 Se6 7.Ras+ Kegq
8.Bd6 g2, or 1.Rc1? Re3+ 2.Kxd4 Rf3 3.c8Q Rxc8
4.Rxc8 g2 win.

(Hungary).

ii) 5.Kb1? Se4 6.Rc1 Sd2+ wins, e.g. 7.Kb2 g2
8.Rg1 Sc4+ 9.Kb1 Ses.

No 23160 P. Krug
special prize
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h1g8 4404.24 6/8 Draw

No 23160 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.5f5 Qxcy
2.Sh6+ Kh8 3.Qxes Qc6 (Qxes; Sf7+) 4.Sf7+
Kg8 5.Qd6/i Qa8 6.Sh6+ Kh8 7.Qxf8+/ii Qx{8
8.Rd8 Qxd8 9.5f7+ Kg8 10.5xd8 c4 11.5e6 (Sby)
3 12.5¢5 (Sd4? gs;) c2 (gs5; Kg1) 13.Sd3 position-
al draw.

i) Try: 5.5d8? Qa8 6.Qe6+ Kh8 7.5¢6 f2 wins,
e.g. 8.Kg2 c4 9.Qxc4 Qe8 10.h3 Qe111.Qf7 Qg1+
12.Rxg1 fxg1Q+ 13.Kxg1 Rxf7.

ii) 7Qd8? gxh6 8.Qxa8 Rxa8 wins.

No 23161 ]. Timman
special prize
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No 23161 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.Rf8/1 g4/ii 2.Rg8 c4/iii 3.Rg3 (Rg6? c1B;) c1B/
iv 4.Rb8 c3/v 5.Rxc3 Bf4+ 6.Kg2 Bxb8 7.Rb3 Bes
8.Rbs Bf6 9.Kh2 (Kf2 Kh3;) Bd4 10.Kg2 Bc3
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11.Kf2/vi g3+ 12.Kf3 Bd4 13.Kg2 Kg4 14.Rb4 po-
sitional draw.

i) 1.Re4+? g4 2.Res5 g3+ 3.Kg2 c1Q wins.

ii) c1Q 2.Rh3+ Kgs4 3.Rg3+ Kh4 4.Rh3+
draws.

iii) c1Q 3.Rh3+ gxh3 4.Rg4+ Kxg4 stalemate.

iv) c1Q 4.Rh3+ gxh3 5.Rg4+ Kxgg4 stalemate.

v) Bf4 5.Rxb2 Bxg3+ 6.Kg2 draws.

vi) 11.Kh2? g3+ 12.Kg2 Kg4 wins.

No 23162 A. Jasik
honourable mention

h7a1 3415.22 7/6 Draw

No 23162 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Sc2+
Rxc2 2.Be3 g1Q/i 3.Bxg1 f2 4.Bxf2 Rxf2 5.Kh6
Rxf4 6.a8Q/ii Sxa8 7.Rb1+ (b8Q? Qh2+;) Kxb1/
iii 8.b8Q+ Qb2 9.Qxf4 draws.

i) Qfz7+ 3.Kh6 Qf8+ 4.Khy g1Q 5.Bxg: f2
6.Bxf2 Rxf2 7.Rbi+ Ka2 8.a8Q+ Sxa8 9.b8Q
Qf7+ 10.Kh6 draws.

ii) Try: 6.Rb1+? Kxb1 7.b8Q+ Ka1 wins.

iii) Qxb1 8.bxa8Q+ Qa2 9.Qh1+ Qb110.Qa8+
draws.

No 23163 D. Gatti
special commendation
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No 23163 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.a8R/i Bgy/
ii 2.a7 Rf8 3.26 Ke8 4.Kc7 Rf1 5.Rxc8+ Kf7 6.a8Q
draws.

i) 1.a8Q? Sf6 2.Qf3 Bxa6 and the wQ is
helpless.

ii) Sf6 2.a7 d6 3.a6 and stalemate.
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The jubilee tourney for the late Pal Benko finished only just before his passing away. The tourney
director, Peter Gyarmati (Hungary), sent 60 studies to the judge, Richard Becker (USA), who had
had to replace Benko, having problems with his sight.

The award was published in Magyar Sakkvilag vi2o19.

No 23164 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.Rd1/i Be1 2.Ke2 h3 (Kg2; Bd4) 3.Rgi+/ii Kh2
4.Kf2 (Rfi? Kg2;) {6 5.Bxf6 Bb2 6.c3/iii Bxc3
7.Bxc3, and:

— di1S+ 8.Rxd1 a1Q 9.Rhi+ Kxhi (Qxhi; Bes
mate) 10.Bxa1 h2 11.Kg3 Kg1 12.Bd4+ Kh1
13.Bcs bxcs 14.b6 ¢4 15.b7 wins, or:

— a1Q 8.Rxai/iv diS+ 9.Kf1 Sxc3 10.Ras Sds
11.Ra3 Sc7 12.Rb3 Sds 13.Kf2 wins.

i) 1.Re3+? Kg4 2.Rd3 6 3.Bxf6 Bey 4.Ba1 Bgs
draws.

ii) 3.c4? Kg2 4.c5 Ba3 draws.

iii) Logical try: 6.Bxb2? diS+ 7Rxd1 a1Q
8.Rh1+ Kxhi 9.Bxa1 h2 10.Kg3 Kg1 11.Bd4+ Kh1
12.Bcs bxcs 13.Kf2 ¢4 14.b6 ¢3 and stalemate can
no longer be avoided.

iv) 8.Bxai? diS+ 9.Kfi Se3+ 10.Kfz2 Sdi+
11.Rxd1 draws.

No 23165 Micaloni Micaloni (Italy) &
Arpad Rusz (Hungary). 1.e5 Sc3 (Sd2; Kds)
2.5f6/i Kcq 3.Kd6 Se2 4.Shs/ii (e6? Sd4;) Sd4
5.5g7/iii Kb4/iv 6.Kd5 Se2 7.Shs Sc3+ 8.Kc6 Se2
9.Kd6 Sd4/v 10.Sg7/vi a5 11.Kds Se2 12.Shs Sc3+
13.Kc6 Se2 14.Kd6 Sd4 15.Sg7/vii a6 16.Kds5 Se2

No 23165 M. Micaloni

17.5h5 Sc3+ 18.Kc6 Se2 19.Kd6 Sd4 20.Sg7/viii
Kxa4 21.Kcs Sb3+ 22.Kc4 Sd2+ 23.Kds wins.

i) First knight opposition. 2.Kd7? Se4 (Sxa4?;
Kc6) 3.Kc6 Sgs draws.

ii) Second knight opposition.

iii) Third knight opposition.

iv) a5 6.e6 Sxe6 7.Sxe6 Kb4 8.Sc5 wins.

v) a5 10.Kds Sc3+ 11.Kc6 wins.

vi) This is the same position as after the s5th
move, but White succeeded to transfer the
move to Black.

vii) Another move transfer.

viii) And again!

No 23166 Pavel Arestov & Aleksandr Zhu-
kov (Russia). 1.a7 Qb7 2.Rh7 Qxh7 3.Rxd3+/i
Kc7 (exd3; a8Q) 4.Rd7+/ii Kxd7y 5.a8Q Qhi+
6.Ke2 (Kf2? e3+;) Qfz+ 7.Ke1 (Kd2? e3+;) draws.

i) 3.a8Q? Qh1+ 4.Kf2 e3+ wins.

ii) 4.a8Q? Qh1+ 5.Ke2 exd3+ wins.

No 23167 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.£7 g1Q 2.Bxg1 Rb2+ 3.Kc8/i Kb4+/ii 4.Kb8/iii
Kc4+ 5.Bb6 Sg6 6.Rxg6 Rf1 7.hy Rh2 8.Bf2, and:

No 23166 P. Arestov

No 23164 J. Timman & A. Rusz & V. Zhukov

1st prize and prize 1st honourable mention
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f1g3 0140.25 5/7 Win

e6d3 0004.22 4/4 Win

e1d6 3200.12 4/4 Draw
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No 23167 ]. Timman
2nd honourable mention
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No 23168 A. Rusz
1st commendation
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No 23169 M. Minski
& Y. Afek
2nd commendation

E &

b7c3 0713.21 5/5 Win

— Rfxf2 9.Rg2 Rfxg2 10.£8Q Rb2+ 11.Kc8 Raz
12.Qg8+ (Qf7+? Kd3;) Kcs 13.Qe6 zz Ra8+
(Kd4; Qxa2) 14.Kb7 wiins, or:

— Rhxg2 10.h8Q Rxf7 11.Qhg+ Kds5 12.Qhs+
Ke6 13.Qh3 wins.

i) 3.Kc7? Rbs 4.£8Q Kb2+ draws.

ii) Se6 4.Rc6+ Kd2 5.Be3+ Kxe3 6.Rxc1 Kfg
7.Re1 Rc2+ 8.Kd7 Sf8+ 9.Ke7 Shy 10.f8Q+ Sxf8
11.Kxf8 wins.

iii) 4.Kd7y? Kas 5.Rds5+ Sxds 6.f8Q Rby+
7.Kd6 Rxg1 draws.

No 23168 Arpdd Rusz (Hungary). 1.Rc3/i
Kb2/ii 2.Rc4 zz Rgs 3.Rc6 zz Rds/iii 4.Rc8/iv zz
Res 5.Rc7 zz h4 (Rf5; Rc4) 6.Rhy Reg+ 7.Kxas
Kc3 8.Kb6 Kd3 9.Kcy/v Ke2 10.Rf7 h3 11.Rhy
draws.

i) 1.Re4? Kb1 2.Kb3 (Rc4 Kb2 zz;) Rf3+ 3.Kag
Kc2 4.Kxas Kd3 5.Rh4 Rfs+ 6.Kbg Ke2 7.Kc3
Kxf2 8.Kd3 Kg3 9.Rh1 h4 wins.

ii) Kb1 2.Kb3 Rxf2 3.Rh3 draws.

iii) h4 4.Rh6 Rg4+ 5.Kxa5 Kc3 6.Kb6 Kdg
7.Rf6 Kes 8.Rf3 Ke4 9.Rh3 draws.

iv) 4.Rc7? Res zz 5.Rc6 Rgs zz wins, e.g.
6.Rc7 hg 7Rhy Rg4+ 8.Kxas Kc2 9.Kb6 Kd3
10.Kc7 Ke4 11.Rf7 Rf4 12.Rh7 Kf3.

v) 9.Kc5? Ke2 10.Rf7 Res+ 11.Kd4 Rhs wins.

No 23169 Martin Minski (Germany) & Yo-
chanan Afek (the Netherlands/Israel). 1.a7 Ra2
2.Bd4+ Kds 3.Rd2 Rxd2 4.Bb2 (a8Q+? Kxdy;)
Rf2+/i 5.Key/ii Sf5+ 6.Kd7 Rxb2 7.a8Q+ Kd4/iii
8.Qh8+ Kd3 9.Qxb2 ¢3 10.Qbs+ Kd2 11.Qas Sd4

a4a2 0400.12 3/4 Draw

f7c5 0413.11 4/4 Win

12.Kd6 Kd1 13.Qa1+ (Qxc3? Sbs+;) Kd2 14.Kds
c2 15.Qxd4+ Kc1 16.Kc4 wins.

i) Rxb2 5.a8Q+ Kd4 6.Qh8+ Kd3 7.Qxb2 c3
8.Qbs+ Kd2 9.Qgs+ Kd110.Qd8+ Kc1 11.Ke6 c2
12.Kds Se2 13.Kc4 wins.

ii) 5.Kg8? Rxb2 6.a8Q+ Kd4 (Kes) and White
has no skewer.

iii) Kcs 8.Qf8+ Kbs 9.Qb8+ wins.

No 23170 D. Gurgenidze
& M. Minski
3rd commendation
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No 23170 David Gurgenidze (Georgia) &
Martin Minski (Germany). 1...Qf6+ 2.Kc7 Bds
(Qxg7+; Ke6) 3.g8Q (Sd7? Qxgy;) Bxg8 4.5d7
Qey/i 5.Bf7/ii Bxfy 6.Rb4, and:

— Bds 7.Rb8+ Ka7 8.Rb7+ Bxb7 stalemate, or:
— Qxby4 7.Sb6+ Kay 8.5¢8+ Ka8 9.Sb6+ perpet-
ual check.

i) Qg7 5.Rc6 Kay 6.Kc8 draws.

ii) Logical try: 5.Rbg? Bds 6.Rb8+ Kay
7.Rb7+ Bxb7 and no stalemate.

_185_



Bron-110 MT 2019

This formal tourney attracted 33 studies by 30 composers from 14 countries. The judges were
Sergey Osintsev (Russia) and Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).

No 23171 Mikhail Gromov, Oleg Pervak-
ov & Karen Sumbatyan (Russia). 1.a7/i e1Q
2.a8Q Khy/ii 3.Qf3 Sfs/iii 4.Qxf4/iv e2 (Qf2;
Qf7) 5.hxg6+ Kh8 (Kxg6; Qf7+) 6.Qf6/v Qf2/
vi 7.Qxf2 e1Q 8.Qay/vii Qf2+ 9.Qf7 Qf4 10.dy
Qd6+ 11.Qe7 Qxd7 12.Qe8 Qc7 13.hs Qay 14.hé6
Qby/viii 15.Qd8/ix Qay 16.Qc8/x gxh6 17.Qc3+
and mate.

i) Thematic try: 1.d7? e1Q 2.d8Q Khy 3.hxg6+
Kxg6 4.Qe8+ Kf5 5.a7 Qb4+ 6.Kg8 Qca+ 7.Qf7+
Qxf7+ 8.Kxf7 e2 9.a8Q e1Q draws.

ii) Qf2+ 3.Key+ Khy 4.d7 e2 5.hxg6+ Kxg6
6.Qe8+ Kf6 (Khy; 7.Qhs+) 7.Qf7+ (Qf8+) wins.

iii) Threatens 4.hxg6+ Kxg6 5.Qf7+. plays
for stalemate.

iv) Qf2 4.Qf7 Sxhg 5.d7 gxhs 6.d8Q Sg6+
7.Ke8, or Qxh4 4.Qf7 Qf4 5.hxg6+ Kh8 6.dy
Qdé6+ 7.Qey win.

v) 6.Qf7?2 Qf1 7.d7 e1Q 8.d8Q Qb4+ 9.Ke8
Qfbs+ draws, e.g. 10.Qfd7 Qsc4.

vi) Qf1 7.d7 e1Q 8.d8Q and quickly mate.

vii) Now 8.Qf6? fails to: Qes, and 9.Qd8
Qd6+ 10.Qxd6 stalemate, or 9.d7 Qb8+ 10.Ke7
gxf6 11.d8Q+ Qxd8+ draws, e.g. 12.Kxd8 fxgs.

viii) Qc7 15.Qa8 gxh6 16.Qa1+ mates.

No 23171 M. Gromov,
O. Pervakov & K. Sumbatyan

ix) 15.Qc6? Qb8+ 16.Qe8 Qby repeats.
x) 16.Ke8? Qby 17.Kf8 Qay repeats.

No 23172 Martin Minski (Germany) &
Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Denmark). 1.Rg3+
(Rc8+? Kxb3;) e3/i 2.Rxe3+ Kd2 3.Bcs/ii Qfi+
4.Ka2 Sc6 5.Qxc6 Qb1+ 6.Kxb1 h1iQ+ 7.Reu/iii
Qxc6 (Qxe1+; Kaz) 8.Bxbg+ Kd3z 9.Bcz Qbs/iv
10.Re3+/v mate.

i) Sf3 2.Qh8+ Kxb3 3.Qb2+ Kcg (Kag; Qaz
mate) 4.Qc2+ Kds 5.Rh3 Qas+ 6.Qaz2+ Qxaz+
7.Kxa2 wins.

ii) 3.Qh1? Qa6+ 4.Kb2 Sd3+ 5.Rxd3+ Qxd3
6.Bez+ Ke2 7.Qxh2 Qc3+ 8.Kaz Qc2+ 9.Kax
Qc3+ 10.Ka2 Qc2+ draws.

iii) 7.Qxhi1? stalemate, or 7Ka2? Qxc6
8.Bxb4+ Kdi1 9.Rd3+ Ke2 draws, or 7.Kb2? Qci+
perpetual check.

iv) Kxc3 10.Rc1+, or Qxc3 10.Re3+ win.

v) 10.Kb2? Qxb3+ 11.Kxb3 stalemate.

No 23173 Yuri Bazlov (Russia). 1.Bh8/i Ke8
2.Rc8+ Kdy 3.Rxb8 g2 4.Rg8 Rh3 5.57 g1QQ/ii

6.Rxg1 Ke8 7.Ses/iii Rxh8 8.Kai/iv Rf8/v 9.Rb1
Kd8/vi 10.Rb8+ wins.

i) 1.Bd4? Re2+ 2.Kb3 e5 3.Rc8+ Kgy draws.
ii) Rhy 6.Ses+ Kc7 7.5f3 wins.

No 23172 M. Minski
& S. Slumstrup Nielsen

No 23173 Y. Bazlov

1st prize and prize 3rd/4th prize

EE T W W E EEE AL ® T
0k ?17/// //%7%/
iE N EAE mom E W | EAE D
@//7%& "5 55
mwE A K EEE | EoEE
A LB T . »

B mimam e om & y@///
B E N L B
f8h8 0003.54 6/6 Win a1c3 4113.23 6/6 Win b2f8 0414.03 4/6 Win
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No 23174 A. Zhukov

& V. Lebedev No 23175 S. Didukh No 23176 M. Zinar

3rd/4th prize special prize special prize
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dsb3 0110.24 5/5 Win h1d3 1034.03 3/6 Draw f3a7 0000.87 9/8 Draw

iii) Thematic try: 7.Rfi? Rhy 8.Ses Rxh8
9.Ra1 Rh2+ draws.

iv) 8.Kb1? Rf8 9.Rc1 Kd8, or 8.Rg2? Rf8 9.Kc2
Kd8 draw.

v) Kd8 (Kf8) 9.5f7+ (Sg6+) wins.

vi) Rf2 10.Rb8 mate.

No 23174 Aleksandr Zhukov & Vasily Lebe-
dev (Russia). 1.Ra4 Kxa4 2.Kc4 bs+/i 3.Kd3 a1S
(a1Q; Kc2) 4.Bds/ii f5/iii 5.Kd2, and:

— Sb3+ 6.Kd1/iv Scs 7.Kc2 zz f4/v 8.Bf3 Sa6/vi
9.Bd1 b4 10.c4 b3+ 11.Kc3 Scs 12.Bf3 wins/vii,
or:

— f4 6.Kc1 bg 7.Kb1 3 (Sb3; Bc6 mate) 8.Kaz/
viii Kbs (Sc2; Bc6 mate) 9.Kxa1 f2 10.Bg2
Kc4 11.Bfi+ Kb3 12.¢c4 wins.

i) a1Q 3.Bd7+ bs+ 4.Bxbs mate.

ii) 4.Bg87? 5 5.Bf7 f4 draws.

iii) b4 5.Kc4 bxc3 6.Bc6 mate.

iv) 6.Kc2? Scs zz 7.Bf7 f4 8.Bds (Bhs) f3
9.Bxf3 Sa6 10.Bd1 b4 11.c4 b3+ 12.Kc3 Scs 13.Bf3
Se4+ 14.Bxe4 stalemate.

v) Sa6 8.Bb3 mate, or b4 8.Bc6 mate.

vi) Se6 9.Kb1 b4 10.Bc6+ Kb3 11.Bds+ wins.

vii) As now with bPf4, Se4+ 12.Bxe4 is no
stalelemate.

viii) 8.Kxa1? f2 9.Bc4 b3z 10.Kb1 f1Q+ 11.Bxf1
stalemate.

No 23175 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.Se5+/i
Ke2 2.5xf3 diQ+ 3.Sgi+ Ke3 4.Qei+/ii Se2/
iii 5.Qxe2+ Kfg 6.Qf1+/iv Ke3/v 7.Qe2+ Qxe2
8.5xe2 Beg+ (Kxe2; Kg2) 9.Kg1 Kxe2 stalemate.

i) Thematic try: 1.Qbs5+? Ke3 2.Qcs5+ Ke2
3.Qes+ Kf2 4.Qd4+ Ke1 5.Se5 d1Q 6.Qe3+ Kf1
7.5xf3 g2+ 8.Kh2 Se2 9.Sd2+ Qxd2 10.Qxd2
g1Q+ wins.

ii) 4.Qe7+? Se6 5.Qxe6+ Be4g+ wins, but not:
Be4+? 5.Qxe4q+ Kxe4 stalemate.

iii) Qxe1 stalemate.

iv) 6.Qxd1? Beg+ 7.5f3 Bxf3+ 8.Qxf3+ Kxf3
9.Kg1 g2 wins.

v) Qxf1 stalemate.

After V. Bron, 3rd prize USSR team champ
1970 (EG#01593).

No 23176 Mikhail Zinar (Ukraine). 1.Ke2 c4
2.Kd1 Kby 3.Kc1 Kc7 4.Kb1 Kdy 5.Ka2 Key 6.Ka3
c5 7.Ka2 Kf7 8.Kb1 Kg6 9.Kc1 Kxh6 10.Kd1 Kg6
11.Ke2 hs 12.Kf3 hxgq+ 13.Kxgq4 Kh6 14.Kf3
(Kh3) Khs 15.Kg3 g4 16.Kf4 Kh4 stalemate.

No 23177 S. Didukh
1st/2nd honourable mention
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g5d7 3201.31 7/3 Win

No 23177 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.Rb6/i
Qd8+ 2.Kga/ii Qxb6 3.Sc5+ Kxd6/iii 4.Ra6 Kds
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No 23178 G. Qstmoe
1st/ znd honourable mention
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No 23179 L. Gonzalez
3rd/4th honourable mention

. & B

No 23180 A. Rusz
3rd/4th honourable mention

//y//y/iy/

hihs 0400.42 6/4 Win

5.5d3/iv Qb8 (Qxa6; Sb4+) 6.Sbg+ Ke4 7.Re6+
wins.

i) 1.d5? Qes+, or 1.Sas5? Qg7+ 2.Kfs Qf7+
3.Kes Qe6+ perpetual check.

ii) Logical try: 2.Kf5? Qxb6 3.Sc5+ Kxdé
4.Ra6 Kds and now 5.Sd3 Qb1 and Black wins,
so White has nothing better than s5.Rxb6
stalemate.

iii) Kc6 4.d7 Qb8 5.Kf3 Qf8+ 6.Ke2 Qez+
7.Kd1 wins.

iv) 5.Rxb6? stalemate, or 5.5¢6? Qb8 6.S5f4+
Qxfg+ 7.Kxf4 stalemate.

After V. Bron, 3rd prize Shakhmaty Listok
1927 (HHdbV#73073).

No 23178 Geir Ostmoe (Norway). 1.h3
Khy/i 2.Kh2 Rc2 3.Re8/ii hs 4.Re4/iii fxe4 s5.a5
e3 6.a6 Rf2 (e2; g3 mate) 7.a7, and:

— e28.a8Q e1Q 9.Qd8+ wins, or:
— Raz2 8.a8Q Rxa8 9.g3 mate.

i) Ras 2.Rxfs5+ Rxf5 3.g4+ wins.

ii) 3.Rxf5? h5 4.a5 Rxg2+ 5.Kxg2 stalemate.

iii) 4.a5? Rxg2+ 5.Kxg2 stalemate.

After V. Bron, 2nd prize Thematic tourney
FSK 1955 (HHdbV #57010).

No 23179 Luis Miguel Gonzalez (Spain).
1.Rh4+/i Kc3 2.Rag Kbz 3.Kd1 (Rbg+? Ka3;)
a1Q+ 4.Rxar Kxa1 5.Kc1 zz hs/ii 6.Kc2/iii g5
7.84/iv hxga/v 8.Kd3/vi Kb2 9.Kxe3 Kc3 10.g3
zz Kc4/vii 11.Keq zz Kcs 12.e3 zz Kc4 stalemate.

4e1d 0100.46 6/7 Draw

b2d2 4426.11 6/6 Win

i) Thematic try: 1.0-O? Kc3 2.g4 g5 3.Kh2
Kb2 4.Kg3 a1Q 5.Rxa1 Kxa1 6.Kf3 Kb2 7.Kxe3
Kc3 wins.

ii) Ka2 6.Kc2, and: hs 7.Kd3 Kb3z 8.Kxe3 Kc3
9.Kf4 Kd2 10.Kg5 draws, or here: g5 7.g4 Ka3
8.Kc3 Kag 9.Kc4 h6 10.g3 Ka3 11.Kc3 Kaz 12.Kc2
Kai 13.Kc1 draws.

iii) Thematic try: 6.g4? hxgq 7.g3 g5 8.Kc2
Ka2 9.Kd3 Kb3 10.Kxe3 Kc3 zz, wins.

iv) 7Kd3? Kb2 8.Kxe3 Kc3 9.g4 h4 wins.

v) hg 8.Kc1 zz Ka2 9.Kc2 Ka3z 10.Kc3 Kag
11.Kc4 Ka3 12.Kc3 positional draw.

vi) 8.Kc1? g3 9.Kc2 Kaz 10.Kd3 Kb3 11.Kxe3
Kc3 12.Kf3 Kd4 13.Kxg3 Kxes 14.Kg4 Kf6 wins.

vii) Kc2 11.Kd4 Kd2 12.Kcs Kxe2 13.Kd6 Kf3
14.Kxdy Kxg3 15.Kxe6 draws.

No 23180 Arpid Rusz (Hungary). 1.Bxas+/i
Kdi+/ii 2.Bd2 Sd3z+/iii 3.Bxd3 Rxd2+ (Rxf6;
e8Q) 4.Kb1/iv Qxd3+ 5.Kxa1 zz Rc2/v 6.Rd8
Rci+ 7.Ka2 Rc2+ 8.Qb2 Rxb2+ 9.Kxb2 wins.

i) 1.e8Q? Qb3+ 2.Kxa1 Qdi+ 3.Kb2 Qca+
4.Ka1 Qdi+ perpetual check.

ii) Ke3+ 2.Ka3 Sc2+ 3.Ka4 wins.

iii) The wB sac prevented Rxd2+? 3.Kxaz,
since Qa3+ is not possible.

iv) 4.Kxa1? Qxd3 zz, and: 5.e8Q Qc3+ 6.Qxc3
Ra2+ 7Kb1 Rb2+ 8.Kai Raz2+ 9.Kxa2 (Rxa2)
stalemate, or here: 5.Ra2 Rxa2+ 6.Kxa2 Qds+
7.Ka3z Qas+ 8.Kb3 Qbs+ 9.Kc3 Qcs+ 10.Kd3
Qc2+ 11.Ke3 Qc3+ 12.Qxc3 stalemate.
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No 23183 P. Arestov

No 23181 D. Blundell No 23182 A. Jasik & D. Keith
special honourable mention special honourable mention commendation
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e3d8 0003.43 5/5 Win

v) Ra2+ 6.Kxa2/vi Qds+ 7.Kb2 wins.

vi) Avoidng 6.Rxa2? Qc3+ 7Rb2 (Qxc3
stalemate) Qxf6 8.e8Q Qa6+ 9.Kb1 Qdiz+
10.Ka2 Qa6+ 11.Kb3 Qb6+ 12.Ka3 Qe3+ 13.Qxe3
stalemate.

No 23181 David Blundell (Great Britain).
1.Kf2/i Scé/ii 2.e5 Kdy 3.Ke1/iii h3 4.Kf2 hs/
iv 5.Ke1 h4 6.Kf2 Ke6 7.Kxe2 Kd7 8.Kf2/v Ke6
9.Ke3 Sxes 10.a7 Sc4+ 11.Kd4 Sbé6 12.Kcs Sa8
13.Kc6 wins.

i) 1.Kxe2? Sc6 2.e5 Kc8 3.6 Sd4+ draws.

ii) Kc8 2.e5 h3 3.Ke1 hs 4.Kf2 h4 5.Ke1 Kb8
6.6 Sbs 7.a7+ Kxay 8.d7 wins.

iii) 3.Kxe2? Kc8 4.e6 Sd4+ draws, or 3.h3?
Keé6 4.Kxe2 Kdy 5.Kf2 Ke6 6.Ke3 Sxes 7.a7 Sc4+
8.Kd4 Sb6 9.Kcs Sa8 10.Kc6 hs 11.Kby Kxdé
12.Kxa8 Kc7 stalemate.

iv) Ke6 5.Kxe2 hs 6.Kf2/vi h4 7.Ke3 wins.

v) 8.Ke3? Sxes 9.a7 Sc4+ 10.Kd4 Sbé6 11.Kcs
Sa8, or 8.Kd1? Ke6 9.Kc1 Kd7 10.Kb1 Ke6 11.Kb2
Sxes 12.a7 Sc4+ draw.

vi) But not 6.Ke3? Sxes 7.a7 Sc4+ 8.Kd4 Sbé6
9.Kcs Sa8 10.Kc6 hg draws.

No 23182 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Se1 a2/i
2.Sc2+ Kf3/ii 3.Ke1/iii Bez+ 4.Kd1 Se3+ 5.Kc1
Ke2/iv 6.Sa1/v Bxa1 7.Rei+ Kd3 (Kf3) 8.Rez
Kxe2 stalemate.

i) Kd2 2.Rg8 (Rg3) a2 3.Rd8+ (Rd3+) Ka1
4.Ke2 draws.

fie3 0134.01 3/4 Draw

f7h8 1343.02 3/6 Win

ii) Kd2 3.Sa1 Bxa1 4.Rg2+ Kc3 5.Rxa2 draws.
iii) 3.Se1+? Ke4 4.Sc2 Se3+ 5.5xe3 a1Q+ wins.
iv) Kf2 6.Rh1 Kg2 7.Re1 draws.
v) 6.Rh1? Kf2 7.Rh2+ Kg1 wins.

After V. Bron, Shakhmaty v SSSR 1956
(HHdbV #55278).

No 23183 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel
Keith (France). 1.Be3/i c3+ 2.Key f2 3.Bxf2/
ii Sxf2 4.Qh4+/iii Kg8 5.Qg3+ Kh8/iv 6.Qxf2
Rc7+ 7Ke8/v Rc8+/vi 8.Kdy Be6+ 9.Kxe6
c2 10.Qd4+/vii Kg8 11.Qds c1Q 12.Kf6+ Kh8
13.Qhs+ and mate.

i) 1.Kg6? Rc6+ 2.Khs f2 3.Qf8+ Khy 4.Qf7+
Kh8 5.Bh6 Sg3+ 6.Kgs5 Seq+ 7.Khs Sg3+ perpet-
ual check.

ii) 3.Qd4+? Kg8 4.Qxe4 Rcy+ 5.Kd6 f1Q
draws.

iii) 4.Qd4+? Kg8 5.Qxf2 Rc7+ 6.Kd8 c2
7.Qg1+ Rg7 draws.

iv) Khy 6.Qxf2 Rc7+ 7.Kd8 c2 8.Qh2+ Kg8
9.Qxc7 wins.

v) 7.Kd8? c2 8.Qh2+ Rhy 9.Qxc2 Be6 (Bf7)
draws.

vi) c2 8.Qh2+ Rh7 9.Qxc2 Bf7+ 10.Kf8 wins.

vii) 10.Qh4+? Kg7, and: 11.Qg3+ Kh6 12.Kf7
Rf8+, or here: 11.Qg5+ Khy 12.Qhs+ Kg7 posi-
tional draw.
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No 23184 P. Arestov
commendation
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No 23184 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Kcé6
(Re4? Scs+;) Sf4 2.Kdy Kf3/i 3.Kxey g5 4.Rhy/ii
g4 5.Kf6 e4 6.Rf7/iii, and:

— e3 7.Kes e2 8.Rxf4+ Kg3 9.Re4 draws, or:
— g3 7.Kgs5 g2 8.Rxf4+ Ke3 9.Rg4 draws.

i) g5 3.Rg4 e4 4.Rxgs5 e3 5.Re5 e6 6.Kd6 e2
7.Re4 Kf3 8.Res5 Kf2 9.Re4 positional draw.

ii) Thematic try: 4.Rh1? g4 5.Kd6 e4 6.Rf1+
Ke3 7.Rg1 Sg2 8.Rxg2 Kf3 9.Rg1 e3 10.Rf1+ Kg2
11.Rf4 g3 12.Ke5 e2 wins.

iii) 6.Kes? g3 7.Rf7 g2 8.Rxfg+ Kg3 9.Rf8 e3,
or 6.Kgs? e3 7.Rf7 e2 8. Rxf4+ Ke3 9.Rf8 g3 win.

No 23185 M. Hlinka & L. Kekely
special commendation

E ELE
W mAE i

Y % w )
A%

h6h8 3772.31 8/7 Draw

No 23185 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Keke-
ly (Slovakia). 1.Bfy Bgs+/i 2.Kxgs Rg3+ 3.Kf6
Qa6+ 4.c6 Qxc6+ 5.Be6 Qxe6+ 6.Kxe6 Rei+/

ii 7.Se5 d1Q/iii 8.5f5+ Rh3 9.Rxh3+ Bxh3 10.g7+
Khy 11.g8Q+ Kxg8 12.d8Q+ Qxd8 stalemate.

i) Bf6 2.d8Q+ Bxd8 3.g7 mate.

ii) Bxcq+ 7.Kf6 Rd3 8.Rxd1 draws.

iii) Bcg+ 8.Ke7 d1Q 9.Rxe1 Qxe1 10.d8Q+
draws.

No 23186 A. Sochnev
special commendation
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No 23186 Aleksey Sochnev (Russia). 1.Ra8/i
Kxa3 2.Kb8+/ii Kb2 3.Rxar Kxai 4.Qxh3 b2
5.Qa3z+ Kb1 6.Qd3 Kc1 7.Qa3 Sc3 8.Kby zz Sbs/
iii 9.Qe3+ Kb1 10.Qd3 Sa3 11.Qxa3 c1Q 12.Qd3+
Qc2 13.Qf1+ Ka2 14.Qa6+ Kbz 15.Qb6+ Ka3z
16.Qd6+ Kaz2 17.Qa6+ Kb1 18.Qf1+ draws.

i) Logical try: 1. Kb7? Kxa3 2.Ra8+ Kb2 3.Rxa1
Kxa1 4.Qxh3 b2 5.Qa3z+ Kb1 6.Qd3 Kc1 7.Qa3
Sc3 zz, and: 8.Kb6 Kb1 9.Qxc3 c1Q 10.Qd3+ Qc2
11.Qf1+ Ka2 12.Qa6+ Kb3 13.Qbs+ Ka3z 14.Qa6+
Qa4 wins, or here: 8.Ka8 Sds 9.Kb8 Kb1 10.Qd3
Sb4 11.Qe4 Ka1 12.Qa8+ Sa2 wins.

ii) Logical try: 2.Kb6+? Kb2 3.Rxa1 Kxai
4.Qxh3 b2 5.Qaz+ Kb1 6.Qd3 Kc1 7.Qa3z Sf2
8.Qe3+ Kb1 9.Qxf2 c1Q 10.Qfs+ Qc2 11.Qf1+
Kaz2 12.Qa6+ Kbz 13.Qbs+ Ka3z 14.Qa6+ Qag
wins.

iii) Sa2 9.Qe3+Kb1 10.Qe4 Sb4 11.Qxb4 c1Q
12.Qe4+ Qc213.Qe1+ Ka2 14.Qas+ Kb3z 15.Qb6+
Ka3z 16.Qd6+ Kaz 17.Qa6+ Kbi1 18.Qf1+, or Sds
9.Kc6 Kb1 10.Kxds c1Q 11.Qd3+ Qc2 12.Qf1+
Ka2 13.Qa6+ draw.
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The judge, Ladislav Packa (Slovakia), wrote that only 4 studies by three composers (from Slova-
kia) were submitted, with three of them by the duo Hlinka and Kekely. He calls for more studies in

the future, especially by new composers.

No 23187 M. Hlinka & L. Kekely
honourable mention
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c3a1 0431.24 5/7 Draw

No 23187 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.cxd3/i e3 2.Se2 Rc8/ii 3.Raz+ Kb1
4.Rb3+, and:

— Bbs+ 6.Sc3+ Rxc3+ 7.Kxc3 Bxd3 8.Rb2+ Ka3z
9.Rb1 Bxba1 stalemate, or:

— Ka2 5.Kc2, and:

— Bag+ 6.Sc3+, with:

- Kai1 7.Kc1 Bxb3 stalemate, or:

- Rxc3+ 7.Kxc3 Bxb3 stalemate

i) 1.Ra3+? Kb1 2.cxd3 e3 3.Rxas e2 wins.

ii) a4 3.Rb6 Bdy 4.Kc2 Rc8+ 5.S¢3 draws.

“This is an interesting draw study with three
stalemates. The course of the solution is en-
gaging and is without a slaughter of pieces. Al-

though the composers often use pin stalemates,
we only have one here. But the other two stale-

3

mates sufficiently balance this ‘absence”.

No 23188 V. Hlinka
special prize
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No 23188 Vasil’ Hlinka (Slovakia). 1.Kcy
gxt5 2.Kd6 Rei 3.e7/i d3 4.Kdy/ii d2 5.Ke8, and:

— d1Q 6.Rxd1 Rxd1 stalemate, or:

— Kf6 6.Rd6+ (Rxd2? Rxey+;) Re6 7.Rxe6+
Kxe6 8.Kf8 diQ 9.e8Q+ Kf6 10.Qey+ Kg6
11.Qg7+ (Qf7+? Kgs;) Khs 12.Qxhy+ draws.
i) 3.Ke7? Re4 4.Rds5 Kg6 5.Rd6 f4 wins.

ii) 4.e8Q? Rxe8 5.Rxe8 d2 wins.

“The composer receives a special prize for
the precise conversion of the theme from a
game into an artistic form. And the same time
we encourage the composer to work further in
this field”.

HH: Michal Hlinka wrote to me that Vasil
is his nephew. Unfortunately, this was his only
endgame study so far.
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In the French composition magazine 26 originals by 20 composers from 13 countries were pub-
lished. This informal tourney was judged by Vladislav Tarasiuk.

No 23189 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
& M. Minski
1st prize
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a2d1 0340.41 6/4 Draw

No 23189 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.e7 Rc8
2.Bf7/i Ra8+ 3.Kb2/ii Bf3 4.e8Q Rxe8 5.Bxe8 h3
6.Bag+ Kd2 7.Bdu1/iii, and:

— Bc6 8.6 h2 9.by Bxby 10.e7 Bc6 11.Bf3 Bxf3
12.e8Q draws, or:

— Kxd1 8.e6 h2 9.e7 Bxhs 10.b7 h1Q 11.b8Q
draws.

i) 2.b7? Rxg8, or 2.Bb3+? Kd2 3.b7 Rb8 4.Bf7
Bdy wins.

ii) Thematic try: 3.Kb3? Bf3 4.e8Q Rxe8
5.Bxe8 h3 wins as wK is at b3.

iii) 7.6? h2 8.e7 h1Q 9.e8Q Qci1+ 10.Ka2
Bds+ 11.Bb3 Qc2+ 12.Ka3 Qxb3 mate.

No 23190 P. Gyarmati & M. Garcia
and prize
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No 23190 Peter Gyarmati (Hungary) &
Mario Garcia (Argentina). 1.Kf6 Shy+ 2.Kg7
Sgs53.h4 Se6+ 4.Kf7 Baz 5.5e3 Kcy 6.Sbs+/i Kdy
7.5c3 Bb3 8.Se4/ii Ba2 9.Sd5 Sd8+ 10.Kgy Se6+
11.Kg8 Sd8 12.Sg5 Bb1 (Bxds+; Kgy) 13.hy/iii
Bxh7+ 14.Kxhy Se6 15.Sxe6/iv Kxe6 16.Kg7 Sd7
17.h5 Kfs5 18.h6 Sf8 19.Se3+ Kgs 20.5f4 wins.

i) 6.Sdc4? Sd8+ 7.Ke8 Bxc4 8.h7 Sf7 9.Sxc4
Sh8 10.Kf8 Kd8 11.Se5 Sd7+ draws.

ii) 8.Scds? Bxds 9.Sxds Sd8+ 10.Kgy Ke8
11.hy Sf7 12.5f6+ Key 13.5g8+ Ke8 14.Sh6 Sh8
15.Kxh8 Kf8 draws.

iii) 13.h5? Se6 14.hy Bxhy+ 15.Sxhy Kdé6
draws.

iv) 15.Kg8? Sd4 16.hs5 Sf5 draws.

No 23191 J. Polasek
& E. Vlasak
special prize
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No 23191 Jaroslav Polasek & Emil Vlasak
(Czech Republic). 1.Ke3 Kd8 2.Kd4, and:

— Ke8 3.Kcs/i Kd8 4.Kc4 €6 5.dxe6 Key 6.Kbs
Kxe6 7.Ka6 Kes 8.Kay Ke6 9.Kb8 Kd6 10.Kb7
wins, or:

— Kc8 3.d6/ii exd6/iii 4.Kds Kb8 5.Ke6 Kay
6.Ke7 Ka6 7.Kd8 Kb6 8.Kd7 wins.

i) or 3.Kc4 Kd8 4.Kcs.
ii) 3.e5? f5 4.e6 Kb8 5.Ke5 g4 6.fxgs fxga
7.Kf4 Kay 8.Kxg4 Kb6 9.Kf4 Kcs draws.
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iii) cxd6 6.Kds Kcy 7.Ke6 Kd8 8.c7+ Kxcy
9.Kxe7 wins.

No 23192 V. Samilo
1st honourable mention
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No 23192 Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine). 1.cy
Rfg+ 2.Kg7 Rby 3.Kxh6 Rxcy 4.Rxc7 Rxf3
5.Kgs/i e4 6.Rc2/ii Kg3 7.Re2 e3 8.a3 zz Kh3
9.Rc2 Rf2 10.Rc3 Rf3 11.Rc2 Kg3 12.Re2 draws.

i) 5.Rcq4? Rfg 6.Rc3+ Kgg, or 5.Rey? Rfs
6.Kg6 Kg4 win.

ii) Try: 6.Rc4? e3 7.Rc2 Kg3 8.Re2 a3 zz, wins.

No 23193 G. Ostmoe
2nd honourable mention
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No 23193 Geir @stmoe (Norway). 1.b8Q/i
Rxb8 2.cxb8Q g3 3.Qbu/ii Kg1 4.Qd1 (Qa1? g2;)
Kg2 (g4; Qc1) 5.Qds g4 6.Qcé6/iii Kg1 7.Qc1 Khi
8.Kf1 wins.

i) Try: 1.c8Q? Rxc8 2.bxc8Q g3 3.Qc1 Kg2
2z 4.Qc6 g4 5.Qeq Kh1 6.Qc6 Kg2 7.Qe4 Khi
8.Qxf4 f2+ 9.Ke2 g2 draws.

ii) 3.Qh8+? Kg1 4.Qd4+ f2+ 5.Ke2 g2 6.Qxf2+
Khi1 7.Qf3 g4 draws.

iii) 6.Qe4? Kh1 7.Qc6 Kg2 zz 8.Qeq Kh1
9.Qxf4 f2+ 10.Ke2 g2 draws.

No 23194 A. Avni & M. Minski
3rd honourable mention
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No 23194 Amatzia Avni (Israel) & Mar-
tin Minski (Germany). 1.Kb3 Qe8 2.Qa6+ g6
3.Qc6 Qe7 4.Qf6/i Qe8 5.Qc6/ii Qey/iii 6.Qf6
Qxf6 7.g5+ Kg7 8.gxf6+ Kxf6 9.b6 e2 10.b7 e1Q
11.b8Q draws.

i) 4.g5+? Khs 5.Qxds e2 6.Qf3+ Kxh4 7.Qf2+
Kg4 wins, e.g. 8.Qe1 Kf3 9.Qh1+ Kes.

ii) 5.h5? e2 6.Qgs+ Kg7 7.h6+ Kf7 wins.

iii) Qxc6 6.bxc6 e2 7.c7 e1Q 8.c8Q draws.

No 23195 P. Arestov
special honourable mention
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No 23195 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rg6+
Kf7 2.Rg7+ Ke8 3.Rg1 Ba3 (Bf4+; Kg6) 4.Kg6/i
c1Q/ii 5.Rxc1 Bxc1 6.Res/iii Bfg 7.£6 Bdé (Sdy;
Rc8 mate) 8.f7+ Key (Kd7; Rds) 9.Rc8 Sdy
(Kd7; Rxb8) 10.Re8 mate.

i) 4.Kg7? c1Q 5.Rxc1 Bxc1 6.f6 Bb2 7.Rbs
Bxf6+ draws.

ii) Sc6 5.f6 c1Q 6.Rxc1 Bxci1 7.f7+ Kf8 8.Rcs
Se7+ 9.Kf6 Bd2 10.Ke6 wins.

iii) 6.f6¢ Ba3 7.f7+ Ke7 8.Ras Bd6 9.Ra8 Kf8
draws.
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No 23196 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Keke-
ly (Slovakia). 1.Kd2 Rxe4 (Rxb6; Bay) 2.by/i
Re2+ 3.Kxe2/ii c1Q 4.Sf3+/iii Kxc4 (Ke4; Sd2+)
5.5d2+ Kc3 (Kds; Bxf4) 6.Bes+/iv Kc2 7.Bxf4 zz
Qdi+ 8.Kf2 Kd3 9.b8Q Qe2+ 10.Kg3 wins.

i) 2.Bay? Re2+ 3.Kxe2 c1Q 4.b7+ Kxc4 5.b8Q
Qc2+ 6.Kf3 Qxh2 draws.

ii) 3.Kc1? Rxh2 4.Bxf4 Rh8 draws.
iii) 4.Ba7+? Kxc4 5.b8Q Qc2+ draws.

iv) Try 6.Bxf4? Kc2 zz 7.b8Q Qxd2+ 8.Bxd2
stalemate.
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Subscription to EG is not tied to membership of ARVES.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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