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Editorial

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

Do you know this study?

H.1 R. Bianchetti
LItalia Scacchistica 1924
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1.Bb2, with:

— Rf7 (Rg6) 2.Rh3+ (Rc8+) Kg8 3.Rh8 mate,
or:

— Rf8 (Rh6) 2.Rc7+ (Rg3+) Kg8 (Khy) 3.Rg7+
Kh8 4.Kaz2 (Kb1) Ra8+ (Rh1+) 5.Raz+ (Rgi+)
wins.

Of course, this is one of the most well-
known classical studies! I was, therefore, sur-
prised to receive an a-mail from German oTB
FM and EG subscriber Robert Behling drawing
my attention to the fact that Erwin Voellmy’s
book Schachtaktik, Erster Teil: Zug und Bereich
(3rd edition 1952) has a setting (diagram 104)
with wRd4. At first I was convinced that this
was a diagram error. But I soon found out in
my library that both the 1st edition (1927) and
the 2nd edition (1946) had the version with
wRdj4. This version, by the way, works out fine!

Then I looked at the original source... to
find out that the original version (Lltalia

Schaccistica#274 ix1924, and solution in i1925)
had wRd4! Then I undertook to check all
the secondary sources (i.e. books) I knew for
this study (44 books and EGi20.0112), that all
have wRc3. The oldest book with wRc3 I have
seen so far is A. Herbstman (1937): Sovremeny
Shakhmatny Etyud, diagram 199.

Then I browsed some magazines, and found
the study with wRd4 in 64 no. 5, p. 10, #143,
La Stratégie iv1925, p.91, #1240 and Tijdschrift
11925 p.471 #522.

The first magazine in which I found the ver-
sion with wRc3 is De Schaakwereld 1937 no. 26
p-15 (last issue of 1937), and I assume the posi-
tion was taken from Herbstman’s book.

In conclusion: the famous Bianchetti study
we all know is not the original setting. Proba-
bly Herbstman made a mistake (diagram error
with wRc3) that, by coincidence, fortunately
did not affect the solution. That version has
been reproduced many times since. One could
speculate that Herbstman had a prefence for
the wRc3 setting but he does not mention any-
thing about this in his book. I would personal-
ly prefer the setting with wRd4 with more dis-
tance between the pieces (a version with wRes
would also be technically sound).

Alain Pallier wrote to me (confirming that
the Lamare collection has wRd4) saying “nice
discovery”, and I agree.

In this issue we have many interesting arti-

cles, e.g. on WCCT11, new computer develop-
ments, and a nice QC column.

Errata

EG 221 p.194. M17 is EG#19232.

#23120: the text below the diagram should read: b4c8 0056.33 6/7 Draw.



Originals

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

For this issue of EG we have no fewer than
four debutant contributors to the originals col-
umn, all being strong players which, I think, is
no coincidence. During the past year there has
been a small surge of new endgame composers.
Of course, this may be partly due to the lack
of OoTB tournaments at present but the trend
started well before Covid-19, so I hope we are
witnessing a more general trend with masters
joining our ranks.

Our first study is the output of Richard Ber-
endsen from the Netherlands with a rating of
just over 2300. He has three previous studies
to his name published in EBUR and Probleem-
blad. After a seven year break he is back with
an eventful domination study.

No 23309 R. Berendsen
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No 23309 Richard Berendsen (the Neth-
erlands). 1.d6+ Kdy 2.Ses+! (Getting rid of
pawn-dé. 2 Rhy+? Kc6 3.Keg (Ses+ Kds;) Rd8
4.Se5+ Kbé6 5.5d7+ Kc6 6.5f6 Rg1 7.Rc7+ Kbé
8.Sd7+ Rxdy with adequate counterplay. 2.Ke4?
Kc6 3. Rd1 (Ses+ Kxd6;) Rd8 and Black can de-
fend) 2...Kxd6 3.Rhy Rd8 (this becomes a sur-
prisingly powerless piece) 4.Ke4 Black now has
a choice between creating two “boltholes” for
his king.

— ¢4 5.Be3! ¢3 6.Bb6 c2 7.Bxd8 Rggq+ (c1QQ;
Bey+) 8.5xg4 c1Q 9.Be7+ Kc6 10.Se5+ Kb6
11.Bcs+! wins - double decoy, or:

— b4 5.Ra7 zz (5. Rb7? c4 6.Be3 c3 7.Bb6 c2,
and: 8.Bxd8 Rg4+! deflection 9.Sxg4 c1Q, or:
8.Rc7 Rg4+! deflection 9.5xg4 Rb8 draw) s...
c4 (b3; Rby) 6.Kd4 c3 7.Bc1 zz wins.

On to two grandmasters, Jan Sprenger from
Germany (residing in Italy) and Dutchman
Robin Swinkels. Jan has recently published a
few good studies in major tournaments, while
this is Robin’s debut. Robin states, however,
that he is in no way new to endgame studies
as he is used to solving them in numbers. The
notes are by the composers.

No 23310 J. Sprenger & R. Swinkels
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No 23310 Jan Sprenger (Germany) & Robin
Swinkels (Germany). With an open king and
the black pawns far advanced, White needs to
combine his trump on hé6 with play against the
black king. But how should he start? Rds+ or
Rf5+? 1.Rf5+! (thematic try: 1.Rd5+? bs! 2.h7?
Qxh7+ 3.Kc3 position A with wRds, Rf6. 3...
Qb1! and Black wins, or 2. bg+ Kxbg4 3.Rffs
Kas! 4.Rxbs+ Kaé6 draws) 1...bs (the white task
is easier after 1...Kag 2.Rdds Kb3 3.Rbs+ Ka2
4.Kc2 b6 5.Ras+ bxas 6.Rxas mate) 2.h7! (sacri-
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fice with self-pin. 2.Kc3?? Qc8+) 2...Qxh7 (Qc8
leads to no perpetual after 3.Rh5 Qcgq+ 4.Ke3
Qc1+ 5.Rd2 Qe+ (5...Qg1+ 6.Kd3 Qb1+ 7.Kd4
Qc1 8. h8Q Qxd2+ 9.Kcs5 Qbg+ 10.Kc6 Qcg+
11.Kb7) 6.Kd3 Qfi+ 7.Kc2 Qcg+ 8.Kb1 Qfi+
9.Ka2 Qcq+ 10.b3 Qc3 11.h8Q Qxd2+ 12.Qb2
wins. If 2...Qh8 3.Rft6 Qxh7+ (3...Kb4 4.Rh6
g3 5.Kc2 wins technically, as White picks up
the black pawns) 4.Kc3 b+ 5.Kb3 Qhs 6.fxg4
Qcs 7.Rf5 wins) 3.Kc3! (position A with wRd6,
Rfs — compare with 1.Rds+. The king move
threatens b4+ and Ra6 mate, and the rook on f5
blocks the defensive resource Qbi) 3...Qh8+!
(Qxfs 4.b4+ Kag 5.Ra6 mate, or Qg7+ 4.Rff6
b4+ 5.Kcq wins) 4.Rft6 bg+ (Qc8+ 5.Rc6 bg+
6.Kc2 wins) 5.Kb3! (position B with sQh8. Log-
ical try: 5.Kc4? Qc8+ 6.Kb3 (6.Rc6 Qby! 7.b3
Qbs+ 8.Kd4 g3!) - position B with sQc8 - Qcs!
7.txg4 Qe3+ draws) 5...Qxf6!? 6.Rxf6 g3 7.Rf5+
Kb6 8.Rg5 f5! (preparing f5-f4 and/or Kbeé-
c5-d4) 9.f4! Kcs 10.Rxf5+ (10.Kc2? Kd4 11.Kd2
Ke4 draws) 10...Kd4 11.Rg5 Ke3 (from here on,
everything runs smoothly) 12.f5 Kf4 13.f6! Kxgs
14.f7 g2 15.18Q g1Q (like a phoenix, the bQ has
reappeared, but not for a long time) 16.Qg7+
(Qg8+) Khs 17.Qxg1 wins.

Michael Pasman is an Israeli im of Latvian
origin, who published his first study in 2019
since when he has become quite prolific, not
only as a composer but as a promoter of our
art as well. He is the founder of the Facebook
group and webpage ChessPM Puzzles and

Studies with daily posts and a large body of
followers.

In this study he combines clear logic with
a nice tactical shot resulting in a sudden zug-
zwang. The notes are by Michael himself.

No 23311 M. Pasman
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No 23311 Michael Pasman (Israel).

1.Kb7! (thematic try: 1.Ra6? Sb4! 2.Rxa2
(Rag? Kcy;) Sxa2 3.Kby Bes draws. Compared
with the main line, the bS is on a2) 1...Bes!
2.Ra6 a1Q 3.Rxai1 Sxa1 4.Sd4!! zz Bd6 (Bxh2
5.f4! Bxfg 6.Se6+ Ke8 7.Sxf4 Sb3 8.c;7 Sas+
9.Kc8 with 10.Sd5 next) s5.f4! (5s.h3 Bes 6.f4
Bdé6 draws) 5...hé (Bxfs 6.Se6+, or hs 6.h4!)
6.h3! zz (h4? hs; zz) 6...hs (Bxfy; 7.S¢6+) 7.h4!
zz Ke8! (Bxf4; Se6+) 8.c7! Bxcy 9.Kxc7 Key
10.Kc6! (10.Kc8 Ke8 11.Kc7 is a waste of time
dual) 10...Kf6 11.Kd6 (Kds) Sb3 (Sc2; Sxc2)
12.Sxb3 Kf5 13.Sd4+! Kxf4 14.Ke6! Kg4 15.5f5
wins.

Final award (Dis)advantage tourney

BY ED VAN DE GEVEL

The judge did not receive any claims against
the first study. There was also an anticipation
claim for the second study, but that claim is,
in my view, unjustified; consequently the first
and second prizes stand. The claim that the fin-
ish of the third prize by Arestov is anticipated
by Kuzmichev gif3 oooo.11 f3b7 https://www.
yacpdb.org/#505831 is, in my view, a serious
one and results in the elimination of this study
from the award.

Given the low number of entries, the judge
decided not to select another study so no third
prize will be awarded.

HH (tourney director): This award is final
now. Also on behalf of the judge I thank the
participants. The studies that were not pub-
lished in this award are now available to the
authors.
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Obituary
Jan Lerch
(14ix1942 - 26vViii2020)

BY EMIL VLASAK AND JAROSLAV POLASEK

Jan Sikora was born in 1942 in Vysoké Myto,
Czechoslovakia (now Czech Republic). From
a young age, he was a peculiar controversial
personality and, of course, came into conflict
with the totalitarian socialist regime. That is
why he started as a lathe operator and spent his
compulsory military service in the PTP, which
were special units for the politically unrelia-
ble. Only later he got a better job as an IBM
370 programmer and a system engineer in Tri-
necké zelezarny (Tfinec Ironworks, Moravi-
an region), where he stayed for the rest of his
life. His son Jan Sikora is a 2200 player and his
daughter-in-law weMm Olga Sikorova is a lead-
ing Czech chess women player. After a difficult
divorce, he changed his name, which compli-
cated chess records. In rating lists and game
databases he usually appears as Sikora-Lerch,
but he published studies also as Lerch.

Jan was a very strong player, the highest Elo
2415 was reached in 1995. In MegaBase you can
find his 1000 games with prominent opponents
like Karpov, Hort, Smejkal, Pachman, Kavalek,
Jansa, Ftacnik, Laznicka, Gulko, Tseshkovsky,
Aburt, Tukmakov, Kholmov, Uhlmann or

Bacrot. In 1976 and 1978 he finished third in
the Czechoslovakian Championship. He won
7 gold medals in the Czech Team Extraliga,
mostly with the Ttinec team. The peak of his
career was the World Team Seniors Champion
title with the Czech team in 2008.

HHdbV offers 18 Lerch studies, mostly with
positional manoeuvres without exchange of
pieces.

L.1Jan Lerch
15t Prize Ceskoslovensky sach 1997
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1.Kd3 Rc8 2.Rb7! (to meet 2...Ke1 with
3.Rf7; 2.Rb6? Ke1! is a draw) 2...ds 3.Rbé6!
(preventing Ke1 again) 3...Rc4 4.Rb8! (drives
bR to the 7th rank) 4...Rc7 (Rc5? 5.Rf8 Kc1
6.Sb3+) 5.Rh8 (Rg8) (5.Rf8? Rey!) 5...Kc1!
(after 5...Rey we will see the point of previ-
ous manoeuvres: 6.5f5! tempo Re6 7.Rh1+ Re1
8.Se3+) 6.Rh1+ Kb2 7.Rh2+ Kc1 (Ka3 8.Sbs+,
Ka1 8.Sbs Rg7 9.Sc3) 8.Rd2! (with the decisive
threat Se2+) 8...Kb1 9.Sbs! followed by 10.Sc3.

In the try 2.Rbi+? Rc1 3.Rb2 (3.Rb8 Ke1
4.Rf8 Rdi1+) Ke1 4.Rh2 Rc8 5.5c2+ Kf1 6.Se3+
Kg1 7.Rg2+ Black has an extra file 7...Khi.

In the echo line 1...Ke1 2.Rfs5 Kd1 the solu-
tion and the try are reversed.
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ObituaryJan Lerch(14ix1942 - 26viii2020)

Correct is here 3.Rfi+! Re1 4.Rf2 Re8 (Kc1
5.Rd2! and 6.Se2+ or Rh1 5.Rd2+ Ke1 6.Sca+
Kf1 7.Se3+) 5.8(3! Kc1 6.Rc2+ Kb1 (6...Kd1
7.Rd2+ Kc1 8.Sd4 Kb1 9.Sbs) 7.8d2+ Kai 8.Se4!
Rh8 9.Sc3 Rh3+ 10.Kc4. But not 3.Rf7? ds
4.Rf6 Re4 5.Rf8 Rey 6.Ra8 White manoeuvres
as in the line 1...Rc8, but after 6...Ke1 7.Ra1+
Kf2 8.Ra2+ Kgi the extra file saves Black.

You can find several other Lerch studies in
Polasek’s QC column.
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Jan was a very strong analyst. In the
pre-computer era he was willing to test unpub-
lished studies for different tournaments and
composers. At one time we maintained lively
correspondence and met several times. Lerch
complained about — mostly Soviet — compos-
ers, who shamelessly used the cooks he found
to improve their compositions without men-
tioning the source of inspiration. For this rea-
son, he reduced these activities. Also our con-
tacts gradually ceased.
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Studies for Practical Players -
Good knight - bad bishop

BY KARSTEN MULLER

This is a typical theme but I will deal here
only with dominated or even incarcerated
bishops or with special forms of bad bishops.
In the first case it is amazing that White’s de-
fences do hold:

M.1 D. Gukesh - Daniele Vocaturo
Gibraltar Masters 2020
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White to move

In the game 71.Kf5? was played: 71...Kxd6
72.Kxg5 (72.Keq Bxga+ 73.Sxg2 g4 74.hxg4 h3
75.Kf3 hxg2, or 72.Kg4 Kds 73.Kf3 Kc6 74.Kf2
Kbs 75.5c2 Ka4 76.Ke3 Kb3z 77.Kd2 Bxg2 win)
72...Kes 73.Kxh4 Kfs and Black always wins
the resulting race: 74.g4 Ke3 75.Kg3 Kd2 76.5{3+
Kdi1 77.g5 e1Q+ 78.Sxe1 Kxe1 79.h4 Kd2 80.hs
Kxc3 81.Kh4 Bd3 82.g6 Kd4 83.Kgs5 c3 84.h6 c2
85.h7 c1Q+ 86.Kf6 Qh6 o—1and White resigned.

But: 71.Kf3! (the king himself fortifies
White’s walls) 71...Kxd6 72.Sc2 Kc¢s (If Kds
73.Se3+ Kes and: 73...Kcs 74.Kf2 Kbs 75.Ke1 g4
76.hxg4 Bxgz 77.Kxe2 draws, or: 73...Kes and
now only 74.Sc2! defends - Anna Muzychuk in
Endgame Magic 147 - as 74.5g4+? Ke6 75.Kf2
Kfs 76.Se3+ Ke4 77.Sxc4 e1Q+ 78.Kxe1 Bxcy4
wins) 73.Kf2 Kbs 74.Se3 Ka4 (Kc6; Ke1) 75.Ke1
Kb3 76.Kd2 (see diagram next column)

Here Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen had the
amazing idea to triangulate near the a1 corner:
76...Ka2!? The direct attempts fail, e.g.
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76...Bxg2 77.5xg2 g4 78.5f4 gxh3 79.Sxh3 e1Q+
80.Kxe1 Kxc3 81.5f4, or 76...e1Q+ 77.Kxe1 Bd3
78.Kf2! Counterplay counts! (However, not
78.Kd2? Be4 and White is in fatal zugzwang)
78...Kxc3 79.g3 (Kf3) Be4 80.gxh4 gxh4 81.5xc4
Kxcg4 82.Ke3 Bg2 83.Kf4 Bxh3 84.Kgs draws
(Luis Engel) 77.Ke1 Ka1 78.Kd2 Kb1 79.Ke1 Ka2
But White defends with 80.Sxc4 Bxg2 81.Kxe2
Bxh3 “Stockfish then gives this a — 4.68 evalu-
ation. White loses his c-pawn, it seems, but the
position is still a draw. Perhaps it is theoretical-
ly known that the g and h pawns are not win-
ning with this material? ,Not to me :-)” (Steffen
Slumstrup Nielsen). Fortunately the position is
a 7 piece tablebase draw, e.g. 82.Se5 Kb3 (82...
g4 83.5g6, 82...Bg2 83.c4, 82...Be6 83.5f3 Bg4
84.c4 draw) 83.Kf2 (Sf3? Bg4;) 83...Kxc3 (83...
g4 84.5g6 g3+ 85.Kg1 draws) 84.5f3 draws.

Of course there are many studies with in-
carcerated bishops and I like the following one.
(M.2)

White incarcerates Black’s bishop and his
own king: 5.Khs! ¢5 6.g5 fxgs 7.g4 Now Black
can't win as the bishop can’t help and white
often defends by stalemate: 7...c4 8.Sc7! bg!
(c3 9.8d5! c2 10.Sbg+ Kd2 11.Sxc2! Kxc2 12.a4
b4 13.a5! b3 14.a6 bxa2 15.a7 a1Q 16.a8Q draws)
9.a4! Kd2 (Kd4 10.Sbs+ Kcs 11.Sa3! bxa3 12.a5



Studies for Practical Players — Good knight — bad bishop

M.2 M. Gelly
Polish Chess Federation 2015
(end of study)
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c3 13.26 c2 14.a7 c1Q 15.a8Q, or Ke4 10.Sa6! b3
11.axb3 cxb3 12.Sc7! b2 13.Sbs! b1S 14.a5! bxas
15.5¢c3+ Sxc3 stalemate) 10.Sbs! Kdi1 11.S¢7! ¢c3
12.8d5! c2 13.Se3+ Kd2 14.Sxc2 Kxc2 15.a5 b3
16.a6! bxa2 17.a7 a1Q 18.a8Q Qxa8 stalemate.

A bad bishop of the following kind often oc-
curs in practical play:

M.3 Carles Diaz Camallonga
— Timur Gareyev
VI Sunway Sitges Open 2019
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Black must act immediately to establish
full control: 58...Bxg1+! (in the game 58...g5?
was played: 59.Bxe3 fxe3 60.bs and this is too
dynamical: 60...Ke7 61.Kg1 Kd6 62.Kh2 Kcs
63.Kg1 Kd6 64.Kh2 Kdy 65.Kg1 Kcy 66.Kh2
Kbé 67.Kg1 Kcs 68.Kh2 Kb6 69.Kg1 Kas 70.Kh2
Sc2 71.Kxg2 Sd4 72.Kf1 Kbé 73.Ke1 Kcs 74.Kd1
Se6 75.Kc2 Sf4 76.Kd1 Se6 77.Kc2 Sd4+ 78.Kd1
Kbé6 79.Ke1 Kcy 80.Kd1 Kby 81.Ke1 Kb6 82.Kd1
Kcs 83.Ke1 Se6 84.Kd1 Sd4 85.Ke1 Se6 86.Kd1

Sd4 and a draw was agreed. 58...Bd4?? even
backfires completely after 59.Bxd4 exd4 60.bs
d3 61.Bd1 White wins) 59.Kxg1 g5! The struc-
ture must be fixed first. Now Black has all the
time in the world to win. (after 59...Ke6? 60.g5
Black can’t win anymore, e.g. 60...Kd6 61.Kf2
Kc6 62.Kg1 Kb6 63.Kf2 Sc2 64.Kxgz Sxb4
65.Bc4) 60.bs Ke6 61.Kf2 Kd6 62.Kg1 Kcs
63.Kf2 Sc2 64.Kxg2 Sd4 65.Kf2 Sxbs (after
65...Sxe2? 66.Kxe2 Kxbs 67.Kd3 Kbg 68.Kd2!
Kb3 69.Kd3 White can defend the key squares)
66.Ke1 (After 66.Bxbs Kxbs Black’s king can
advance onto the key squares, e.g. 67.Kg2 Kca
68.Kh2 Kd3 69.Kh3 Ke3 70.Kg2 Kez2, or 67.Ke2
Kc4 68.Kd2 Kd4 69.Ke2 Kc3 and Black wins)
66...Sd4 67.Bd1 Kb4 68.Kd2 Kc4 69.Ke1 Kd3
70.Kf2 Kd2 71.Ba4 Se2 72.Bbs Sc173.Bc4 Sd3+
74.Kf1 Ke3 75.Bbs Sb4 76.Be2 Sc2 77.Bd1 Sd4
78.Kg2 Kd2 79.Bag Ke2 wins.

Of course such a bad bishop also occurs in
studies, for example:

M.4 B. Horwitz
The Chess Monthly 1880
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1.8d5+ Unfortunately 1.Kc8 wins as well, e.g.
1...Kc6 2.5ds5 Bb6 (b6; Sc3) 3.Se7+ Kd6 4.Kxby
Bd8 5.Sc6 Bhg 6.Sxas wins. If 1...Ka6 2.Sds
Bb6 3.Sc3 Bay 4.Kcy Bb6+ 5.Kdy Bay 6.Kc8
Kbé6 7.Sbs Kaé6 8.Kc7 Bb6+ 9.Kd7 Bay 10.Sc7+
Kb6 11.Sd5+ Kaé6 12.Kc7 b6 13.Kc8 wins. This
line might be even more study like than the
composers solution. Maybe another study can
be made out of it. 1...Ka6 2.Kc7 b6 3.Kc8 Bb8
4.Kxb8 bs 5.cxbs mate.



Studies for Practical Players - Good knight — bad bishop
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For the solutions of the exercises:

see p. 243
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The 11 WCCT theme

BY SIEGFRIED HORNECKER

Tasks
and themes

Israel has a rich tradition in endgame study
composition as can be read in the book End-
game virtuosity (by Yehuda Hoch and others,
published by Friedrich Chlubna in 1996). For
the currently running 11th WCCT, their pro-
posal for the following theme was accepted,
with Israel, Denmark, Finland, Great Britain,
and Romania being the judging nations:

During the solution, in the same position,
White has two ways to make an active sacrifice
of a unit; one is a try, the other is the solution.
Any type of unit (including pawn) may be sac-
rificed and it is allowable to sacrifice different
units in try and solution. The sacrifices must be
pure: the sacrificed white unit(s) must not be
guarded (protected) by another white unit after
the sacrifice move and the thematic white moves
must not capture a black unit. The sacrifice may
or may not be accepted by Black.

In short, an active unguarded sacrifice hap-
pens with another active unguarded sacrifice as
a try in the same position. For his personal use,
Helmut Waelzel prepared some CQL 3.01 code
with which he extracted endgame studies with
the theme from Harold’s fifth database, which he
kindly shared with me and suggested improve-
ments (see below). I ran it with CQL 3.02 avail-
able on http://www.arves.org/arves/index.php/
en/archive/chess-query-language and present
five endgame studies that show the theme, giv-
ing a few thoughts. The analytical sidelines are
skipped here. In my opinion, a good endgame
study might show the theme possibly acciden-
tally while demonstrating another idea, and also
such studies are presented below.

Readers hopefully can find new mechanisms.
I only can say that I believe the tourney to be-
come frugal and I am very curious about the
final results and entries, but I can’t add original
ideas here. If this column inspires you to com-
pose a study with the theme from this article,

please ask your national chess problem federa-
tion for contact information of your country’s
WCCT studies organizer if you don’t partici-
pate there already. As most readers know, dur-
ing a running WCCT, magazines usually won't
publish originals with the tourney’s theme.

S.1 Henri Rinck
1st prize L'Eco Degli Scacchi 1917
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1.5f7+ Keg4 2.Bd5+/i Kf5 3.Sh6+ Kes 4.Sg4+
Kfs 5.Se3+ Kes 6.Scq4+ Kfs 7.Be6+/ii Kegq
8.Bc8 Qc6 9.Bby Qxb7 10.Sbd6+ (Scdé6+)
exd6 11.Sxd6+ and 12.Sxb7 wins.

i) 2.Bc8? Qb6 3.Bby+ Kfs draws.

ii) 7.Bb7? Qxa4 8.Bc8+ e6 and White won't
win.

iii) better is 2...Qas+, found by Waelzel.

Henri Rinck showed the theme more acci-
dentally in his riddle on how White captures
the queen. Nevertheless, such hunts for a
queen might easily create thematic tries as well
as solutions.

Many classical themes - Novotny, etc. —
yield themselves to natural incorporations of
the theme, and probably the best endgame
studies are those where the theme just occurs
accidentally as an inherent characteristic of the
study. The following study demonstrates this
while being beautiful in itself.



The 11th WCCT theme

S.2 Vitold Yakimchik
and prize Shakmaty v SSSR 1966
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Only one of the two main variations shows
the theme, which is not after 1.Rc3 Qb1 2.Rb3
Qc1 3.Rc3 Qa1 4.Ra3 Qb1 5.Rb3 Qxb3 6.d7
Qg8 7.8d5, and:

— Qxds 8.Bd6 Qa8 9.Bb8 Qds 10.Bd6 Qg8
11.Bf8 Qg5 12.Be7 with a draw, or:

— Qdé6 8.Bas Qxas 9.Sc7/i Qd2 10.Sd5 Qg5
11.Se7! Qd2 12.Sd5 Qas 13.S¢7 draws

i) In this main line the battle of knight
against queen echoes the battle of bishop
against queen, but the tries 9.Sb6? Qg5 and

11.5f62 Qas symmetrically “accidentally” show
the WCCT idea.

S.3 Vitaly Halberstadt
1st prize Réti MT 1950
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If we strip the term “endgame study” down
to its absolute basics, the contribution to end-
game theory in an artistic way is meant. Not
a famous Vitold but a famous Vitaly showed
the theme in conjunction with stalemate and a
“Siegfried” rook. The theme is named after me,
pardon, after my counterpart in the “Ring der

Nibelungen” saga, although the term “kamika-
ze rook” or “suicide rook” also has been used
for such pieces.

1.Be1 Qe3 2.Bg3/i Qxg3 3.Ras+ Kb8 4.Ra8+
Kc7 5.Ra7+ Kdé 6.Ra6+ Kes 7.Ras+ Kfy
8.Rag+ Kgs 9.Ras5+ Kh4 10.Rh5+ Kgq 11.Rg5+
Kxgs stalemate.

i) 2.Bf2? Qxf2 3.Ra5+ Kbs 4.Rb5+ Kcé6, and
the queen is ready to take if White gives anoth-
er check.

The question arises whether the definition
given in the announcement fits in with the re-
ality of composing. While the following idea
would show the theme as in the wording of the
announcement, I would not personally count it
as a rendering.

S.4 Georg Bernhardt
3rd Uppsala Nya Tidning 1951
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1.Kc7 a1Q 2.Bc6 Qhi 3.h4/i Qg2 4.hs Qh1
5.h6 Qg2 6.h7 wins

i) 3.h3? Qg2 4.h4 Qh1 5.h5 Qg2 6.h6 Qh1
7.Kc8 Qh3+ 8.Kc7 Qhi1 draws; for similar rea-
sons also 1.Kc8? fails.

Now while the moves 3.h4 and 3.h3 surely
pro forma fulfil the theme, I see no thematic
merit here. The pawn cannot be taken thanks
to the checkmate on b7, so the famous German
composer shows a parity battle, but certainly
never intended to show the theme of two pawn
sacrifices in solution and try.

Composers as such might see the difference
between a theme showing coincidentally and a
theme showing only formally while not having
any real impact or influence on a study or its
solution.
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The 11th WCCT theme

Let us look at a final example which is both
easy to understand and in my opinion a clear
demonstration of how the theme is intended
to be shown.

S.5 Tigran B. Gorgiev
1st prize 1st USSR Team
Championship 1956-1957
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1.Bf3+ Kd4 2.Rh4+ Se4 3.Rxe4+ Kd3 4.Rc4q
Rd6+ 5.Kg5 Kxc4 6.c7 Rc6 7.Bxc6 c2 8.Bbs+/i
Kc3 9.¢8Q+ Kb2 10.Qh8+ wins.

i) 8.Bds5+? Kc3 9.c8Q+ Kd2 draws

The following unoptimized code (CQL 3)
is basically to find studies with the theme and
changes are possible. As an example: changing
the sumrange to 3 10 gives 115 instead of 2356

matches. Adding a few times “(position)” prior
to the last closing bracket on the line with “at-
tackcount” would make sure after the sacrific-
es some more moves are played. Just be aware
that not all matches generated with this code
will fulfil the theme, as it does not discriminate
between main line and variations, so both (or
more) sacrifices might occur in variations only.

(match
:pgn hhdbv.pgn
:output wectlls.pgn

(position :and ((position)

(position :variations

:sequence ((position :wtm :moveto .e4)
(position :attackcount a Ae4 120
:attackcount A Ae4 0

:or ((position :nocheck)(position
:attackcount Ae4 k 1 :attackcount A k 1))))
:shift

:accumulate sac_counter

:sumrange sac_counter 2 10)))

)

HH: See the computer column for a script
in CQL 6.



Stockfish NNUE

Computer

The AB vs. NN battle continues

The Neural Network concept (NN) has fun-
damentally changed the world of chess en-
gines. The best NN engines Leela Chess Zero,
AllieStein and Stoofvlees have surpassed most
of the classic alpha-beta (AB) engines such as
Komodo, Houdini, Ethereal or Rybka in gam-
ing force. Only Stockfish, supported by a huge
team, has resisted this attack and has put up
dignified resistance to the new wave.

In the TCEC 17 Superfinal (April 2020) Lee-
la defeated Stockfish 52.5-47.5, but in TCEC 18
Superfinal (June 2020) Stockfish struck back
53.5-46.5. It seems that the Stockfish team have
learned well from past defeats and have im-
proved the behaviour of the engine in poor
positions. In the past, Stockfish rated them too
optimistically and this led to frequent defeats.

Stockfish NNUE

Maybe these battles are almost over, because
a way to connect the AB and NN concepts has
been found. The starting idea was curious: if
the engine plays e.g. the first 25 moves like
Leela and the rest of the game like Stockfish,
it must clearly win the next TCEC Superfinal.
This option has never been tested as Stockfish
NNUE (hereinafter StNN) has appeared.

I will try to illustrate its idea in simple terms.
Every engine has two levels: search and evalua-
tion. Stockfish et al. use alpha-beta search and
“manual” evaluation while Leela et al. use Mon-
te Carlo search and NN evaluation but other
combinations are possible, too.

The Komodo team has been testing the Monte
Carlo version for several years, expecting high-
er search performance on supercomputers with
tens or hundreds of cores. The TCEC tourna-
ment has not yet confirmed these hopes.

BY EMIL VLASAK

But the last possibility seems to be more
promising. StNN keeps its excellent well-tuned
alpha-beta search, but the manual evaluation
is replaced by NN. Surprisingly the neural net-
work was not borrowed from the Leela project,
but from Shogi, Japanese chess.

Shogi programmers have been inspired for
years by Stockfish’s alpha-beta search approach.
However the evaluation does not work well be-
cause of the nature of Shogi — captured pieces are
reused here as in bughouse chess. Consequent-
ly Yu Nasu, a Japanese computer scientist and
Shogi programmer, introduced a new evaluation
method NNUE (Efficiently Updatable Neural
Network - it must be read backwards). The in-
cremental update is easy and the net seems to be
extremely powerful. In return, chess program-
mers were inspired by Shogi.

In the first experiments, the architecture
haltkp_256x2-32-32 (net files 20 Mbytes) was
used. Unlike Leela, StNN does not need expen-
sive graphic hardware. On normal Intel/AMD
CPUs the calculation speed will drop to an ac-
ceptable 60 percent, but the ELO will increase
by 30-90 points.

A special edition of Stockfish is no longer
needed; as of August 6 all development ver-
sions have this option built in. All you have to
do is (1) download the network to the engine
directory, (2) set the “Use NNUE” parameter
and (3) check or set the net name. See the Link
section.

Last minute information:: Stockfish 12 was
launched on September 2. Use of NNUE is al-
ready set as the primary option and the recom-
mended network is embedded directly in the
EXE file. Consequently, to use NNUE, the user
no longer has to make any adjustments and
settings.
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Stockfish NNUE

Testing

Both NNUE nets and Stockfish versions are
updated daily. Therefore, I will perform only a
quick test, which, moreover, may not be com-
pletely valid when you read this.

I have used an i7-6700 CPU (4 cores HT off)
with 16G RAM. The engines were Stockfish
(versions 160820 or 180820) with the suggested
Sergio net 82215dofdodf.

Using NNUE, you can expect improved be-
haviour in many (but not all) blocked positions.
The Rudolph study (1912) is an excellent illus-
tration, and it was reprinted in EG221 (page
166) so I have found another more complicated
example.

V.1 ]. Hasek
Ceskoslovensky sach 1952
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g3c8 4030.76 9/9 Draw

1.Qd8+!! Kxd8 2.c7+ Kc8 3.d6 Qg7+ 4.Kh2
Bg8 5.Kh1 Qg3 stalemate.

Stockfish is able to find the correct line, al-
though it is still rated as lost for White. The
solution time for the classic Stock is at least an
hour (45 GigaNodes searched); sometimes it
failed even after 2 hours. With NNUE feature I
did three tests with times 18:28, 15:58 and 23:44
minutes (about 10 GigaNodes). It looks very
significant.

(V.2) 1.Ker! 1.Kc2? Kfs, and: 2.Rd1 biQ+
3.Kxb1 Rb2+ 4.Kxa1 Kes, or 2.Kd1 Kg4 3.Ke1
Kh3 4.Kfi Kh2). 1...Kds! 1...Kf5 2.Kf1 Kgg
3.Kg1 Kh3 4.Khi1. 2.Kf1!! To reach the triangle
gi-hi-h2, allowing facing Black as-a4-bs ma-
noeuvres. 2.Kdi1? Kcs 3.Kc2 Kbs 4.Kd1 Kas!
5.Ke1 Ka4 6.Kd1 Kb3 7.Ke1 Kc2 led to zugzwang.
2...!

V.2 J. Moravec
Sachové noviny 1931
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Kcs 3.Kg1 Kbs 4.Kh2 (Kh1) Kas! 5.Kh1 (Kh2)
Kag 6.Kg1 Now the wK returns with correct
timing. 6...Kb3 7.Kf1 Kc2 8.Ke1 Kxb1 9.Kd1
stalemate.

The solution times were measured for eval-
uation. Stockfish classic: 87, 11, 49, 59, 19 — av-
erage time 45 seconds. Stockfish NNUE: 28, 16,
39, 39, 19 — average time 28 seconds.

There are many positions where the NNUE
version - although slower - is significantly
better tactically. V3 is a dramatic example.

V.3 G. Josten
StrateGems 2008
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Bad is 1.c6? a5 2.Sbs Rxbs! or 1.Sbs5? Rxcs
2.Kbj3 a5 3.Bf3+ c6 4.Sc7+ Kb8. 1.Bf3+! Rxf3 1...
c6 2.Bxc6+ Kb8 3.Sbs. 2.¢c6 a6 3.Sd5 Bdé6 3...
Rf4 4.Rd8+ Kay 5.Sxc7 bs 6.c5 Bxcs 7.a5 Rag+
8.Kb3z Rxas 9.Sds. 4.a5 bxas 5.c5 e2 5...Bxcs
6.Sxc7+ Kb8 7.Sxa6+. 6.cxdé e1Q 6...Ra3+
7.Kxa3 e1Q 8.dxcy. 7.dxcy Ra3z+ 8.Kxa3 Qai+
9.Kb3 Qdi+ 9...a4+ 10.Kc2 10.Kcgq 10.Kc3?
Qci1+ 11.Kd3 Qdi+. 10...Qf1+ 10...Qc1+ 11.S¢3.
11.Kc5 Qf2+ 12.Kd6 wins.
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Stockfish classic needs about 5-7 minutes
(2-3 GigaNodes) to find it. The NNUE feature
will reduce the solving time to approximate 1
minute (450 MegaNodes).

Result: Unlike Leela, I can highly recom-
mend the immediate deployment of Stockfish
NNUE. You do not have to invest in hardware
and first results are promising

CQL6 for WCCT 11

Studies (section D) has the following theme
(shortened): In the same position White can
sacrifice a unit - in a try and in the solution. Any
type of unit may be sacrificed; different units in
try and solution could be used. The sacrifices
must be pure.

I tried to develop a CQL script, but - as
usually - the CQL authors can do it better and
more elegantly. This is Lewis’ solution, thanks!

cql (input heijden.pgn variations)

function GoodSac(x)
{not A attacks x

a attacks x

move legal to x}

mainline
piece p1 in [RBNQP]
line --> move primary from p1 to _
comment “thematic line”
--> GoodSac(p1)

piece p2 in [RBNQP]
line --> move secondary from p2 to _
comment “thematic try”

--> GoodSac(p2)

By the way, this is an excellent example illus-
trating the new CQL6 feature “function” The
GoodSac is true if the piece x is attacked and
not guarded. My change is the “move legal to
x” filter, which ensures that it is a real sacrifice
that can be accepted and eliminates various
pseudo-sacrifices with discovered check or
pins.

Links

https://tcec-chess.com/ TCEC tournament

https://abrok.eu/stockfish/ Development versions
of Stockfish, since August 6 with NNUE sup-
port

https://tests.stockfishchess.org/nns  Latest nets,

Sergio is recommended.
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Corrections and reconstructions
of old studies

Quality Control .
BY JAROSLAV POLASEK

Vladislav Tarasiuk sent HH several correc-

tions of his own studies, and also studies from
other composers that he has improved. HH
suggested the studies to use for my column
and I choose these two.

P.1 V. Romasko & V. Tarasiuk
5th/7th hon. ment. Shakhmaty Vestnik 1993
correction Tarasiuk, original
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1.g8Q (1.Kf5? Rd6 2.g8Q Rcxd2; 1.f7 Rf6+
2.Kgs5 (Kes) Rxf7 3.g8Q Rcy! draws) 1...Rxf6+
2.Kes Rc6! (after other retreats Black loses
the rook, e.g. 2...Rd6 3.d4+! Rxd4 4.Qc8+ or
2...Raé6 3.Qg1+ with: Kcg 4.Qf1+, Kbs 4.Qb1+,
or Kc6 4.Qf1+) 3.Qb3! Rc4 (the only defence
against 4.d4 mate) 4.d4+! Rxd4 5.Qc3+ Rcg
6.Qas mate.

The original study (EG#10897) was more
elaborate but was destroyed by the subline
4.Rg6. Unfortunately, it is not always possible
to correct a study to be as good as the original.
To save this study, the author had to shorten the
solution by four moves but, at least, he saved
the nice mating finish. It probably couldn’t
have been done better: I tried for several days
in vain to engage the bK into the play.

Next, we will focus on studies, curiosities, in
which White has all 8 pieces and in order to
win, he must sacrifice most of them.

P.2 Vladislav Tarasiuk
after J. Roche
(diagrammes 1997, WCCT1 1995)
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Vladislav Tarasiuk improved a study of
J. Roche (HHdbV#17249) by adding counter-
play in which Black tries to get rid of his bishop
and White refuses three times to take it (3.Kha!
surprises). White gradually sacrifices all his
pieces to prevent stalemate - in the first phase
he gets rid of the knights and rooks to clear the
way for bishops. In the second phase, the sacri-
fices of the bishops release the f-file for the last
sacrifice of the queen.

1...Bf2+ 2. Kh2! (2.Kxf2? Qe1+! 3.Kxe1 Rai+
4.Sb1 Rxb1+ 5.Kd2 Rdi+ with perpetual check)
2...Bgi1+ 3.Khi1! (3.5xg1? Qxgi+! 4.Kxg1 Rai+
draws) 3...Bh2+! Sb1! (try 4.Qxa1? Rxai+ 5.5b1
Rxbi+ 6.Sci1 Rxci+ 7.Rd1 Rxdi+ 8.Re1 Rxei+
9.Kxh2 Rhi+ 10.Kxhi stalemate) 4...Qxbi+
5.5c1! Qxci+ 6.Rd1! Qxdi+ 7.Reir! Qxei+
8.Kxh2 Qhi+! 9.Kxhi1 Rai+ 10.Bb1! Rxbi+
11.Bc1! Rxc1+ 12.Qf1! Rxf1+ 13.Kh2 and wins.

The mechanism of the sacrifices reminded
me of Alekseev’s study, which I once corrected
(see EG193, July 2013, V.12). My correction was
not perfect because I had to eliminate bBh8
from the complete white army. Now I have
found a better fix — it was enough to move
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bRh4 on hé6 in the original Alekseev position.
The line 1.Rft6 is refuted by the simple 1...Rxf6
and the white army is complete again. The wK’s
tour along all corners is grandiose.

P.3 A. Alekseev
1st prize Karseladze MT 1970

correction J. PoldSek, original
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1.Qb1!! (a fantastic move, the queen is
covered by wSc3 and also controls square hy.
1.Qb2? is wrong - see the comment after the
12th move. Now White threatens 2.Qb4+ cxb4
3.axb4 mate) 1...S¢6+! (1....Rb7+ 2.Rxby Sc6+
3.Ka8 Qxh8+ 4.Rb8) 2.Rxc6 (my correction
was made possible thanks to the fact that White
wins in critical line 2...Qxh8+ 3.Rf8 Qxf8+
4.Bc8! Ra8+ 5.Kxa8 Rxc6 6.Kay! Qdé - the
bQ must remain on diagonal f8-a3 to prevent
Qb4 mate - 7.Sbs! - threatens 8.Qe1 mate -, e.g.
7...Rc7+ 8.Bb7 Rxb7+ 9.Kxby Qd7+ 10.Sdcy
wins) 2...Ra8+! (after 2...Rb7+ 3.Qxb7 Qxb7+
4.Kxb7 Rh7+ White prevents the stalemate eas-
ily: 5.Se7 Rxe7+ 6.Rc7 Rxc7+ 7.Kb8 Rb7+ 8.Kc8
Rc7+ 9.Kd8) 3.Kxa8 Qb7+! (the move 3...Qay+
shortens the solution: 4.Kxay Rh7+ 5.Se7 Rxe7+
6.Rc7 Rxc7+ 7.Qb7 Rxb7+ 8.Ka8 etc.) 4.Kxb7y
Rh7+ 5.Bg7! (frees square h8 for the king’s
escape) 5...Rxg7+ 6.Rf7! (clears diagonal for
wBh3) 6...Rxf7+ 7.Se7! (prevents stalemate)
7...Rxe7+ 8.Bd7! (frees square h3 for the king’s
escape) 7...Rxd7+ 9.Rc7! (prevents stalemate)
7...Rxc7+ 10.Ka8! (10.Kb8? Rc8+ 11.Kby Rb8+
12.Kc; Rxbi 13.Sxb1 stalemate) 10...Ray+
11.Kb8 Rb7+ 12.Kc8 (this move would not be
possible after 1.Qb2 - Black would have even
won after 12...Rxb2) 12...Rc7+ 13.Kd8 Rd7+
14.Ke8 Re7+ 15.Kf8 Rf7+ 16.Kg8 Rg7+ 17.Kh8
Rg8+ (Rhy+; Qxhy) 18.Khy Rgy+ 19.Khé6

Rg6+ 20.Khs! (20.Qxg6? stalemate) 20...
Rgs5+ 21.Khg4 Rg4+ 22.Kh3 Rg3+ 23.Kh2 Rg2+
24.Kh1 Rh2+ 25.Kg1 Rg2+ 26.Kf1 Rf2+ 27.Ke1
Re2+ 28.Kd1 Rd2+ 29.Kc1 Rd1+ 30.Kb2 Rd2+
31.Kai1 (or 31.Qc2) 31...Ra2+ 32.Qxa2 and wins.

P.4 Jaroslav Polasek
after I. Bondar & U. Bartosh, original
14th place WCCT8 2005-2008
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1...Qe1+ (1...a1Q+? 2.Bd1 Qe1+ 3.Rf1) 2.Kh2
Rhé6+! (Black forces a blockade of his Ph7 due
to a stalemate) 3.S8xh6! (3.54xh6? opens the
diagonal di-hs for bQ: Qhi+ 4.Kxhi aiQ+
5.Qb1 Qxbi1+ 6.Rc1 Qxci+ 7.Bd1 Qxdi+ 8.Bex
Qhs+ 9.Kg1 Qhi+ draws) 3...Qhi1+ 4.Kxhi
a1Q+ 5.Qb1! (the begin of a series of sacrific-
es of white officers) 5...Qxb1+ 6.Rc1! Qxci1+
7Bd1! Qxdi+ 8.Beir! Qxeir+ 9.Rfi! Qxfi+
10.Kh2 Qe2 11.5f6! (it is time for the cavalry)
11...Qxe6 12.Shg4 Kc7 13.Se5! with:

— Qxf6 14.b8Q+ Kxb8 15.Sd7+ wins, or:
— Qxes 14.b8Q+ Kxb8 15.Sd7+ wins, echo.

In the original Bondar & Bartosh study
(EG#16792) the white army was not complete,
a bishop was missing.

I managed to add the bishop to f3 by a mi-
nor modification of the position of the knight
(wSe4-> g4). The solution of both studies after
2...Rh6+ is almost the same, the only differ-
ence is the sacrifice of the new bishop on the
7th move (7.Sd1!).

The course of the study is very interesting:
Black ingeniously defends himself, White has
to get rid of many pieces to avoid the stalemate
and it almost looks like a draw. However, the
bQ is dominated by white knights, and the
study ends with surprising echo forks.
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P.5 Jaroslav Polasek & Emil Vlasak
original
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Emil Vlasdk - unlike me - does not like
the finale of the previous work. According to
him, white knights unnecessarily interfere. He,
therefore, proposed a simple scheme without
them, but this did not fit into the article, where
all white pieces are needed. Finally we man-
aged to complete the study in a suitable form

with sacrifices of all pieces. Try to solve it your-
self first.

1...g3+! (Black prepares stalemate) 2.fxg3
Rhi+! (after 2...Qxg3+ 3.Kxg3 Raz+ the fast-
est is 4.Bd3 Rxds3+ 5.5f3) 3.Kxh1 Qci+ 4.Se1
Qxe1+ 5.5f1 Qxfi+ 6.Kh2 Qhi+ 7.Kxh1 Rai+
8.Bb1 Rxb1+ 9.Rc1 Rxc1+ 10.Qd1 Rxd1+ 11.Be1
Rxe1+ 12.Rf1 Rxfi1+ 13.Kh2 Rai1 14.h4! (White
must be accurate and quickly activate his king
(after 14.g4? Rxa6 15.h4 Rg6 Black would have
won) 14...Rxa6 15.Kh3! Rgé6 16.Kg4 (and
white pawns are faster) 16...a5 17.h5 Rg8 18.h6
Rh8 19.Khs! (19.Kf5? Rf8+ 20.Kg4 Rh8 with
repetition) 19...a4 20.g6 a3 21.g7 Rd8 22.hy
and wins, Black lacks a tempo to save himself.

In HHdbV I found two remarkable studies
with the same scheme, in which white sacrific-
es his pieces, not only to avoid the stalemate but
also to avoid the mate (see below). Therefore, it
required correction. 1.5fe3! (after 1.Sge3? Qba2!
draws, e.g. 2.Rg3+ Rxg3 3.Qxb2 Rgi+ or 2.Ba6
Qf2! with stalemate) 1...Rg1+! (premature was
1...Qxe3 2.5xe3 Rgi+ 3.Rgxgi! hxgiQ+ 4.Kxg1
without stalemate) 2.Rxg1 Qxe3! (hxgiQ+
3.Kxg1 Qb1+ 4.Kf2 Qc2+ 5.Kf3 Qf5+ 6.Ke2 Qbs+
7.Kf2 Qb2+ 8.Kf3 Qb7+ 9.Kf4 and the king es-
capes from the perpetual check) 3.5f2+! Qxf2
4.Rig3+ (R7g3+) hxg3 5.Rxg3+ Qxg3 6.Qc3

Qxc3 7.h8Q+ Qxh8 8.Bf6 Qxf6 9.d8B+! and
wins, but not 9.d8Q+? Kg3 10.Qxf6 stalemate.

P.6 Jaroslav Polasek
after K. Kabiev, V. Kalandadze
& R. Tavariani, original
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This schema was discovered by Kalandadze
& Tavariani (Shakhmaty v SSSR 1971, HHdbV
#44010), but their study without bPh2 was
unsound (after 8.Bf6 Qhy/6/5! 9.d8Q+ Kg3+
Black draws). K. Kabiev improved the study by
adding bPh2 (Shakhmaty Riga 1973, HHdbV
#42423). However, in his version (wRc1->gi,
wSfs->d4, bQb3->b2, without bRg2) it was
possible to change the order of the moves on
several occasions, e.g. 1.Se2! or 1.Sc2!, 2.5{2+!
or 2.Rg3+! In my version, this shortcoming has
been fixed.

The Czech player and composer Jan Lerch
died at the end of August, this EG publishes an
obituary.

In his memory, I present two of his studies
suitable for a standalone solution. I managed
to improve both a little.

P.7 Jan Lerch
Pr1iboj 1988
version Jaroslav Polasek
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e1d8 0341.10 4/3 Draw
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1.Bb6+! (forces the bKing to enter an unsuit-
able square. The immediate 1.Sh4? Bg3+ 2.Bf2
Rey+ 3.Kf1 Rf7 loses the bishop) 1...Kxd7 2.Sh4
Bg3+ 3.Bf2 Rey+ 4.Kf1 Rf7 5.Kg2 Bxf2 6.5f3 Bcs
7.5e5+ Draw.

Lerch published the study in a little different
position (wBay->g1, bBd6->b8), so the intro-
duction was forced.

P.8 Jan Lerch
1st hon. mention
Ceskoslovensky sach 1989
version Jaroslav Polasek
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This study demonstrates Lerch’s favorite
theme, which he called - a little exaggerated —
“serial processing of a knight’s fork® In reality,
it is about preventing a knight’s fork, processed
here in two echo lines.

I added a short introduction to start with
a white move. 1.Bd2 Kbé6! (or 1...e1Q 2.Bxe1
Lerch published the study (EG#08411) in this
position with the introduction 2...Kb6 3.Bfs
etc) 2.Bf5 e1Q! 3.Bxe1 d2! 4.Bxd2 Bxf5+ 5.Kxfs,
and:
— Sds 6.Bas+! (c8Q Sey+;) Kxas 7.S¢c6+ wins,

or:
— Sbs 6.Bas+! (c8Q Sdé6+;) Kxas 7.Sb7+ wins.

In a letter from 1984, Jan wrote to me that
he did not like exchanging pieces in studies.
Therefore, I processed his scheme without di-
rect exchange of bishops and resolved the ex-
change of pieces by sacrifices.

P.g Jaroslav Polasek
dedicated to the memory of Jan Lerch
Original
7 K
AL
/ ey .0

5y
. va U
//7@,//
B E s

h4c¢6 1644.10 5/5 BTM, Win

\

W,

1...Rfg+ (after 1...Bey the strongest is
2.d8S+! Bxd8 3.Qdé6+ Kby 4.Qdy+) 2.Qxfs4
Rhs+! (an inventive counterplay, taking the
queen would have been completely hopeless)
3.Kg4! (the rook is taboo: 3.Bxhs Be7+ 4.Qg5
Bxgs+ 5.Kxgs Kxdy draws) 3...Rhg+! 4.Kxhg
Be7+ (the content of the study is enriched by
a fork in the line 4...Sxf4 5.d8Q? Be7+ 6.Qxe7
Sg6+ draw, correct is: 5.Bbs+! Kxbs 6.Sxd6+)
5.Qgs! Bxgs+ 6.Kxgs, and further according to
Lerch:

— Ses 7.Bbs+ Kxbs 8.Sd6+ wins, or:
— Scs5 7.Bbs+ Kxbs 8.Sc7+ wins.

For those who don’t like studies commenc-
ing BTM, I propose an even more formally im-
proved version with a white introduction: h4c6
1644.10 d4e7f8e2d6¢7d3.d7 5/5 Win.

However, it is rather more demanding an-
alytically and a surprising black move (2...
Rhs+! in Pg) is missing. 1.Se8! (1.Bxd3? Bxcy
2.Qag+ Kd6 3.Qa6+ Kes! 4.Qc8 BdS8 or 1.5d5?
Rxe2 draw) 1...Rfg+! (hopeless is Rhy+ 2.Kg5
Rg8+ 3.Kf5 Rf7+ 4.56, or Kxdy 2.Qxd6+ Kxe8
3.Bhs+, or1...Rxdy 2.Qa4+ Kcs 3.Qxd7) 2.Qxf4
Rh7+ 3.Kg4 Rhg+! 4.Kxh4 and further as in
the previous study.

Allthese studies with detailed analyses can be
found at www.sach.cz/download/eg222_jp.pgn
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This is already the 10th edition of the informal composition tourney of the Argentinian Chess
Composition Society UAPA. The tourney director was Sebastian Palomo.

In the final award (vi2020) one study was eliminated because of an anticipation.

Unfortunately, as always, nobody undertook to properly edit the award (removing analytical
lines). This again means that for EG we will skip most of the sublines.

Section Miniature wins

The judge was Peter Krug (Austria), who
received 29 studies by 19 composers from 13
countries.

No 23312 Mario Micaloni (Italy) & Arpad
Rusz (Rumania). 1. Kb8 Rb3+ 2.Kc8 Ra3 3.d8S+
Kbé6 4.Kb8 Rdc3 5.S5c6 Rab3 6.Sd4 Rb2 7.e8Q
Kcs+ 8.Sbs Rxbs+ 9.Qxbs+ Kxbs 10.f8Q wins

No 23313 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Ba6/i Kd6/ii 2.5d7 f1Q 3.Bxf1 a5 4.Baé6 f2 5.56
a4 6.Se4+ Kds 7.Sc3+ Kcs 8.Sxaq+ Kbg4 9.Sb2a
Kb3 10.Sd1 wins.

i) 1.Bfi? a5 2.Kc7 Kfs 3.5c6 a4 4.Kd6 Keg
5.Kcs Ke3 6.Sd4 Kd2 7.5xf3+ Kc3 draws.

ii) Kds 2.Kc7 Kdg4 3.Sc6+ Ke3 4.Sas Kd2
5.5c4+ Ke1 6.Se3 wins.

No 23312 M. Micaloni

No 23314 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rf7/i
Rhg+/ii 2.Kbs Rhi/iii 3.Rd7+ Kc1 4.Kcq4 Rhg+
5.Kd3 Rh3+ 6.Ke2 Rh2+ 7Ke1 g4/ 8.Rc8 g3
9.Rd1+ Kb2 10.Rd2 Rhi+ 11.Ke2 g2 12.Rdxc2+
Kaz/iv 13.Ra8+ Kb3 14.Rc6 Rei+ 15.Kf3 g1Q
16.Rb8+ Ka4 17.Ra6 mate.

i) Logical try: 1.Rf8? Rh4+ 2.Kbs Rh1 3.Rd8+
Kc1 4.Kc4 Rhg+ 5.Kd3 Rh3+ 6.Ke2 Rh2+ 7.Ke1
g4 8.Rc7 g3 9.Rd1+ Kb2 10.Rd2 Rhi+ 11.Ke2 g2
12.Rdxc2+ Kb3 13.R2¢6 Kb4 14.Rb7+ Kas 15.Rc2
Kaé6 draws.

ii) c1Q 2.Rfi+ Kd2 3.Rd8+ Kc2 4.Rc8+
wins.

iii) c1S 3.Rd7+ Kc2 4.Rc8+ Kb2 5.Rd2+ Kb1
6.Rd1 wins.

iv) Kb3 13.R2¢c7 Kag4 14.Rby

& A. Rusz
1st prize
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No 23315 P. Arestov
1st honourable mention
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No 23315 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rd8+/i
Kay 2.Rd7+ Kaé6 3.Sbg+ Kas 4.Kcs Ba6 (bz;
Ray+) 5.Ra7 Sd3+ 6.Sxd3 b2 7.Se5/ii b1Q 8.Sc4+/
iii Kag 9.Rxa6+ Kb3 10.Sd2+/iv wins.

i) Try: 1.Sd4? b2 2.Rd8+ Kay 3.Rdy+ Kaé6
4.Rb7 Bcg 5.Rxb2 Sd3 6.Rb1 Kas 7.Rai+ Kbg
draws.

ii) 7.5xb2? stalemate.
iii) 8.Sc6+? Ka4 9.Rxa6+ Kb3 draws.

iv) 10.Rb6+? Kag4 11.Ra6+ Kbg4 repeats;
11.Rxb1 stalemate.

No 23316 D. Gatti
2nd honourable mention
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No 23316 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.g7 Shs
2.g85/i Sc2 3.Sgey/ii Sf6+/iii 4.Kf7 Se3 5.5¢8/iv
Stds 6.Ke6 Sc4 7.Sxc4 Kby 8.S6a7 (S8a7? Sby;)
Sc7+ 9.Kd7 wins.

i) 2.Kd8? (g8Q? Sf6+;) Sxg7 3.Kc8 Sf5 4.Sc4
Se7+ 5.5xe7 Kay 6.Sc6+ Kaé6 draws.

ii) 3.Kd7? Se3 4.Kd6 Sds 5.Kxds Sf6+ 6.Sxf6
stalemate.

iii) Se3 4.Sc8 Sd5 5.Kdy Shfs 6.Kd6 Sgé
7.Kxds Se7+ 8.S6xe7 wins.

iv) Try: 5.Ke6? Se4 6.5c8 Scs+ 7.Kes Sag
8.Kd4 Sfs+ 9.Kc4 Sd6+ 10.Sxd6 Sb6+ (Sba+)
11.Kc5 Sc4 12.Saxc4 stalemate, or 5.Kxf6? Sds+
6.Kf7 Sxe7 7.Kxe7 stalemate.

No 23317 R. Becker
3rd honourable mention
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No 23317 Richard Becker (USA). 1.Qa4+/i
Ke1 2.Qf4 Qa8+/ii 3.Kbs Qb7+ 4.Kc3 Qgr+
5.Kd3 Qhy+ 6.Bf5 Qxhs 7.Qc1+ Kf2 8.Qe3+ Kg2
9.Beg+ Kf110.Qf4+ Ke1 11.Bfs Qe8 12.Qbg+ Kf2
13.Qh4+ Kg1 14.Qg3+ Khi 15.Be4+ wins.

i) 1.Qb1+? Kd2 2.Qb4+ Ke3 3.Qcs5+ Kfyg, or
1.Qd3+? Ke1 2.Qc3+ (Qe3 Qa8+;) Kf2 3.Qcs+
Kg3 4.Qes+ Kf2 Draw.

ii) Qf1 3.Qe3 Qf2 4.Qc1 mate.

No 23318 B. Djurasevic¢
special honourable mention
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No 23318 Branislav Djurasevi¢ (Serbia).
1.Bf5s+ Kg7 2.Ke4/i Kf7 (hs; g5) 3.Kf3 Kf6 4.Kfs
Kt7 5.Kg3 Kf6 6.Kh4 Kf7 7.Khs Kg7 8.f3 wins.
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i) Thematic try: 2.Kf4? Kf6 3.f3/ii Kf7 4.Kg3
Kf6 5.Khg4 Kf7 6.Khs Kg7 7.f4 Kh8 8.Kxh6 Se6
9.Bxe6 stalemate.

ii) 3.Ke4 hs 4.gxhs Kgs draws as Black con-

trols the black squares.
After P. Benko 2013 (HHdbV#02036).

No 23319 A. Jasik
commendation
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No 23319 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.b8Q+
(Ba2+? Kf8;) Bf8 2.Qes (Baz2+ Kgy;) Qg7 3.Baz+
Kh8 4.Qhs+ Qhé 5.Qfs Qgy/iii 6.Qh3+ Qhé6
7.Qe6 Qg7 (Qhs+; Ka6) 8.Ka6 zz Bes 9.Qh3z+
Qh6 10.Qxh6 mate.

No 23320 P. Kiryakov
commendation
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No 23320 Petr Kiryakov (Russia). 1.Sc8
Kxbs/i 2.b7 Kas 3.Sc6+ Ka6 4.b8R/ii Rd3+/iii
5.Kc4 Re3+ 6.Kds Res+ 7.Kd6 Rds+ 8. Key Rd7+
(Rbs; Ra8+) 9.Ke8 Rd8+ (Rey+; S6xe7) 10.Sxd8
wins.

i) Rd4 2.Kc3 Regq+ 3.Kd3 Rd4+ 4.Ke3 wins.

ii) 4.b8Q? Rbs+ 5.Sbg+ Rxbg+ 6.Qxbsg
(Kxbg) stalemate.

iii) Rbs+ 5.Sb4+ Kas 6.Ra8 mate.

No 23321 M. Doré
commendation
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No 23321 Marcel Doré (France). 1.Sg4/i as
2.5f6+ Kd4 3.5e8 a4 4.Sd6 Sas 5.Kd8 Sc6+ 6.Kcy
Kds 7.Sc4 Kcs 8.Se5 Sd4 9.Sd3+ Kbs 10.Kc8 Se6
11.5f4 a3 12.Sxe6 a2 13.d8Q a1Q 14.Qds+ Kbg
15.Qcs+ Kb3 16.Sd4+ Ka2 17.Qc4+ wins.

i) 1.5f32 a5 2.Sg5 a4 3.5{7 a3 4.Sd6 a2/x draws.
HH this is called the thematic try, but Black

also draws by 1...a6 2.5g5 a5 3.5f7 a4 4.5d6 Sas
and 5.Kxd8?! Kxdé. This is a serious flaw.

No 23322 V. Kalashnikov
special commendation
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No 23322 Valery Kalashnikov  (Russia).
1.Bh7 b4 2.5fs5+ Kd3 3.Kf2 b3 (c2; Sez+) 4.Ke1/i
c2 5.5g3+ Kc3 6.Se2+ Kbz 7.Kd2 Kai 8.Sc3 Kb2
9.Sa4+ Kaz 10.Scs Kb2 11.Sd3+ Kb1 (Kai; Kci)
12.Bg6 (Bfs, Be4) b2 13.Sbg Ka1 14.5xc2+ Ka2
15.Bf7+ (Kc3?; biS+) Kbi 16.Sa3+ Ka1 17.Bg6
b1Q 18.Sxb1 (Bxb1? Kb2;) wins.

i) 4.5g3+? Kd2 5.Se4+ Kc2 6.Ke2 Kbz 7.5c5
c2 draws.
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No 23323 J. Mikitovics
special commendation
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No 23323 Janos Mikitovics (Hungary). 1...
Rbi+ 2.Ke2 c2 3.Rc3/i c1Q 4.Rxc1 Rxc 5.Kd3,
and:

— Rcs6.Kd4 Ras 7.Kc3/ii Raz+ 8. Kbg Rd3 9.Rc2
(Bxd3? stalemate) Rf3 10.Be2 Kb1 11.Rd2 Re3
12.Bd3+ Kci1 13.Kc3 Re7 14.Ra2 R+ 15.Bcg
Kb1 16.Rh2 wins, or:

— Rb1 6.Kc3 Rci+ 7.Kd4 Rb1 8.Bcg Rb2 9.Rfi+
Rb110.Rf3 Rb2 11.Bb3 Rb1 12.Kc3 Rc1+ 13.Bc2
wins.

i) 3.Rf8? c1Q 4.Ra8+ Kbz 5.Kd3+ Kb3 6.Rb8+
Ka3 draws.

ii) 7.Bc4? Ra3 8.Re2 Kb1 9.Bd3+ Kc1 10.Rc2+
Kb1 11.Bf5 Rb3/vi 12.Rc8+ Kb2 draws.

No 23324 A. Avedisian
special commendation
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No 23324 Alexander Avedisian (Uruguay).
1.Bb2/i Sf4 2.a4/ii Sd3 3.Kbs/iii Sxb2 4.a5 c4
5.a6 3 6.a7 c2 7.a8Q+ Ke3 8.Qg2/iv c1Q 9.Qgs5+
wins.

i) Try: 1.Bh8? Ke4 2.Kb6 Kds5 3.a4 Sg3 4.a5
Sfs 5.a6 Se7 6.a7 Sc8+ draws.

ii) 2.Kbs? Ke4 3.a4 Kds 4.a5 Se6 5.a6 Scy+
draws.

iii) 3.Bc3? (Baz? Keg4;) Sc1 4.Kbs Sb3 5.Kc4
Ke4 6.Kxb3 Kds draws.

iv) 8.Qa7+? Kd2 9.Qas+ Kd1 10.Qd8+ Ka
11.Qd4 Kbi 12.Qeq4 Sd3 13.Qxd3 Kbz (Kai)
draws.

Section Miniature draws

The judge was again Peter Krug (Austria),
who received 34 studies by 21 composers from
14 countries.

No 23325 V. Tarasiuk
1st prize
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No 23325 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Re1 Bc6/i 2.Sb6+ Kbs 3.Sc8/ii Bds+ 4.Kxds
Sf1 5.5Sd6+/iii Kbg 6.Rb1+/iv Kag (Kc3; Sbs+)
7.Ra1+ Kb3 8.Se4 Kb2 (g1Q; Rxf1) 9.Raz2+ Kxaz
10.5c3+ Kb2 11.Se2 Kc2 12.Ke4 Sg3+ 13.Kf3 Sxe2
14.Kxg2 draws.

i) Sf1 2.Re4+ Kd3 3.Rg4 draws.

ii) 3.Sd7? Bds+ 4.Kxds Sf1 5.Rb1+ Kas 6.Ra1+
Kb4 wins.

iii) 5.Sa7+? Kb4 6.Rb1+ Ka4 7.Ra1+ Kb3 wins.

iv) 6.Re4+? Kb3 7.Rg4 Se3+ wins.

No 23326 Michael Pasman (Israel). 1.Kd3/i
b3 2.f3/ii Bxca+/iii 3.Kc3 Kfs (Kxf3; ds) 4.Kb2/
iv Ke6 5.f4 Kds 6.f5 Bd1 7.Kc3 Kd6 (Bc2; Kb2)
8.Kb2 Ke7 9.d5 (Kc3? Kf6;) Kf6 10.d6 draws.

i) 1.Kd2? Keq 2.c3 b3 3.£3+ Kds wins, e.g.
4.Kc1 Bfs 5.Kb2 Bc2 6.Kc1 Keg 7.Kb2 Bg6 8.f4
Bfs 9.d5 Be4 10.d6 Bfs 11.d7 Bxdy.

ii) 2.Kd2? Bxc2 3.Kc3 Ke4 4.3+ Kds 5.f4 Keg
6.ds5 Kxds, or 2.Kc3? bxc2 3.Kb2 Ke4 Win.

iii) bxc2 3.Kd2 Kf5 4.Kc1 Keé6 5.f4 Kds 6.15, or
Kxf3 3.d5 Bxca+ 4.Kc3 Kf4 5.d6 Draw.
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No 23328 P. Arestov

No 23326 M. Pasman No 23327 G. @stmoe & V. Lebedev

and prize 3rd prize 4th prize
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iv) 4.Kd2? Keé6 5.Kc3 Kds 6.f4 Ke4 wins.

No 23327 Geir @stmoe (Norway). 1.Khy/i
h1Q 2.g7 Qb1+ 3.Sc2/ii Qxc2+ 4.Kh8 Qb2 (Qc3;
Bd2) 5.Bc1 Qes 6.Khy Qfs+ 7.Kh8 Qhs+ 8.Kg8
Kg4 9.Kf8 Qfs+ 10.Key Qg6 11.Bb2 (K82 Qf6+;)
Kgs 12.Kf8 draws.

i) 1.Kf8? h1Q wins, e.g. 2.g7 Qf3+ 3.Ke7 Qg4
4.K18 Qf5+ 5.Key Qgé.

ii) 3.Kh8? Qxa1 4.Kh7 Qa7 5.Kh8 Qd4 6.Khy
Qes+ 7.Kh8 Qes; 8.Khy Qf5+ 9.Kh8 Qf6 10.Khy
Khs wins.

No 23328 Pavel Arestov & Vasily Lebedev
(Russia). 1.Kf6, and:

— Sd8 2.h6 Sf7 3.Kxf7 Bfs 4.Ke7/i bs/ii 5.Kt6

Bh7 6.Kes b4 7.Kd4 b3 8.Kc3 draws, or:

— Sd4 2.h6 Bfs 3.Kes Kf3 4.Kxd4 Kf4 5.Kcs5 Kgs
6.Kb6 Be4 7.h7 Bxh7 8. Kxb7 draws.

i) 4.Kf6? Be4 5.Kes Kf3 6.Kd4 Kf4 wins.

ii) Kf3 5.Kd6 Kf4 6.Kcs Kgs 7.Kb6 Beg 8.hy
draws.

No 23329 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.b6 Sb4 2.b7,
and:

— Rai+ 3.Kdy Sa6 4.dé Rdi/i 5.Key/ii Rbui/iii
6.d7 Sb8 7.d8S Rf1 8.Kd6 Rxfg 9.Kcy Sa6+
10.Kb6 Rf6+ 11.Ka7 draws, or:

No 23329 M. Hlinka
& M. Garcia
special prize
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— Rd1 3.f5 Sxds+ 4.Kc6/iv Sbg+ 5.Kbs Rd8
6.Kxb4 Rb8 7.Kcs5 (Kcg) Rxby 8.Kd6 (Kds)
Kg3 9.f6 Kf4 10.Ke6 Rb6+ 11.Key Kes 12.f7
Rb7+ 13.Ke8 Ke6 14.f85+ draws, or:

— Rxf4 3.d6 Rd4 4.b8S/v draws.

i) Sb8+ 5.Kd8 Kg3 6.f5 Sc6+ 7.Kdy Kfs 8.f6
Kes 9.f7 draws.

ii) 5.f52 Scs+ 6.Kc7 Sxby wins.

iii) Rxby 7.Ke8 Sc7+ 8.Key Sbs 9.f5 draws.

iv) Try: 4.Kc8? Sb6+ 5.Kc7 Sd7 6.Kc8 Kg2
7.f6 Sb6+ 8.Kcy Sds+ 9.Kc6 Sba+ 10.Kbs Sd3
11.f7 Rf1 12.Kc4 Ses+ 13.Kds Sd7 14.Ke6 Scs+
15.Kd6 Sxb7+ 16.Ke7 Rei+ 17.Kf6 Scs 18.£8Q
Sd7+ wins.

v) 4.d7? (b8Q? Sa6+;) Sa6+ 5.Kc8 Rcg+
6.Kd8 Sb8 wins.
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No 23330Y. Afek & J. Mikitovics
special prize
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No 23330 Yochanan Afek (Israel) & Janos
Mikitovics (Hungary). I: Diagram, II: Sc3 to ey,
I1I: also Kb8 to g1, IV: also Kg1 to hy and Qhyto
g1, V: also Sey to es, V: also Pe6 to g6.

I: 1.5b3 Kxf5 2.Sd4+ Kes 3.7 Qg6 4.Kcy
Qdé+ 5.Kc8 Qcs+ 6.Kb8 Qb6+ 7.Kc8 Qcs+
8.Kb8 Qxe7 9.Sc6+ draws.

II: 1.Se4+ Kxe7 2.f6+ Kd8 3.e7+ Kd7 4.Sc5+
Ke8 5.Se6 Qb1+ 6.Kc7 Qc2+ 7.Kd6 Qd3+ 8.Kes
draws.

III: 1.Sd5+ Kes 2.Se3 Kdg 3.Sefi Qxfs 4.e7
Qgs+ 5.Kf2 Qxey 6.Sf3+ draws.

IV: 1.5g8+ Kxf5 2.e7 Qg6+ 3.Kh8 Ke6 4.5f3
Qhs+ 5.Kg7 Qg4+ 6.Khy Qhs+ 7Kgy Qf7+
8.Kh8 Qg6 9.Sg5+ Qxgs 10.e8Q+ draws.

IV: 1.Se4+ Kxf5 2.7 Qay 3.5c6 Qdy 4.Sg3+
Kgs 5.Se4+ Kf5 6.Sg3+ Ke6 7.5hs Qxc6 8.e8Q+
Qxe8 9.Sg7+ draws.

V:1.8df3 Qhi+ 2.Kg8 Qhs 3.5d7+ Kxf5 4.5fes
Ke6 5.Kg7 Qh4 6.Kg8 Qh6 7.5f6 Kxes 8.Sg4+
draws.

No 23331 A. Jasik
1st honourable mention
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No 23331 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.c7 Sxc7+
2.Kc6 Ke6 (e5; Bhg+) 3.Bas zz Kf7 4.Kd7 Seé6
5.Bb4 zz Sd4 6.Baz/i Se6 (Sc2; Bes) 7.Bbg Bb6
8.Bxe7 draws.

i) 6.Bcs5? (Kxd8 Sc6+;) e5 7.Kxd8 Se6+ wins.

No 23332 V. Kalashnikov
2nd honourable mention
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No 23332 Valery Kalashnikov  (Russia).
1.Rc7+ Kbé6 2.Rb7+ Kas 3.Bxh3z Qhé6+/i 4.Kd4
Qf6+/ii 5.Ke3 Qcz+ (Qh6+; Kdg) 6.Kf4 Qxh3s
7.5¢5 Qc8 8.Rf7 Qxcs 9.Rf5 draws.

i) Qes+ 4.Kf2 Qd4+ 5.Kg3 Qes+ 6.Kf2 Qh2+
7.Bg2 draws.

ii) Qfg+ (Qdé+; Ke3z) 5.Kcs Qes+ 6.Kco
Qc3+ 7.5¢c5 draws.

No 23333 A. Avni
3rd honourable mention
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No 23333 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Rcé6
(Kd2? Rcg;) Rb2/i 2.Kd2 bs/ii 3.Re6 b4/iii 4.Kc1
Raz2 5.Rb6 b3/iv 6.Rxb3 Kg6 7.Rbs draws.

i) c1Q 2.Rxc1 Kg6 3.Rf1 Rb3 (Kgs; Ke3) 4.Rf4
draws.

ii) Rbs 3.Rxc2 Kg6 4.Ke3 Kfs 5.Rf2+ Kes
6.Rb2 Rxba2 stalemate.
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iii) Rb4 4.Kxc2 Kg7 5.Kc3, and: Kf7 6.Rc6
Rag4 7.Rcs, or: Req+ 6.Kd2 Kf7 7.Res5 bg 8.Ke3
draw.

No 23334 A. Jasik
commendation
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No 23334 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.g4+/i
Kxg4/ii 2.Re1 Sg1 3.Se4/iii Kf3 4.Kd3 Kg2/iv
5.Re3 h1Q 6.Rg3+ Kh2/v 7.Ke3 Sh3 8.Rxh3+
Kxh3 9.5f2+ Kg2 10.Sxh1

i) 1.Re1? Sg1 2.g4+ Kf4 3.Sd3+ Kg3 4.Re3+
Kg2 5.Re5 h1Q 6.Rhs Sh3 7.5f4+ Kf2 8.Sxh3+
Kg3 wins.

ii) Kg6 2.Re1 Sg1 3.Re6+ Kg7 4.Re7+ Kg8
5.Re8+ draws.

iii) 3.Sd3? Kg3 4.Re3+ Kg2 5.5f4+ Kf2 wins.
iv) h1Q 5.Rfi+ Kg2 6.Rf2+ Kh3 7.Rf6 draws.

v) Kf1 7.8d2+, and: Ke1 8.Rxg1+ Qxg1 9.5{3+,
or Kf2 8.Se4+ Ke1 9.Re3+ Kf1 10.5g3+ draw.

No 23335 M. Croitor
commendation
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No 23335 Mikhail Croitor (Moldova). 1.Be3
(f72 Rd7+;) Rdé/i 2.f7 Rd7+/ii 3.Ka6 Rxf7 4.b6

Ses 5.b7 Rf8/iii 6.Kb6 Sd7+ 7.Kcy Sb8 8.Bcs+
Kxcs stalemate.

i) Rd7+ 2.Kc8 Rhy 3.b6 Kbs 4.b7 Kc6 5.b8S+
draws.

ii) Rf6 3.b6 Rxf7+ 4.Kaé6 Ses 5.b7 Sd7 6.Kay
draws.

iii) Rf6+ 6.Ka7 Sc6+ 7.Kb6 Sb8+ 8.Ka7 draws.

No 23336 M. Pasman
special commendation
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No 23336 Michael Pasman (Israel). 1.Rh1/i
Sc3+ 2.Kc4 (Kas? Sdi;) Sd1 3.Be3 Sxe3+ 4.Kc3
Bdi 5.Rxd1 (Kd2? Kb2;) cxdiB/ii 6.Kd2 Kbz
7.Kxe3 draws.

i) Try: 1.Bcs+? Kb3 2.Rh1 Sc3+ 3.Kas Sdi
wins.

v) cxd1Q (cxdi1R) stalemate.

No 23337 M. Vargas
special commendation
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No 23337 Manuel Vargas (Spain). 1.h5 Bhy/i
2.Ke3 c3 3.Kd4 Kag 4.Bf4 Ka3 5.Bc1+ Kb3 6.Kcs
draws.

i) Bxhs 2.Kc2 Kag 3.Kb2 draws.
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Section: Win studies

The judge for this section was Geir @stmoe
(Norway) who considered 32 studies by 26
composers from 13 countries.

No 23338 P. Krug
1st prize
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No 23338 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.53 h1Q
2.5d4+ Kd3 3.Bxh1 Kxd4 4.Kc7 Sf7 5.Kd7 Kes
6.Ba8/i Sd6/ii 7.g4 Sf5 8.Ke8/iii Sh4 9.Kt7 (Key)
Kf4 10.Kf6 Kg3 11.Kg5 Kxh3 12.Be4 (Khs Sg6;)
Kg3 13.Khs Kh3 14.g5 Kg3 15.Bc6 (Bby) Kh3
16.Bbs Kg3 17.Bf1 Sf5 18.g6 wins.

i) 6.Ke7? Sh6 7.Kf8 Sfs5 8.g4 Sg3 9.Bg2 Kfs
10.Kt7 (Jg7 Kgs;) Kgs 11.Kg7 Se2 draws.

ii) Shé 7.Ke8 Kf6 8.Be4 wins.

iii) 8.gxf5? Kxf5 9.Key Kg6 draws.

No 23339 M. Ili¢ & B. Djurasevic
and prize
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No 23339 Miloje Ili¢ & Branislav Djurase-

vi¢ (Serbia). 1.g3+ Kgs/i 2.a6/ii Kfs 3.Bas Bfs
4.Bxb6 Bxg3 s5.Bxcs/iii Bxhz/iv 6.b6/v Bb8
7.Bd6 (bxay? Bxay;) g3 8.Bxg3 h2 9.Bxh2 wins.

i) Khs 2.axb6 (a6? Bfs;) axb6 3.Bes Kg6
4.Bc7 wins, e.g. Kf5 5.Ke2 Ke6 6.Bxb6 Bf4 7.Kf2
Bdé6 8.Bas Bes 9.Bd2 Kdy 10.Bf4 Bdg+ 11.Ke2
Bg1 12.Be3 Bxh2 13.Bf2.

ii) 2.axb6? axb6 3.Bes Kfs draws.

iii) 5.Bxaz? Bd6 6.b6 g3 and Black wins.

iv) Bcy 6.Bf2 g3 7.Bxg3 Bxg3 8.b6 Bf2 9.by
Bg3 10.hxg3 h2 11.b8Q h1Q+ 12.Kd2 wins.

v) 6.Bxay? Bd6 7.Bg1 Bcs 8.Bh2 Kegq 9.Kc2
Kf3 10.Bd6 h2 11.Bxh2 g3 12.Bxg3 Kxg3 13.Kb3
Kf4 14.Kag Kes 15.Kas Kdé6 16.b6 Kc6 17a7
Bxb6+ 18.Ka6 Bxay draws.

No 23340 M. Hlinka & L. Kekely
1st honourable mention
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No 23340 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Sc1 f6+ 2.Kxf6 Bxd3 3.Rfs+ Kxeg
4.Res+ Kdg 5.R2xe3 (Sxd3 Sxc4;) Sxcq4 6.Rxd3+
Rxd3 7.Se2 mate.

No 23341 P. Arestov
2nd honourable mention
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No 23341 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.a7 Sd4+
2.5xd4 Qxay 3.Rg8+ Khs/i 4.g4+ Kxg4 5.Be3+
Kh3 6.Rh8+, and:
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— Kg2 7.Rh2+/ii Kxh2 8.5f3+ Kg3 9.Bxay wins,
or:
— Kgg 7Rh4+/iii Kxhg 8.53+/iv Kg3 9.Bxay
wins.
i) Kf7 (Khy) 4.Rd8 wins.
ii) 7.Rg8+? Kh3 8.Rh8+ Kg2 repeats.
iii) 7.Rg8+? Kh3 8.Rh8+ Kg4 repeats.
iv) 8.5f5+? Kgg 9.Sh6+ Khs 10.Bxay Kxhé6
draw.

No 23342 P. Arestov & P. Kiryakov
3rd honourable mention
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No 23342 Pavel Arestov & Petr Kiryakov
(Russia). 1.e7 Rxbs+ (Ra8; exfs) 2.Kc3/i Res
3.exfs Rxey 4.g5 Rf7/ii 5.f6 Kc6 6.Kd3/iii Kdeé/
iv 7.6 Rxf6/v 8.g7 Rf3+ 9.Ke4 Rg3 10.h6 Kcy/
vi 11.Kf5 wins.

i) Try: 2.Kc4? Res 3.exf5 Rxey 4.g5 Rhy/vii,
and: 5.h6 Kc6 6.g6 Rxh6 7.g7 Rh4+ 8.Kd3 Rg4
9.f6 Kc7 10.Ke3 Rg6 11.Ke4 Rxf6 draws, or: 5.g6
Rxhs 6.g7 Rgs/viii 7.f6 Kcy 8.Kd4 Rf5 9.g8Q
Rxf6 draws.

ii) Rhy 5.h6 Kc7 6.g6 Rxh6 7.g7 Rf6 8.g8Q, or
Res 5.h6 Rxfs 6.hy Rxgs 7.h8Q Rg6 8.Qd8 wins.

iii) 6.Kd4? Kd6 7.g6 Rxf6 8.g7 Rfg+ 9.Ke3
Rg4 10.h6 Kcy draws, e.g. 11.hy Rxgy 12.h8Q
Rgé6.

iv) Kds 7.g6 Rxf6 8.g7 wins.

v) Keé6 8.g7 Rxg7 9.fxg7 Kf7 10.h6 wins.

vi) Ke6 11.hy Rxg7 12.h8Q wins.

vii) Rf7? 5.f6 Kc6 6.Kd3 wins.

viii) Rxf5? 7.g8Q Rf6 8.Qd8 wins.

No 23343 M. Hlinka & L Kekely
4th honourable mention
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No 23343 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Keke-
ly (Slovakia). 1.a8Q Qxa8 2.c; Bxcy 3.Be2
e6/i 4.Rxe6 Bc6 5.Rxc6/ii Qxc6/ (Kxc6; Bfz+)
6.Sd6++ Kb6 7.5¢8 mate.

i) Bd6 4.Sxd6++ Kc6 5.5bs+ Kdy 6.Bg4+ e6
7.Rxe6 wins.

ii) 5.Se5+? Kb6 6.Sxc6 Qxc6 7.Rxc6+ Kxcé
8.bs+, or 5.Se3+? Kb6 6.Sds+ Kay 7.Sxc7 Qh8
8.Rxc6 Qa1+ draw.

No 23344 J. Mikitovics
1st commendation

% )
"'y -
@&% /&/

&

W / / %
s B

»ry
.

h7b6 3316.51 7/6 Win

N

No 23344 Janos Mikitovics (Hungary). 1.c7
Rh8+/i 2.Kxh8 Sxg6+/ii 3.Khy Qe4/iii 4.d8Q
Se7+ 5.Kgy/iv Qg6+ 6.Kf8 Sc8 (Sbs; Be6) 7.Bx-
c8/v Se4 8.Be6 Qh6+ 9.Kt7/vi Qhy+/vii 10.Ke8
Qg6+ 11.Bf7 Sxd6+ 12.Qxd6+ Qxd6 13.c85+
Kc6 14.Sxd6 Kxd6 15.Bxhs wins.

i) Qa8 2.cxb8Q+ Qxb8 3.dxe7 wins.

ii) Qf4 3.Khy Qxd6é 4.c85+, or Qd4+ 3.g7
Qxd6 4.c85+ win.

iii) S8+ 4.Kg8 Qxb3+ 5.Kxf8 Sbs 6.d8Q
Qf3+ 7.Ke7 Qe3+ 8.Be6 wins.
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No 23345 P. Krug
2nd commendation

No 23346 A. Jasik
3rd commendation

No 23347 A. Avni
4th commendation
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iv) Qg8+ 7.Kxe7 Sds+ 8.Kdy Qf7+ 9.Kc8 Kay
10.Qh8 Qf4 11.Qa1+ wins.

v) 7d7? Qhé6+ 8.Kg8 Qg6+ 9.Kh8 Qhé6+
10.Kg8 Qg6+ draws.

vi) 9.Ke7? Qf6+ 10.Kd7 Scs5+ 11.Ke8 Qxe6+
draws.

vii) Sg5+ 10.Qxg5 Qxgs 11.c8Q wins.

No 23345 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Be4+ Kb8
2.Rh8+ Kc73.Sd5+ Kby/i 4.Rh7+ Kb8 5.a6 Qxa6
6.Rh8+ Kay 7.Ra8+ Kxa8 8.Sbsa+ (Scy7+) Kay
9.5xa6 Kxa6 10.Bg2/ii Kas 11.Bfi Sd7 12.Be2/
iii Kbg/iv 13.Bd1 Ses 14.a3+ Kbs 15.Kg2/v Kc4
16.Kf1 Sd3 (Kd3; Ke1) 17.Be2 wins.

i) Kc6 4.bg4 Kbs 5.Rc8 Kag 6.Rc3, or Kdy
4.Sb6+ Ke6 5.Rh6+ win.

ii) 10.Kf2? Kas 11.Ke2 Sc4 12.b3 Sd6 13.Kd3
Kb4 draws.

iii) 12.Kf2? Sb6 13.Ke3 Sag4 draws.

iv) Sb6 13.a3 Ka4 14.Bd1+ wins.

v) 15.Kf1? Kc4 16.Ke2 Sd3, and: 17.b3+ Kc3,
or: 17.Bb3+ Kd4 draw.

No 23346 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.f8Q
Rc3 2.Qf5 Rc8+ 3.Qxc8+ Sxc8 4.d7 Sd6+ 5.Key
Sc8+/i 6.Ke6 Ra6+ 7.Kf7 (Kfs5? Sd6+;) Sd6+/ii
8.Ke7 Sb7 9.Rbs Ray 10.a4/iii Ra6 11.Rxb7 Kxb7
12.d8Q wins.

i) Sc4 6.Re6 Rcy 7.Ke8 Rxdy 8. Kxdy wins.

ii) Ray 8.Rxa5 Sd6+ 9.Ke7 Sb7 10.Rbs Rxa2
11.Rxb7 wins.

iii) 10.a3? a4 11.Rb6 Scs draws.

No 23347 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Rg7+/i
Rg6 2.Rxg6+ (hxg6? Bxf3;) Kxhs 3.Be4/ii f3
4.Bb1/iii Bh3/iv 5.Rf6 Kg4 6. Kb2/v wins/vi.

i) 1.Bxc6? Bxdy, or 1.Rd5+? Kh4 draw.

ii) 3.Rxg4? stalemate.

iii) 4.Rf6? (Rg8? Khy;) Kgs 5.Rf8 hs 6.Kb2
h4 7.Kc3 h3 draws.

iv) Bfs 5.Rf6 Bxb1 6.Kxb1 wins.

v) 6.Be4? (Bfs+? Kgs;) Bg2, and: 7.Rxh6/viii
Bfi1 8.Rf6 Be2, or: 7.Kb2 hs 8.Kc3 h4 9.Kd2 h3
draw.

vi) e.g. Bg2 7.Kc3 Kg3 8.Kd2 Kf2 9.Rxh6 Kg1
10.Be4 f2 11.Bxg2 Kxg2 12.Rg6+ Kf3 13.Rf6+
Kg2 14.Ke2.

Section Draw Studies

The judge in this section was Jarl H. Ul-
richsen (Norway) who received 36 studies by
25 composers from 15 countries.

No 23348 M. Pasman

7 7

&
/;/ E
%_/ A&
"> %/
0 U AE
e A7
" 5 >

. EF

e1b3 0340.40 6/3 Draw

7,

N

— 266 —



10th UAPA internet ty 2020

No 23348 Michael Pasman (Israel). 1.Kf2/i
Kc3/ii 2.e5 Bxes 3.f4 Bxfq 4.Kf3 Bcy (Bd6; Kgg)
5.Kga Kdg4 6.Kf5 (Kgs? Kes;) Bes 7.Kg4 Keq
8.Kgs/iii Kds 9.Kf5 Kd4 10.Kg4 Kcs 11.Kf5 Kds
12.Be6+/iv Kd4 13.Bc8 Kds (Rg7; Kgs) 14.Be6+
positional draw.

i) Try: 1.e5? Rxes+ 2.Kf2 Rgs wins.

ii) Kb4 2.e5 Bxes 3.f4 Bxfs 4.Kt3 draws.

iii) 8.Bf5+? Kds 9.Bc8 Kc6 10.Kfs5 Kcy wins.

iv) 12.Kg4? Kc6 13.Kf5 Kcy wins.

No 23349 M. Croitor
1st honourable mention
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f6a8 4146.01 4/6 Draw

No 23349 Mikhail Croitor (Moldova).
1.Rai+ Kby 2.Rb1+ Kc8 3.Qxcq Qes+ 4.Kg6
Shg+ 5.Qxh4 Sey+ 6.Khy Qfs+ 7Kgy Qg6+
8.Kf8 Qg8+ 9.Kxey Qd8+ 10.Kd6 Qxh4 11.Rc1+
Kd8 12.Bg5+ Qxgs 13.Rc8+ Kxc8 stalemate.

No 23350 L. Topko
2nd honourable mention
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No 23350 Leonid Topko (Ukraine). 1.Bg7/i
c3 (Kc1; Bhs) 2.Bxc3 Kxcz 3.Bai/ii diQ 4.Bag+
Kb1 5.Bxd1 Kxa1 6.Kd2/iii Kb1/iv 7.Bc2+/v Kb2
8.Sb6 a1Q 9.Sag+ Kaz 10.Sc3+ Kbz 11.Sa4+/vi
Ka2 12.Sc3+ draws.

i) 1.Bh5+? Kxc2 2.Bg7 ¢3 wins.

ii) 3.Bes? diS+ 4.Kf3 Sc3 wins, e.g. 5.Bg6+
Kb2 6.Sb6 a1Q 7.Sag+ Kbs.

iii) 6.Bb3? (Bb6? Kbi;) Kb2 (Kb1) 7.Bxaz
Kxa2 8.Sb6 Kb3 wins.

iv) Kb2 7.Sb6 a1Q 8.Sag+ Kb1 (Ka2; Sc3+)
9.Bc2+ Ka2 10.S¢c3+ Kbz 11.Sa4+ draws.

v) 7.5b6? a1Q 8.Bc2+ Ka2 wins.

vi) 11.5d1+? Qxdi+ 12.Kxd1 a2 wins.

No 23351 ]. Timman
3rd honourable mention
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No 23351 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.Bc6 Be6/i 2.Bxa4/ii Sf3+/iii 3.gxf3 Bbg 4.c8S/
iv Bxc8 5.Bdy Bxdy 6.Bxfg+ exfsq 7.Sc3/v Bas/
vi 8.Rey Bd8 (Bfs; Sds) 9.Sd5 Bc8 (Bc6; Kga)
10.5f6 Kg6 (Bxey stalemate) 11.Sd5 Bby 12.Kg4
Bxds/vii 13.Ray/viii hs+ 14.Kxf4 h4 (Bgs+; Kg3)
15.Ra6+/xiv Khs 16.Ke3 positional draw.

i) Bc8 2.Bxa4, and: Bxcy 3.Bxf4+ exf4 4.Sxf4,
or Sf3+ 3.gxf3 Bb4 4.Bdy Bxdy 5.c85/xvi Bxc8
6.Bxfq+ exf4 7.5¢3 (Sc3) draw.

ii) 2.Bxfq+?¢ exf4 3.Sd4 (Sc3 Bc8;) Sf3+ 4.5xf3
Bxe1+ wins.

iii) Bxcy 3.Bxf4+ exf4 4.Sxf4.

iv) 4.Bxf4+? exfs 5.5xf4 Bxe1 mate.

v) 7.5g3? (Sd4? Bxe1 mate) Bc3 (Bas) 8.5f5+
Bxfs5 9.Re6+ Bg6 10.Kg4 Bd2 wins.

vi) Bxc3 8.Re6+ Bxe6 stalemate.

vii) Bxey 13.Sxe7+ Kf6 14.Sg8+ Kf7 15.Sh6+
Kg6 16.5g8 Kg7 17.Se7 Kf7 18.5f5 draws.

viii) 13.Re5? h5+ 14.Kxf4 B¢y, or 13.Rd7¢ Be6+
14.Kxf4 Bxdy win.
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No 23352 D. Hlebec
1st commendation
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No 23352 Darko Hlebec (Serbia). 1.Ka3
Sc4+ 2.Sxc4 Qag+ 3.Kxagq d1Q+ 4.Qb3 Qxb3z+
5.Kxb3 Sas+ 6.Sxas5 f2 7.Ka3z Kbi/i 8.Sc4 Kca
9.Se3+ draws.

i) f1Q 8.Sb3+ Kb1 9.Sd2+, or ds5 8.Sb3+ Kb1
9.Sd2+ Kc2 10.5f1 draw.

No 23353 M. Hlinka & L. Kekely
2nd commendation
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No 23353 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1...Bf3+/i 2.Sxf3 Rd3+ 3.Kci/ii
Rxcs5+ 4.Qxcs Bhé+/iii 5.5g5/iv Bxgs+ (Qxcs+;
Sc2+) 6.Rfg4+ (Kb1? Rdi+;) Qxcs+ 7.Sc2+ Kx-
a2/v stalemate.

i) Ra+ 2.Kxc1 Rxcs+ 3.Sc4+ (Rcq) Rxcq+
4.Rxcq4 (Sxcq4+) Qxcq4+ 5.Sc2+ Kag 6.Qay+
draws.

ii) 3.Ke2? Re3+ 4.Kd1 Rgi+ 5.5xg1 Qdy+
6.Qd6 Rd3+, or 3.Kc2? Rxcs+ 4.Kxd3z Re3+
5.Kd2 Bxb4 6.Qa7+ Kb2 win.

iii) Re3+ (Qxcs+; Sca+) 5.5c2+ Rxca+ 6.Qxc2
draws.

iv) 5.5d2? Bxd2+ 6.Kb1 Qxcs5 7.Sc2+ Qxca+
8.Kxc2 Rc3+ wins.

v) Qxc2+ 8. Kxc2 Bxfg 9.Kxd3 draws.

No 23354 L. Kekely & M. Hlinka
3rd commendation
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No 23354 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1.Kf7/i h2/ii 2.Rh3 Rag 3.c4/iii Rxc4
4.Rxh2/iv az2/v5.d4 Rxd4 6.f4 Rxf4 7.Rxa2 Rxfs+
8.Kg6 draws.

i) 1.Rxh3? Kg8 2.Rxh4 a2 wins.

ii) Khy 2.Rxh3 Khé 3.Rxhg4+ Kgs5 4.Rh1
draws.

iii) 3.Rxh2? d6 4.f4 Rxfs 5.f6 a2 6.Rh1 Rag
7.Ra1 h3 8.c4 h2 9.Key Ray+ 10.Ke8 Kg8 wins.

iv) 4.d4? Rxd4 5.Rxh2 Rf4 wins.

No 23355 M. Hlinka & M. Garcia
4th commendation
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hsf2 1700.04 3/7 Draw

No 23355 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Qh2+/i
Ke1/ii 2.Qh1+ Rg1 3.Qh4+, and:

— Rig3 4.Qh1+/iii Kf2/iv 5.Qh2+ Ke3/v 6. Rxc3+

Kd2 7.Rc2+ Kxc2 8.Qxe2+ draws, or:
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— Ré6g3 4.Rxaz2 e5 5.Kh6 e4 6.Khy/vi, with:

- Kd1 7Rai+ Kd2 8.Raz2+/vii Kd3 9.Qd8+
Ke3z 10.Qb6 draws, or:

- Rg2 7.Ra1+/viii Kd2 8.Qh6+/ix Kc2 9.Qc1+
Kd3 10.Qb1+ Ke3 11.Qb6+/x Kf3 12.Qf6+
draws.

i) 1.Rxa2? R4g5+ 2.Kh4 Rh6+ 3.Kxgs Rxh3

wins.

ii) Rg2 2.Qf4+ Ke1 3.Qc1+ draws.

iii) 4.Rxa2? Rgs+ 5.Kh6 Rggq 6.Qhi+ Kf2
wins, e.g. 7.Ra1 Rg6+ 8.Khy Rg7+ 9.Kh8 Rg8+
10.Kh7 R3g7+ 11.Kh6 Rh8+ 12.Kxg7 Rxh1 wins.

iv) Kd2 5.Rxaz2+ c2 6.Qds+ draws.

v) Rg2 6.Qf4+ Ke1 7.Qc1+ draws.

vi) 6.Khs5? Kf1 7.Qf4+ Rf3 8.Ra1+ e1Q 9.Rxe1+
Kxe1 10.Qxe4+ Kf2, or 6.Rag? Kd1 7.Ra1+ Kd2
8.Qf4+ Kd3 9.Qd6+ Kc2 10.Rxg1 Rxg1 11.Qh2
Rg212.Qxg2 Kd113.Qg4 c2 14.Qd7+ Kc115.Qag
e1Q 16.Qai+ Kd2 17.Qdg+ Ke2 18.Qxeq+ Kd1
win.

vii) 8.Qh6+? (Qf4+ Kd3;) Kc2 9.Rxg1 Rxgi
10.Qh2 Kd2 (Kd1) 11.Qd6+ Ke1 12.Qh2 Rgs
wins.

viii) 7Kh8? Kfi 8.Rai+ e1Q 9.Qf4+ Rf3
10.Rxe1+ Kxe1 11.Qxe4+ Kf2 wins.

ix) 8.Ra2+? Kc1 9.Qh1+ Rgi 10.Rai+ Kd2
11.Qh6+ Kc2 wins.

x) 11.Qc1+? Kd4 12.Rag+ Kds 13.Ras+ Kcg
wins.

HH cooks the 5th commendation: Juan Cruz
Arias (Argentina) g3h1 0340.52 c6a8g2.b2bge-
6h2h4bshs 7/5 Draw. Intended: 1.h3 Kg1 2.Bxc6
Bxc6 3.Kf4 Kg2 4.Kes Kg3 5.Kd6 Be4 6.Kes Kf3
7.b3 Ke3 8.e7, with: Bg6 9.Kf6 Be8 10.Kgy, or:
Bc6 9.Kd6 Be8 10.Kc7 draws.

But 4.Kgs Bds 5.Kxhs Bxe6 is not a win as
indicated, but an easy draw! E.g. 6.Kg5 Kxh3
7.85 Kg3 8.h6 Bg8 9.Kf6 Bhy 10.Kes. Even a
position like dsb4 0030.21 c2.b2h6bs 3/3 BTM,
which looks like a win at first sight is a draw as
the bK cannot win wPb2 without losing bPbs.

No 23356 A. Jasik
6th commendation
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No 23356 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Rb7+/i
Kg6 2.Rg7+ Kxg7 3.exf6+ Rxf6 4.Rey+ Kgé6
5.Bc2 Sd2+ 6.Qxd2 Be3+ 7.Ke2 Bxd2 8.g4 Qxc2
9.Rg7+ Kxg7 stalemate.

i) 1.Bc2? (Re7+? Kh8;) Sez+ 2.Qxe3 Qxc2
3.Qf3 Qc1+ 4.Kxf2 Qcs+ 5.Kg3 Sxe8 wins.

ii) 7.Bxf5+? Rxfs5+ 8.Ke2 Bxd2 9.Kxd2 Rf2+
10.Ke3 Rxg2 wins.

No 23357 P. Rewitz
7th commendation
2BE D
(0 /% £

& ( &/ /A
“n R w
8
Qv” 7 /
= -

e1c6 0413.22 5/5 Draw

\
k
x\
\\
\
\\\\

§\
\\
k\
k\

N\
k\
N\
k
\
k\

\
k

&

\
N
\

N

No 23357 Poul Rewitz (Denmark). 1.bs+/i
Kxbs 2.0-O-0O Rxey/ii 3.Rxd4 Kcs 4.Rd3 Kcg
5.Re3 d4 6.Re2/iii zz d3/iv 7.Re5 Rby/v 8.e7 b2+
9.Kb1 d2 10.Re4+ Kd3 11.Re3+ Kd4 12.Re4+ Kds
13.Res5+ Kd6 14.Re6+ Kc7 15.85+ Kd8 16.Rd6+
Rd7 17.Rxd2 Rxd2 18.5f6 Ke7 19.Se4 draws.

i) 1.0-0-0? Se2+ 2.Kd2 (Kb2 Rxe7;) Rxey
3.Kxe2 Rxe6+/vi 4.Kd3 Kbs 5.Kc3 Rez+ 6.Kb2
Kc4 7.bs Re2+ 8.Kb1 Re6 (d4?; b6) 9.Kb2 d4
10.Rc1+ Kbg4 11.Rd1 Re2+ 12.Kb1 Kc3 13.b6 b2
14.b7 Re8 15.Rh1 d3 wins.
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ii) Se2+ 3.Kb2 Rxe7 4.Rxds+ Kc4 5.Rd7 Rxe6
6.Rc7+ Kbg 7.Rb7+ draws.

iii) 6.Re5? d3 zz, or 6.Re1? Kc3 7.Re5 b2+
8.Kb1 d3 win.

iv) Kc3 7.Rc2+ bxca stalemate.

v) Kc3z 8.Rcs+ Kdg 9.Rbs Kc3 10.Rc5+ Kbg
11.Rc6, or Kd4 8.Rbs Rxe6 9.Rxb3z Re1+ 10.Kd2
Re2+ 11.Kd1 draws.

vi) but not: Kbs? 4.Rxds+ Kc4 5.Rc5+ Kxbg4
6.Rc6 Kbs 7.Rc8 draws.

No 23358 P. Krug
8th commendation
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No 23358 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Bbs+
(Bxhs+? Kf8;) Rxbs 2.f7+ Qxf7 3.exf7+ Kf8
(Kxf7; Qf3+) 4.Sd3/i 1Q 5.Qxf1 Sf6 6.Bcs Rxcs
7.Se5 Rxes 8.Qfs, and:

— Re1 (Rxfs, Sxfs stalemate) 9.Qc8+ Kxfy
10.Qf8+ Kxf8 stalemate, or:
— Kxf7 9.Qg5 Res (Rxgs stalemate) 10.Qg7+/ii

Ke6 11.Qf7+ Kxf7 stalemate.

i) 4.5£32 Sf6 5.Bcs Rxcs 6.Qd8+ Kxf7, and:
7.5e5+ Rxes 8.Qf8+ Ke6 (Kg6), or 7.5g5+ Kg6
wins

ii) 10.Qf5? Rc8+ 11.Qxc8 Sg6 mate.

HH has cooked the special commenda-
tion: Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine) gif8 0416.22
fidzh2a7e8.d4f6b6hs 5/6 draw.

Intended: 1.f7 Sbs 2.fxe8Q++ Kxe8 3.Khi
Sxd4 4.Bg1 Kdy 5.Rb1 Kc6 6.Rc1+ Kds 7.Rb1
Kcs 8.Rc1+ Kb4 9.Rb1+ Kcs 10.Rc1+ draws.

The judge wrote: “This is a small idea based
on the surprising move 3.Khi! Most oTB play-
ers would play 3.d5?, attack the knight (3.Rb1?),
try to win the pawn on b6 (3.Rf6?) or activate
the bishop (3.Bb8?), but all these attempts fail”.

But in fact 3.d5 and 3.Rb1 also draw. We fol-
low the analysis of the composer (many other
white moves draw in this line) 3.d5? Sc3 4.d6 bs
5.Re1+ Kdy 6.Re7+ Kc6 7.Rc7+ Kb6 8.Rh7 Se4,
and now not 9.Kf1? Rdi1+ wins, but 9.Bf4! Sxd6
10.Kh2 and bPh3 falls.

Or 3.Rb1 Sxd4 and now not 4.Kh1? Sf3, but
4.Kf2! b5 5.Bes Sb3 6.Ke2 Rds 7.Bf4 (Bh2) Sd4+
8.Ke3 Se6 9.Bg3z Kdy 10.Rh1 Rhs 11.Kf3 Kc6
12.Kg4 draws, with a remarkable role of the wK.
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Pavel Arestov judged the annual tourney of 64-Shakhmatny Obozrenye. Although our collection
of recent years of this magazine is incomplete, it seems that this is the first award since 2005!

The award was published in issue 3, iii2020.

No 23359 Y. Afek & O. Pervakov
prize
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No 23359 Yochanan Afek (Israel) & Oleg
Pervakov (Russia). 1.Ke3 Ra3z+ (a1Q; Qcg+)
2.Kd2/i Rd3z+ 3.Ker (a1Q; Qe4 mate) Rdi+
4.Qxd1/iii a1Q 5.Kf1 (Qc1? Qc3+;) Bdz+ 6.Kg1
Qxd1+ 7.Kh2 Qhi+/iv 8.Kxh1 Bfs/v 9.Kh2 Bxh3
10.gxh3 b3 11.f4 e5 12.5g5 exf4 13.5{3 mate.

i) 2.Kf4? a1Q 3.g3+ Kxh3 4.Sgs+ Kg2 5.f3+
Khi1 draws.

ii) 3.Kc1? Rc3+ 4.Kb2 Rc2+ and Black wins.

iii) 4.Kxd1? a1Q s5.g3+ Kxh3 6.Sgs+ Kg2
(Kh2) draws.

iv) Qg4 8.g3+ Qxg3+ 9.fxg3 mate.
v) Bg6 9.Kh2 Bxf7 10.f4 b3 11.g3 mate.

No 23360 A. Rusz & A. Zhukov
special prize
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No 23360 Arpad Rusz (Hungary) & Alek-
sandr Zhukov (Russia). 1.Kd7/i, and:

— ¢52.Kc6 f5 3.Rf8 c4 4.Kbs c3 5.Kbg (Kag) c2
6.Rc8 f4 7.Kb3 f3 8.Kxc2 f2 9.Rf8 Ke3 10.Kd1
wins, or:

— f52.Ke6 Ke4 3.K16 c5 4.Rc8 £4 5.Kg5 {3 6.Kg4
(Khg) f2 7.Rf8 c4 8.Kg3 c3 9.Kxf2 c2 10.Rc8
Kd3 11.Ke1 wins.

i) 1.Kxc7? f5 2.Kd6 f4, or 1.Ke7? c5 2.Kd6
c4 3.Rh4+ Kd3 4.Kds c3 5.Rh3+ Kd2 6.Kd4 c2
7.Rh2+ Kdi1 8.Kd3 c1S+ draws.

No 23361 M. Minski
& S. Slumstrup Nielsen
1st honourable mention

7

7 >
3 .
V7

7
D
%

. B

/E/&%ﬁ

nj ,
%%@//%”/
.

g7hs5 4434.35 7/10 Win

AR

No 23361 Martin Minski (Germany) & Ste-
ffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Denmark). 1.Sc6 Sxc6
2.f4/1 Be3+/ii 3.Qxc3 Qd4a+ 4.Khy Ses 5.Qc6
Qb6 6.Rcs5 Sdy 7.Rc1 Sf6+ 8.Kgy Qxc6 9.Rhi
mate.

i) 2.Qf6? Bc3 3.Qxc3 Qd4+ 4.Khy Ses 5.Qc6
Qb6 6.Qe8+ Qg6+ 7.Qxg6+ Sxg6 and Black

wins.
ii) Qd4+ 3.Kh7 Qxb2 4.dxc6+ wins.
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No 23362 J. Mikitovics
2nd honourable mention
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No 23362 Janos Mikitovics (Hungary).
1.Rg1 Kh2 2.Rb1 g5 3.Kd5 g3 4.5xg3 Kxg3 5.Rb8/i
Bfs 6.c4 Kf4 7.c5 Beg+ 8.Kd6 Sfs+ 9.Kd7 Sd4
10.Rf8+ Bfs+ 11.Kd6 g4 12.Rg8 Be6 13.Rf8+ Bfs
14.Rg8 Sbs+ 15.Kc6 Sc3 16.Kby g3 17.c6 Beg
18.Kb6 Sds+ 19.Kay Sey 20.c7 g2 21.Kb8 Sxg8
22.c8Q g1Q 23.Qc7+ Kf5 24.Qc5+ Qxcs stale-
mate.

i) 5.c4? Kf4 6.Rb8 Sf5 7.c5 g4 8.Rbg+ Kf3
9.Kes g3 wins.

No 23363 P. Krug, M. Hlinka
& M. Garcia

3rd honourable mention
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No 23363 Peter Krug (Austria), Michal
Hlinka (Slovakia) & Mario Guido Garcia (Ar-
gentia). 1.d5+ Kxds 2.Bxe6+ Kxe6 3.Kg7+/i Kds
4.Rhs+ Kc4 5.Rh4+ Kbs 6.Rhs+ Ka6 7.Rh6+ Kas
8.Rhs+/ii Bbs 9.Rh1 Bf1 (b1Q; Bb6+) 10.Rhs+
Kb4 11.Rh4+ Kb3/iii 12.Bcs b1Q 13.Rbg+ Kaz
14.Rxb1 draws.

i) 3.Kg5+? Kds 4.Rb6 a3 wins.

ii) 8.Bb6+? Kb4 9.Rh4+ Kbs wins.
iii) Bc4 12.Rh1 b1Q 13.Bcs draws.

No 23364 D. Moiseev
& D. Pavlov
special honourable mention
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No 23364 D. Moiseev & Danila Pavlov
(Russia). 1.5c6 Qxc6 2.Qay Qg2 3.Qd4 Qb7+
4.Kc3 Qh1 5.Rdi+ Qxd1 6.Qf2 £3 7.Qe3+ Qd2+
8.Qxd2 mate.

HH: unsound? 1...Qa3+ 2.Kxa3 Rai+ 3.Kb4
bi1Q+ 4.Rb3z Qegq 5.Qh2 Rag+ 6.Kxaq Qxc6+
draws.

No 23365 M. Hlinka
& M. Garcia
commendation
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No 23365 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Rhi+ Shé
2.f7 Bhg+/i 3.Rxh4 Sxh4 4.Bb1+ d3 5.Bxd3+ e4
6.Bxe4+ Sg6+ 7.Bxg6+ Kh8 8.£8B/ii wins.

i) Sh4 3.Bb1+ d3 4.Bxd3+ g6 5.£8Q wins.

ii) 8.8Q+7? Sg8+ 9.Ke6 stalemate.
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No 23366 R. Becker
commendation
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No 23366 Richard Becker (USA). 1.Sf4/i
Re1/ii 2.Bds Rdi+ 3.Ke4 Kh2 4.Kf3 Rfi+ 5.Kg4
Rdi1 6.Bc6 Re1 7.Bbs Re3 8.Kh4 Rg3 9.Bc6 Re3
10.Bd5 Rg3 11.Khs Khi 12.Bf3 Kh2 13.Bc6 Rc3
14.Bd5 Re3 15.Kg4 Ra3 16.Kg5 Rg3+ 17.Kh4 wins.

i) 1.Ke3? Re1 2.Bf3 Kh2 draws, e.g. 3.5f4 Rcy
4.Kf2 Rgy.

ii) Kh2 2.Ke3 Rc1 3.Bds5 Re3+ 4.Ke4 Rg3 5.Kf5
Re3 6.Kg4 wins.

No 23367 A. Stavrietsky
commendation
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No 23367 Aleksandr Stavrietsky (Russia).
1.5d4 f5 2.Bxfs Qxfs 3.Rh1+ (Sxfs? Bxh8;) Kaz
4.Ra1+ Kxai 5.Qhi+, and:

— Re1 6.Qxe1+ Qb1 7.Qas+ Qa2 8.Sb3+ Kbi
9.Qf5 mate, or:
— Qb1 6.Sc2+ Kaz2 7.Qds mate.

Phénix 2018 - continued

No 23368 S. Slumstrup Nielsen,
M. Minski & P. Arestov
2nd honourable mention
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HH regrets having overlooked the last study
in the Phénix 2018 award (EG222.23189-23196):

No 23368 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark), Martin Minski (Germany) & Pavel
Arestov (Russia). 1.Re7+ Kf1 2.5g3+/1 Sxg3 3.c7
Bbi+ 4.Kc3/ii Bfs 5.Rf7 g1Q 6.Rxfs+ (c8Q?
Se2+;) Kez 7.Rf2+ (c8Q? Qci+;) Kxf2 8.Kb2
(c8Q? Qc1+;) Se2 9.¢8Q draws.

i) 2.c7? gxh1Q 3.c¢8Q Sf4+ 4.Kc3 Qf3+ wins.

ii) 4.Kd2? Bfs 5.Rf7 Se4+ 6.Kc2 Sf6+ wins,
or 4.Kc4? Bfs 5.Rf7 Ke2 (Ke1) 6.Rxfs Sxfs 7.c8Q
Sd6+ wins.

This is a version (of a version!) of a study by
Slumstrup, Nielsen and Minski that won 2nd
hon. mention in the Phénix 2017 tourney.
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The annual informal tourney of the Polish Chess Federation was judged once more by Gm Jan
Rusinek who had to rank 41 studies by 23 composers from 11 countries. The provisional award, dated
20iii2020 was published on the federation’s website and had a two month confirmation time.

No 23369 P. Murdzia & M. Minski
1st prize
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di1g8 0443.42 7/6 Win

No 23369 Piotr Murdzia (Poland) & Mar-
tin Minski (Germany). 1.Rb8+/i Khy 2.c6/ii Rcy
3.Bc3 d4/iii 4.Bxd4 Bg8 5.Rb7 (Rb3? Bxb3+;) Sf7
6.Rb3 (Rxcy? stalemate) Sxgs 7.Rb7 Se6 8.Bes/
iv Rt7 9.g5 zz Sxg5 10.c7 wins.

i) 1.c62 Rd8 2.c7 Rc8 3.Rb8 Be6 draws.

ii) 2.Bc3? d4 3.c6 Rde6.

iii) Bg8 4.Rb7 Sf7 5.Rxc7 wins.

iv) 8.g5? Bf7 9.Bes Rxc6 10.Rxf7+ Kg8 and
no wine.

No 23370 A. Jasik
and prize
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No 23370 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Kg8
Sez+/ii 2.Kf8 Sg6+ 3.Bxg6 Kxg6 4.Kg8 (f5+?

Khy;) f2 5.h7/i f1Q 6.hs+ Bxhs 7.5+ Qxfs5 8. Ra6+
Bf6 9.h8S mate.

i) 5.f5+? Khs 6.f6+ Kg4 7.Raq+ Kh3 8.f7 f1Q
draws.

No 23371 P. Arestov

3rd prize
)
ny

.

‘%’/ ////,m/
» éﬁ///}
/%/ 0
» /VE//y
J' B
.

c4e5 1303.02 2/5 Draw

&\

Y

No 23371 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Qas+/i
Kf6 2.Qb6+ Kf5 (Ses+; Kbs) 3.Qcs+ Kg4 4.Kd4
Rf2 (Rfg+; Ke3) 5.Ke3 Sf4 6.Qc8+, and:

— Kg3 7.Qg8+ Kh2 8.Kxf2 Sh3+ (c1Q; Qg3+)
9.Kf3 Sg1+ 10.Kf2 positional draw, or:

— Khg 7Kxf2/ii c1Q 8.Qg4+ (Qxc1? Sd3+;)
hxg4 stalemate.

i) .Qbs+? (Qa1+? Kfs;) Kf4 2.Qb2 Se5+ wins.

ii) 7.Qd8+7? Kh3, or 7.Qc4? Kg3 win.

No 23372 P. Arestov & A. Zhukov

4th prize
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No 23372 Pavel Arestov & Aleksandr
Zhukov (Russia). 1.e7 (Bxg3? Qfi+;) Rb3+/i
2.Kc2/ii Rb2+ 3.Kxb2 Qes+ 4.Kbsz/iii Qxey
(Qe6+; Rcg+) 5.Rc4+ (Ra8+? Kby;), and:

— Kb8/iv 6.Bg3+ Ka8 (Kay; Rc7+) 7.Rc8+ Kby
8.Re8 Qxe8 (Qdy; Scs+) 9.Sd6+ wins, or:

— Kby 6.Bhg/v f6/vi 7.Bxf6 Qf8/x 8.Sc5+ Kay
(Qh7; Sdé6+) 9.Rag+ (Req) Kbé 10.Sd7+
wins.

i) Rg8 2.Rc4+, and: Kb8 3.Bg3, or Kby (Kdy)
3.5¢5+ win.

ii) 2.Ka2? Ra3+ 3.Kxa3z Qci+ 4.Kbg Qxei+
draws.

iii) 4.Ka2? Qe6+ (Qxe7?; Req+) 5.Kb2 Qxey
6.Ra8+ Kby draws.

iv) Kd7 6.Bb4 Qes 7.Sc5+ wins.

v) 6.Bb4? Qes 7.Sc5+ Kay (Ka8) draws.

vi) Qes (Qf8) 7.Sc5+ Kay 8.Rag+ Kbé6 9.Sd7+
wins.

No 23373 M. Hlinka
& M. Minski
1st honourable mention
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No 23373 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) & Mar-
tin Minski (Germany). 1.bg+/i Kxbg 2.c8Q
£1Q+ 3.Rxf1 Qd3 (Bxgs+; Kb2) 4.Rf4 Bxgs (Kbs;
Qc6) 5.Qcs+ (Bez++2 Kbs;) Rxcs+/ii 6.Bc3++
Ka3s stalemate.

i) 1.c8Q? f1Q+ 2.Rxf1 Bxgs+ 3.Be3 Bxe3 mate.

ii) Kag 6.Qxds Bxf4+ 7.Kb2 Qa3+ 8.Kba1, or
Kb3 6.Qxds5+ Qc4+ 7.Qxc4+ draw.

No 23374 A. Jasik
2nd honourable mention
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No 23374 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.d3/i Shf3
2.Rxf3 Scq+ 3.dxcq4 Qxf3+ 4.Bb3 Qf8+ (Qf2;
Qgs+) 5.Kb2 c1Q+ 6.Qxc1 (Kxc1? Qfi+;) Qf6+
7.Ka3/ii Qe7+ 8.¢c5 e1Q 9.Qc3+ Qxc3 stalemate.

i) 1.Rxe2? c1Q+ 2.Qxc1 Qf8+ 3.Kb3 Qb4+
4.Kc2 Qxag+ 5.Kb1 Qbs+ 6.Kc2 Qxe2

ii) 7.Kc2? Qf5+ wins, e.g. 8.Kc3 Qes+ 9.Kd2
Qfs+ 10.Kc2 Qxci+ 11.Kxc1 e1Q+.

No 23375 P. Arestov
3rd honourable mention
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No 23375 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rbs+/i
Ke1 2.Qxf2/ii Qey+/iii 3.Res5 (Ses? Rg2;) Qxes+
4.Sxes5 Rg2 5.8d3+/iv Kb1 6.Kd1/v h1Q+ (Rxf2;
Sxf2) 7.Se1 Rxf2 stalemate.

i) 1.5xf2? (Sxh2?) Qey+ 2.Kf1 Qxgs wins.

ii) 2.Rb1+? (Rcs5+? Qxcs;) Kxb1 3.Qh7+ Kb2
4.Qb7+ Kc3 5.Qc6+ Kdg 6.Qd7+ Keq 7.Qc6+
Kf4 wins.

iii) Qxfa+ (Qe8+; Res) 3.5xf2 Rg2 4.Rcs+
Kbz 5.Rbs5+ Ka3z 6.Rb1 draws.

iv) 5.Ke3? h1Q (Rxf2?; Sd3+) 6.Sd3+ Kbi
wins.
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v) 6.Ke3? h1Q 7.Qf5 Rg3+ 8.Ke2 Qg2+ 9.5f2+
Kb2 10.Qbs+ Rb3, or 6.Kf3? h1Q 7.Qb6+ Rb2+
win.

No 23376 G. Hertneck,
J. Timman & M. Minski
4th honourable mention
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No 23376 Gerald Hertneck (Germany), Jan
Timman (the Netherlands) & Martin Min-
ski (Germany). 1.bs axbs/i 2.a6+ Kxa6 3.Bxc6
b4 4.Bxdy Kby/ii 5.Kf6 Bfs 6.Bag es/iii 7.Key/
iv Ka6 8.Bc2/v Bxc2 (e4; d7) 9.d7 b3 10.d8Q b2
11.Qc8+ Kbjs 12.Qxc2 wins.

i) Bag 2.Bxc6+ Kc8 3.Bxdy+ Kxdy 4.axbé
Bxbs 5.b7 wins.

ii) b3 5.Ba4 Kas 6.Bxb3 Bxb3 7.d7 wins.

iii) Kc8 7.Ke7 e5 8.d7+ Bxdy 9.Bxdy+ wins.

iv) 7.Bc2? Bdy 8.Key Kc8 9.Bxg6 b3 draws.

v) 8.d7? Bxdy 9.Kxdy g5 10.Bd1 Kbs 11.Ke6
Kcg4 draws.

No 23377 P. Krug
& M. Garcia
commendation
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No 23377 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.e7/i fs+ 2.Qxfs
Rxf4+/ii 3.Kxfa/iii Rf7 4.Sxf7+/iv Qxf7 5.Be6/v
Qxe7 6.Qes5+ wins/vi.

i) Thematic try: 1.exf7? Rxf4+ 2.Kxf4 Rxf7+
3.5xf7+ Qxf7+ 4.Qxf7 stalemate.

ii) Rxey 3.Qhs+ Qhy+ 4.Qxh7+ Kxhy 5.Bxg4
wins.

iii) 3.Qxf4? Rxe7 4.Qh6+ Qhy+ draws.

iv) 4.Qxf7? e.g. Qg4+ 5.Kxg4 stalemate.

v) 5.Qxf7? stalemate, or 5.e8Q+? Qxe8
6.Qf6+ Khy 7.Bfs+ Kg8 8.Be6+ Khy 9.Kg5 Qhs+
10.Kxhs stalemate.

vi) e.g. Qg7 7.Qhs+ Qhy 8.Qe8+ Kg7 9.Qey+
Khé6 10.Qg5 mate.

No 23378 M. Formela
commendation
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No 23378 Michal Formela (Poland). 1.Se3
Bxe3 2.5g6 Sxg6 (a1Q; Sey) 3.d8S Sh8 (Sxes;
Kxes) 4.S¢c6 a1Q 5.Se7 Qh1+ 6.Kxe3 (Kd3? c4+;)
Qe1+ 7.Kf3 Qfi+ 8.Ke3/i Qe+ 9.Kf3/ii Qdi+
10.Ke3 Qd2+ 11.Kf3 Qd3z+ 12.Kf2 Qd4+ 13.Kf3
Qd3+ 14.Kf2 Qg6 15.Ke3 (Sxg6? Sxg6;) c4/ix
16.5xg6 Sxg6 17.b6 Sxfq 18.b7 c2 19.Kd2 Sd3
20.Kxc2 Sb4+ 21.Kc3 Sc6 22.Kxc4 Sas+ 23.Kds
Sxb7 24.e6 fxe6+ 25.Kxe6 Sd8+ 26.Key Sc6+
27.Ke8 Ses 28.f7 Sg6 29.8Q+ Sxf8 30.Kx1t8 Kg6
31.Ke7 Kf5 32.Kd6 draws.

i) 8.Kg3? Qg1+ 9.Kf3 Qg4+ 10.Ke3 c2 wins.

ii) 9.Kd3? Qd2+ 10.Keq Qe2+ 11.Kd5 Qgg
wins.
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No 23379 V. Samilo
commendation
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No 23379 Vladimir  Samilo
1.5d6/i cxb3 2.cxb3z Rhg 3.Sbs Kb2/ii 4.Sxa3
Kxa3 5.Kg6/iii, and:

— Rxhs 6.Kxhs Kbg (Kxb3s; Kg6) 7.Kg4 (Kg6?;
g4) Kc3 8.Khs Kxb3 (Kb4; Kg4) 9.Kg6 ga

10.Kxf6 g3 11.Key/iv g2 12.t6 g1Q 13.f7 draws,

or:
— Kb4 6.Rxh4+/v gxhg 7.Kxf6 h3 8.Kg7/vi h2
9.f6 h1Q 10.f7 draws.

i) 1.Sc5? cxb3z 2.cxb3 Rh4, or 1.Rhi+? Ka2
2.Sc5 cxb3 3.cxb3 Rh4+ win.

ii) Rxhs+ 4.Kxhs Kb2 5.Sxa3 Kxa3 6.Kgq
Kbg 7.Khs Kxb3 8.Kg6 g4 9.Kxf6 g3 10.Key g2
11.f6 g1Q 12.£7, or a2 4.S¢3 Kb2 5.5xa2 draw.

iii) 5.Rxh4? gxh4 6.Kg6 h3 7.Kxf6 h2 8.Kg7
h1Q wins.

iv) 11.Kg7? g2 12.f6 g1Q+ wins.

v) 6.Kh6? Kcs 7.Kg6 Kds wins.

vi) 8.Ke7? h2 9.f6 h1QQ wins.

HH has cooked another commendation:
P. Krug & M. Garcia, gzhs 4013.22 a4f8dses.
csf2gags 5/5 Win. Intended was: 1.Qe4 Qf4+
2.Kg2 Sg6 3.c6 Kh6 4.Qe6 Khs 5.Qe8 Kheé
6.Be4 Sha+ 7.Kf1 Qci+ 8.Ke2 Qb2+ 9.Kd3 Qbs+
10.Kd4 Sfs+ 11.Bxfs Qxfs 12.Qe3 Qf7 13.Qd2
Qe7 14.Kc4 wins.

However:1...5g6 seems to draw, e.g. 2.Qxg4+
Khé6 3.Qh3+ Kg7 and as 4.c6? fails to 4...Qd6+

(Ukraine).

White has nothing better than 4.Qdy+ Khé 5.c6
Qf4+ and Black draws.

No 23380 V. Kuzmichev
special commendation
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No 23380 Vladimir Kuzmichev (Russia).
1.Kc3 Kdé6 2.b4/i Kds 3.d3 Kc6 4.d4, and:

— Kds 5.b5 Kd6 6.Kb2 K¢y 7.ds Kb6 8.d6 Kby
9.Kxa1 Kc8 10.b6 Kd7 11.b7 wins, or:

— Kbs 5.ds Kb6 6.Kb2 Kc7 7.b5 Kdé 8.b6 Kdy
9.Kxa1 Kc8 10.d6 Kby 11.d7 wins.

i) 2.d4? Kds 3.b4 Sc2 4.Kxc2 Kc4 draws.

No 23381 V. Kuzmichev
special commendation
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No 23381 Vladimir Kuzmichev (Russia).
1.Bay/i Kc6 2.Ka8, and:
— Kbs 3.Rb3+ Kas 4.Rb6 Qhi+ 5.Kb8 Qds
6.Kc7 Qf7+ 7.Kb8 Qd7 8.Ka8, and:
— Qc7 9.Bb8 Qxb6 10.Bcy Qxc7 stalemate,
or:
— Qc8+ 9.Bb8 Kxb6 stalemate, or:

— Qh8+ 3.Bb8 Kd7 4.Rf7+ Kd8 5.Rc7 Qhi+
6.Kay Qds 7.Kb6 Qb3+ 8.Kay Qbs 9.Ka8,
and:
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— Qb6 10.Bay Qxcy 11.Bb6 Qxb6 stalemate,
or:

- Qa6+ 10.Bay Kxcy stalemate.
i) 1.Rf5+? (Rd3+? Kc6;) Ke4 2.Rbs Qf1 3.Rb2
Kds 4.Bay Qf8+ 5.Kby Qg7+ wins.

No 23382 A. Babiarz
special commendation
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No 23382 Andrzej Babiarz (Poland). 1.Rds/i
Qxds 2.f7 Qgs+ (Qxf7; stalemate) 3.Khy Qd8
4.Kg7 Qdy 5.Kh8/ii Qd8+ (Key; Kg8) 6.Kgy
Qd7 7.Kh8 Qxf7 stalemate.

i) 1.Rd1? Kes 2.Kg7 Qg3+, or 1.Rd3? Qfy
2.Rd4+ Kes win.

ii) 5.Kf6? Qd4+ 6.Kg6 Qh8 wins.

No 23383 P. Arestov, M. Garcia,
V. Tarasiuk & V. Kuzmichev
special commendation
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No 23383 Pavel Arestov (Russia), Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina), Vladislav Tarasi-
uk (Ukraine) & Vladimir Kuzmichev (Russia).
1.c3/i Kt7 2.Ke3 Sg2+ 3.Kf3 Sh4+ 4.Kg3 (Kgg
Sg6;) Sg6 5.Bxg6+ Kxg6 6.Kg4/ii Kt6 7.Kf4 Ke6
8.Ke4 Kd6 9.Kd4 Kc6 10.Kc4 (c4? Kdé6;) Kb6
11.Kds5 wins.

i) Thematic try: 1.c4? Kf7 2.Ke3 Sg2+ 3.Kf3
Sh4+ 4.Kg3 Sg6 5.Bxg6+ Kxg6 6.Kf4 (Kga) Kf6
draws.

ii) 6.Kf4? Kf6 7.Ke4 Ke6 8.c4 Kd6 9.Kd4 Kcé6
draws.

No 23384 V. Kuzmichev
special commendation
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No 23384 Vladimir Kuzmichev (Russia).
1.Bd1/i Qc4 (Qds; Bea+) 2.Rxd7+, and:
— Kg6 3.Rd3 Qxdas/ii 4.Bc2 Qxc2 stalemate, or:
— Khé6 3.Bb3 Qxb3 4.Rh7+ Kg6 5.Rh6+ Kgy/iii

6.Rh7+ Kg8 7.Rh8+ Kf7 8.Rhy+ Ke6 9.Rh6+

Kds 10.Rh5+ Kc4 11.Rh4+ Kbs 12.Rhs+ Kag

13.Ras+ Kb4 14.Rb5+ Kxbs stalemate.

i) .Rxd7+? Kh8 2.Bd1 Qc8 3.Bag Qa6 4.Rd4
Qf6 wins.

ii) Kgs 6.Rh5+ Kg4 7.Rh4+ draws, or:

iii) Kgs 4.Rg3+ Kt6 5.Rf3+ draws.

_278_
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Yuri Bazlov judged the informal tourney of the Russian composition magazine which saw 27 stud-
ies by 25 composers from 14 countries. The award appeared in ZiE no. 79 xii2019.

No 23386 M. Hlinka

No 23385 A. Sochnev & L. Kekely No 23387 L. Katsnelson
1st prize and prize 3rd prize
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No 23385 Aleksey Sochnev (Russia). 1.Sg4+
(Be6 bs;) Kd6 2.Sxe3/i bs 3.Sd5 bxag 4.Sb6 Kcs
5.5xa4+ Kd6 6.Sb6 Kcs 7.8d5 Kd6 8.Kb8 (Be6
Qbs+;) Qxds 9.Ba6/ii Qxb3+ 10.Bby zz Kes
11.c8Q Kf6 12.Qcs zz Kgs5 13.Qe5 Qb4 14.Kcy
Qc4+ 15.Bc6 Qf7+ 16.Bd7 wins.

i) 2.Be6? bs 3.c85+ Kcs 4.Sxe3 bxag 5.bxag
Qb4+ 6.Kc7 Qf4+ 7.Kd8 Qxe3 draws.

ii) 9.Bb7? Qxb3 zz 10.c8Q Kes, and: 11.Qcs5+
Kf6 zz 12.Qf8+ Kgs 13.f6 Kf5 14.Qgy Qb4 15.f7
Qd6+ 16.Kc8 Qe6+ 17.Kc7 Qez+ 18.Kb8 Qd6+
19.Kay Qcs+, or: 11.Qf8 Qb6 12.Kc8 Kfg 13.f6
Kfs 14.f7 Qe6+ 15.Kc7 Qcgq+ 16.Kb6 Qb3+
17.Ka7 Qag+ 18.Kb8 Qfs+ 19.Ka8 Qag+ draw.

No 23386 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Bc2 Sxa2 2.Be1 Sdé6/i 3.Kh3 Sbs
4.Bd2 Sd4 5.Bd3 Sb3 6.Bf4/ii Sas/iii 7.Be4 Sb4/
iv 8.Bd2 Sbc6 9.Bc3 Kgs 10.Kg3 Khs 11.Kf4 Khg
12.Bf5 Khs 13.Bd7 Kg6 (Kh6; Be8) 14.Be8+ Khé6
15.Kg4 Khy 16.Kg5 Kg8 17.Kf6 wins/v.

i) Se7 3.Bb3 Sc1 4.Bd1+ Kgé6 5.Bd2 Sd3 6.Bc2
Sts+ 7.Kg4 Ses+ 8.Kf4 wins.

ii) 6.Be3? Sas 7.Bd2 Sb3 repeats.

iii) Sb4 (Sc3) 7.Bc4 and 8.Bf7 mate.

iv) Sc3 8.Bf3+ Kg6 9.Bd2 wins.

g3hs 0026.10 4/3 Win

dihy 0310.21 4/3 Draw

v) Khy (Kf8; Bf7) 18.Bg6+ Kg8 19.Bf7+ Khy
20.Kgs5 Sb7 21.Bds Sbd8 22.Bf6 Sb4 23.Beq+

No 23387 Leonard Katsnelson (Russia).
1.Bds Rd4+ 2.Ke2 Rxds 3.c7 Res+ 4.Kf3 Rfs+
5.Kxg3 Rf8 6.e7 Rc8 7.Kf4 Kg7 8.Kes5 Kf7 9.e8Q+
Kxe8 10.Kd6 zz Ra8 11.Kc6 Rc8 12.Kd6 posi-
tional draw.

No 23388 1. Aliev & V. Tarasiuk
special prize
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No 23388 Ilham Aliev (Azerbaijan) &
Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine). 1.hy Sf7 2.g6 Sg5+
3.Kg4 Sxhy 4.Kf5 Sf6 5.Kxf6 Bb6 6.Kfs Bdg
7.Ke4 Bc3 8.Kds5 Kd3 9.Kcs a4 10.g7 Bxgy 11.Kbg
draws.



Zadachy i Etyudi 2018

No 23389 Neishtadt
special prize
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No 23390 A. Jasik
special prize
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No 23391 M. Zinar
1st/3rd honourable mention
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No 23389 V. Vladimir Neishtadt (Russia).
1.b6+ cxb6+ 2.Kbs Sd1 3.Qxb7+ Kxb7 4.Rc7+
Kxc7 5.€85+ Rxe8 6.dxe8S+ Kby 7.Rf7+ Qxf7
8.Sd6+ draws.

HH: 7.5d6+ also draws.

No 23390 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.d7 Bey
2.Sxe7 Qd8 3.Bf6 Khs 4.Bh4 c55.5g6 Qc7 6.Se5
Kxh4 7.7 Qxes 8.e8Q Qa1+ 9.Kh2 wins.

HH: cook? 3.Bc5 Khs 4.Kg1 Qa8 5.5xf5 Qa1+
6.Kh2 Qes+ 7.5g3+ Kg4 8.d8Q Qxg3+ 9.Kh1
Qe1+ 10.Bg1.

No 23391 Mikhail Zinar (Ukraine). 1...e4
2.Kg3 e3 3.Kf3 hg 4.Kxe3 e5 5.Kf3 h3 6.Kg3 e4
7.Kxh3 hs 8.Kg3 e3 9.Kf3 h4 10.Kxe3 e5 11.Kf3
h3 12.Kg3 e4 13.Kxh3 h5 14.Kg3 h4+ 15.Kxh4 e3
16.Kg3 Kb2 17.Kf3 Kc3 18.Kxe3 Kc4 19.b6 Kbs
20.b7 Ka6 21.b8R (b8S) wins.

No 23393 M. Hlinka

h1h6 3041.35 6/8 Win

h3a1 0000. 28 3/9 BTM, Win

No 23392 D. Guryevskoi (Russia?). 1.d4
Kby 2.Kf5 Kc4 3.Keq g5 4.d5 Kcs 5.Kes g4 6.d6
Kc6 7.Kf4 Kxd6 8.Kxgq Kcs 9.Kf4 (Kf3), and:
— Kb4 10.Kxe3 Ka3 11.Kd2 Kxaz 12.e4 a4 13.e5

a3 14.e6 Kbz 15.e7 a2 16.e8Q a1Q 17.Qbs+

wins, or:

— Kd4 10.a4 Kcg 11.Kxe3 Kbg 12.Kd4 Kxag
13.Kc4 Kaz 14.e4 a4 15.e5 Kb2 16.e6 a3 17.e7
a2 18.e8Q a1Q 19.Qe2+ wins.

No 23393 Michal Hlinka & LCubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.h8Q Rd1 2.Qb2+ Ka4 3.Qb1 b2+
4.Qxb2 Sd3+ 5.Ka2 Sci+ 6.Qxc1 Rxc1 7.b7 Rea+
8.Ka1 Rci1+ 9.Kb2 Rxcs 10.b8Q Rbs+ 11.Qxbs+
Kxbs 12.Kb3 Kcs 13.Kc3 Kds 14.Kd3 Kes 15.Ke3
Kfs516.Kf3 Kgs5 17.Kg3 Kf5 18.Kh4 wins.

No 23394 Pavel Arestov & Aleksandr Zhu-
kov (Russia). 1.Qa2+ Kd4 2.Sg4 Rhs+ 3.Kb4

No 23394 P. Arestov

No 23392 D. Guryevskoi & L. Kekely & A. Zhukov

1st/3rd honourable mention 1st/3rd honourable mention 4th/6th honourable mention
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g6a3 0000.33 4/4 Win

a1a3 0303.41 5/4 Win

a5C4 4331.40 7/4 Win
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No 23395 V. Neishtadt
4th/6th honourable mention
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No 23396 A. Popov
4th/6th honourable mention
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No 23397 V. Kalashnikov
special honourable mention
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dib6 3015.54 9/7 BTM, Draw

Rbs+ 4.Kxbs Bxe2+ 5.Kbg Qxe4 6.Qc4+ Bxcyq
7.c3+ Kd3 8.Sf2+ Kc2 9.Sxe4 Bds 10.S5f6 Be6
11.Ka3 wins.

No 23395 Vladimir Neishtadt (Russia). 1...

Qd4+ 2.Kc1 Sb3+ 3.cxb3, and:

— Qcs5+ 4.Kb2 Kxc7 5.5a6+ bxaé 6.Bxas+ Qxas
7.b4 Qxa4 8.Sxds+ Kxc6 9.Sc3 draws, or:

— Qa1+ 4.Kc2 Qa2+ 5.Kc1 Qxaz+ 6.Kc2 Qcs+
7.Kd3 Kxc7 8.Sd7 Qay 9.Sxds5+ draws.

No 23396 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1.Bh3+
Kg1 2.£3+ Kh1 3.Kb6 Kg1 4.Kbs+ Khi 5.Kcs Kg1
6.Kcq+ (Kds+) Kh1 7.Kd4 Kg1 8.Kd3+ (Keg+)
Kh1 9.Ke3 Kgi1 10.Ke2+ Khi 11.Bb8 Kg1 12.Bfi
h1Q 13.Bay+ Kh2 14.Bf2 wins.

No 23397 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia).
1.Bc6+ Kxc6 2.Se7+ Sxey 3.dxe7 Qa8 4.Kg6 Kdy

No 23398 V. Katsnelson
& L. Katsnelson
special honourable mention

b7f1 0020.21 5/2 Win

No 23399 S. Kasparyan
1st/4th commendation

hsd7 3014.31 6/4 Draw

5.Kh7 Qeq+ 6.Kh8 Qes5 7.e8Q+ Kxe8 8.Khy
Qe7 9.Kh8 Qf6 10.Khy Qf7 11.Kh8 Ke7 12.g8Q
Qxg8+ 13.Kxg8 Kf6 14.Khy hs5 15.Kh6 wins.

No 23398 Vladimir Katsnelson & Leonard
Katsnelson (Russia). 1.Qf8+ Kxe6 2.Sf4+ Kes
3.5d3+ Ke6 4.Scs5+ Kes 5.Qxb8+ Kd4 6.Qxb6
Kcz 7.Se4+ Qxeq 8.Qcs+ Qcq 9.Qesz+ Kxbg
10.Kb2, and:

— Qcs 11.¢3+ Kc4 12.Qeq+ wins, or:
— Kas 11.Qay+ Kb4 12.Qa3z mate, or:
— Qg4 11.Qc3+ Kag 12.Qa3 mate.

No 23399 Sergey Kasparyan (Armenia).
1.Se3+ Kei1 2.5xc2+ Kd2 3.Bxf1 Kxc2 4.Kc4 Bgy
5.5d6 Kd2 6.Seq+ Ke1 7.Bd3 c2 8.Bxgy c1Q+
9.Bcz+ Kd1 10.5f2 mate.

No 23400 P. Arestov
1st/4th commendation
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c1f6 4007.32 6/6 Win dsd1 0082.03 5/6 Win d8e4 0353.32 6/6 Win
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No 23401 S. Slumstrup Nielsen

No 23402 B. Buyannemekh

& M. Minski & M. Garcia
1st/4th commendation 1st/4th commendation
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b4d6 4034.31 6/5 Win h5e5 0346 44 6/9 Win

No 23403 A. Popov
special commendation
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g5h8 0400.21 4/3 Win

No 23400 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Key
Bf8+ 2.Kxe6 Res+ 3.Kf6 Rfs+ 4.Kg6 Rxgs+
5.Kxg5 Sxd6 6.Bxc6+ Kes 7.Bd4+ Ke6 8.d8S+
Ke7 9.Bf6 mate.

No 23401 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Qd3+
Kc7 2.f7 Bhg 3.f8Q Be7+ 4.Qxey Sc6+ 5.Kbs
Sxe7 6.5f6 Qe6 7.Qd6+ Kxd6 8.Se8 mate.

No 23402 Bizya Buyannemekh (Mongolia)
& Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.e8Q Rxe6
2.Qxbs+ Bds 3.Qb2+ Sd4 4.Be3 Sg3+ 5.Kg5 Se2
6.Qxd4+ Sxd4 7.Bf4 mate.

No 23403 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1.f7 Rg2+
2.Khs Rf2 3.Rh1 Rxf7 4.Kg6+ Kg8 5.Rh8+ Kxh8

6.Kxf7 g5 7.a4 g4 8.a5 g3 9.a6 g2 10.a7 g1Q
11.a8Q+ Kh7 12.Qe4+ Kh6 13.Qh4 mate.

EG originals

Announcement: EG 2020-2021

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

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

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

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

Subscription to EG is not tied to membership of ARVES.

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

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

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

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

There is no supplement with EG 222
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