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White to play and win

XIIIIIIIIY 
9k+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-sn-+-0 
9-mK-+-+R+0 
9trp+-+-+-0 
9-tR-+-+-+0 
9+-+p+-+-0 
9-+qwQ-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiy
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Editorial

by Harold van der Heijden

An important editorial notification is that 
Yochanan Afek has decided to step down as 
endgame study judge for our originals tourney. 
Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen has asked Árpád 
Rusz to take over, and he has kindly agreed.

The preparation of this issue coincided with 
the publication of the 6th edition of my data-
base and that required careful planning. I think 
it would be helpful to give EG’s readers some 
insight into this process. Of course, we are all 
amateurs (and have our families and jobs as 
first priorities), but in my opinion the editing 
process runs quite smoothly. The first pre-req-
uisite is to have strict rules. A good example is 
that technical editor Luc Palmans and I agreed 
that I send him only those manuscripts of 
awards and articles that are 100% print-ready 

– i.e. no changes are allowed any more. When 
you have strict rules, it is possible to make ex-
ceptions (e.g. correcting any blunder such as 
naming the wrong composer for a study), but 
it is impossible to “add another study that is 
very interesting for the article”. Sorry, but it is 
too late.

Another rule is that I start editing EG only 
after the submission deadline and then send 
everything to Luc within three weeks or so. 
That has some disadvantages (e.g. sometimes 
I find out that certain details are missing or in-
correct, but then it may be difficult to get that 
confirmed in time). The editors send their ar-
ticles to me around the deadlines (March 1st, 
June 1st, September 1st, December 1st). I then 
edit the material in EG style (I will not go into 
the details here), and add files for diagram gen-
eration. The same goes for awards. It is not al-
ways easy to know whether an award is final or 
not so I have a working list of the awards in the 
pipeline. For instance, now that this issue is al-
most ready (at the time of writing), 228 studies 
in 13 awards have been forwarded to the tech-
nical editor and I have 14 further awards (most 

provisional) in stock for later issues with a total 
243 studies. In ann EG issue with a supplement 
there is space for 200 to 250 studies, depend-
ing on textual comments and analytical lines 
included or not. Editing awards is considerable 
work as this also involves translation from oth-
er languages, and unfortunately many awards 
nowadays consist of dumps of computer anal-
ysis with which I do not want to irritate EG’s 
readers. My “crude” material is then proof-read 
for correct English style by Hew Dundas, who 
is always very helpful and incredibly fast. After 
I receive his results, I finalize each manuscript 
(article, PGN-file for diagrams and sometimes 
pictures) and send it to Luc. Then Luc takes 
care of the layout and many other details (e.g. 
correct diagram numbering). It is not easy to 
fit everything correctly on pages. For some ar-
ticles, such as Studies for Practical Players, we 
have agreed with its editor that Luc can skip 
some examples if needed. Then Luc produces 
a sneak-preview PDF for proofreading, and 
Marcel Van Herck and I try to weed out the last 
mistakes. At this stage it is certainly no longer 
possible to change anything of the content any 
more – only typos. Chess players find it difficult 
to understand this – why not add that fantas-
tic example before printing the magazine ? The 
answer is that you will have delays every issue 
and before you know you are months behind.

So I knew that the deadline for EG223 was 
December 1st, and the publication of the 6th 
edition of my database (HHdbVI) was due in 
2020. I will not bother you with all the details, 
but my planning e.g. was that after November 
1st no changes were allowed anymore in my 
database, to be able to get everything ready in 
time (before December 1st!). That also made it 
possible to use already references to my new 
database in this issue.

A lot of details about the database can be 
found at www.hhdbvi.nl. 
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Originals

by Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen 
Judge for 2020-2021: Árpád Rusz

I have always found it difficult to balance the 
presentation of studies. At a lecture at the Bel-
grade WCCC in 2016, Amatzia Avni was an en-
thusiastic advocate for using prose to comple-
ment the lines of the study. While I agree with 
him in principle that the composer is obliged to 
help the judge understand the study, I consider 
it much more difficult to live this out in practise.

In the studies I have judged over the last few 
years, I have seen a wide variety in presenta-
tion. The key thing is striking the right balance 
and, in my view, one should not, for instance, 
use superlatives to describe what is going on 
on the board. Fortunately I have experienced 
only a very few examples of this.

In other cases the textual presentation of 
studies appears empty of meaning. Some com-
posers like to finish their study off by listing a 
number of themes that occur in the study but 
I am not a big fan of that. The fact that a study 
contains “forks, switchbacks and a stalemate” 
gives it no quality in itself and does not really 
help the judge understand the study.

Other composers like to build up suspense 
with sentences like “Now White appears dead 
lost, but…”. I like this better and use this meth-
od myself at times, but to be honest, I feel it 
is a little manipulative, trying to bring some 
extra excitement into the equation. Should the 
moves not be able to speak for themselves?

Well, they cannot always and sometimes ex-
planations are needed such as in the following 
study by the German GM Jan Sprenger. The 
logic of his pawn study would be extraordinar-
ily difficult for a judge to grasp and the reader-
ship as a whole without his initial explanations 
of the general features of the position. 

I believe that Sprenger has largely struck the 
perfect balance: take a look at this pawn minia-
ture with his unedited presentation.

No 23404 J. SprengerXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+p+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-zPpzP0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-mk-+P+0 
9+K+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb1d2 0000.32 4/3 Win

No 23404  Jan Sprenger (Germany). 1.g3! A 
forced first move since Black threatened g4-g3. 
What happens when the bK enters the f-file to 
attack the g3 pawn? White must then play h4-
h5 g6xh5 f4-f5, promoting with check. Then all 
depends on the position of the wK. The stand-
ard black defence plan is Kxg3 and counterplay 
with BOTH passed pawns against the queen 
(D1) . This works if the wK is on the a- or b-file 
or high up on the board (e.g., c6, d7); other-
wise, it fails. With wKd6, Black must play h4, 
hxg3 and g2 (D2). The wK then blocks crucial 
squares for the queen. Finally, Black can try to 
play h5-h4-h3-h2, using the g-pawns as ”um-
brellas” against queen checks (D3). Plan D1 
and D2 are featured in key positions (1) and 
(2) in the relevant thematic tries. 1...Kd1! Black 
tries to keep the opposition as long as possible 
and rushes to the pawn only if the position of 
the wK is unfortunate (e.g., 1...Ke2 2.Kc2 Kf3 
3.h5 gxh5 4.f5 wins) 2.Kb2 (2.Ka1? Ke1 3.Kb2 
Kf2 draws) 2...Kd2 3.Kb3 Kd3 Position (0) with 
White to move. 4.Kb4 Kd4 5.Kb5 Kd5 6.Kb6! 

A) 6… Kd6 Black keeps the opposition 
7.Ka5!! Now the bK needs an extra move to 

get to the g-pawn, so White can move to the 
a-file. Logical try 7.Kb7?! Kd5! (If Black contin-
ues to mirror White’s movements, the h-pawn 
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queens with check: 7...Kd7? 8.Kb8 Kd8 9.Ka8 
Kc8 10.f5! gxf5 11.h5 wins) 8.Kc7? (8.Kb6! Kd6 
leads back to the position after move 6) 8...Ke4! 
Now we are basically back to the logical try of 
main B. 9.Kd6!? The wK is now too close for 
plan D1 to work, but instead Black has 9...Kf3 
10.h5 gxh5 11.f5 h4 12.f6 hxg3! Plan D2. After 
13.f7 g2 14.f8Q+ Kg3 draws. Qd6+/Qb8+ is not 
possible and so the g2-pawn secures the draw. 
Position (2) with wKd6. 7...Kc5 7...Kd5 8.Kb5 
and White has gained the opposition. 8.Ka4 
Kc4 9.Ka3 Now Black must either allow the f4-
f5 breakthrough or give up the opposition:

A1) 9...Kd3 10.Kb3! position (0) with BTM. 
10...Kd2 11.Kc4 We need to check whether 
White can transpose into main B, or has oth-
er wins than Kb3-c4-d5: 11.Kb2 (similar after 
Kb4) 11...Kd3 12.Kc1 Ke3 13.Kd1 Ke4 14.Ke2 Kd4 
15.Kd2 Ke4 16.Kc3 Ke3 17.Kc4 Ke4 18.Kc5 Ke3 
and White can make progress only with 19.Kd5 
transposing into our main line (The logical try 
19.Kd6?= has been discussed earlier: 7. Kb7?! 
Kd5 8. Kc7 Ke4 9. Kd6 etc.). 11...Ke3 12.Kd5 
Kf2 13.h5! Thematic try 13.f5? gxf5 14.h5 f4 
draws. 13...gxh5 14.f5 h4 15.f6 (gxh4? g3;) 15...
h3!? Since the wK is obviously too close for 
plan D1, and the wK blocks the a8-h1 diago-
nal, Black tries plan D3. 16.f7 h2 17.f8Q+ Af-
ter this point, the white play has several minor 
duals, but the winning plan is unique, and ac-
tually is quite nice. Therefore I also give the re-
maining moves: 17...Kg2 White cannot prevent 
h1Q, but he strikes with 18.Qa8! /Ke5,e6 18...
h1Q 19.Ke6+ /Ke5+ 19...Kh2 20.Qxh1+ Kxh1 
21.Kf5 wins.

A2) 9...Kc3 10.f5! echo with main A1 after 
12. ...Kf2 (thematic try 10.h5? gxh5 11.f5 h4 12.f6 
hxg3 13.f7 g2 14.f8Q g1Q draws) 10...gxf5 11.h5 
f4 12.h6 fxg3 13.h7 g2 14.h8Q+ Check! Wins.

B) 6...Ke4 Black exploits the remote posi-
tion of the wK. 7.Kc5! This draws with bKe3 
[see main A], but wins with bKe4. Logical try 
7.Kc7? /Kc6 7...Kf3 8.h5 gxh5 9.f5 Now plan D1 
draws: 9...h4 /Kxg3 transposes 10.f6 Kxg3! 11.f7 
Kh2 12.f8Q g3 13.Qf4 h3 position (1) with wKc6/
c7 14.Kd6 /Kd5 14...Kh1! 15.Qxg3 h2 draws. 7...

Kf3 8.h5 gxh5 9.f5 h4 10.f6 Kxg3 (10...hxg3 11.f7 
g2 12.f8Q+ Kg3 position (2) with wKc5 13.Qd6+ 
/Qb8+ win) 11.f7 Kh2 12.f8Q g3 13.Qf4 h3 po-
sition (1) with wKc5 14.Kd4! wins.

The next study is by Pavel Arestov (Russia), 
the Bronze Medal winner in the 2013-15 WCCI. 
Arestov’s style is a mix of tactical studies (like 
his amazing 1st prize stalemate study from the 
Arves Jenever Tournament in 2013) and logical 
works. 

No 23405 P. ArestovXIIIIIIIIY
9-tR-+-+-+0 
9zpL+-+-+l0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+p+-+K+0 
9+RzP-+-+-0 
9k+-+p+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg4a2 0240.13 5/5 Win

Here he presents one of the latter, with clas-
sical commentary consisting of almost solely 
the moves. 

In an endgame of rook and bishop against 
bishop and pawns, the White rook must make 
a precise move. The logical purpose of the 
move is to prevent Black from gaining a tempo 
six moves later, repositioning his bishop to e4 
and creating a fortress. Would Magnus Carlsen 
find this idea in a game? I bet not!

No 23405  Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rb2+! 
(1.Re8? cxb3 2.Rxe2+ b2, or 1.Rb1? Bxb1! 2.Re8 
Bd3 3.Kf3 Kb2 draw) 1...Kxb2 2.Bf3+ Kxc3 
3.Bxe2 Bc2! (3...a5 4.Ra8! Kb4 5.Kf4 wins) 4.Rb5! 
(4.Kf3? a5, or 4.Ra8? Bb3! 5.Rxa7 Kb2 6.Rc7 c3 
draw) 4...Bb3 (4...Ba4 5.Rc5 Bb3 6.Kf3 main 
line, or: 4...a6 5.Rc5 Bb3 6.Kf3 main line) 5.Kf3! 
a6 6.Rc5! (6.Rg5? Kb2 7.Ke3 c3 draws) 6...Kb4 
7.Rg5!! (Logical try: 7.Rh5? a5 8.Ke3 a4 9.Kd2 a3 
10.Kc1 a2 11.Kb2 c3+ 12.Ka1 c2 13.Rh1 - the rook 
is on h1 instead of g1 - 13...Bd5! 14.Rc1 (14.Rg1 
Kc3 15.Bh5 Be4 16.Kxa2 (Bg4) Kc3 draws) 7...a5 
8.Ke3 a4 9.Kd2 a3 10.Kc1 a2 (c3; Rg4+) 11.Kb2 
c3+ 12.Ka1! c2 13.Rg1! wins.



— 6 —

Studies for Practical Players –  
Minefields, barriers and knightmares for knights

by Karsten Müller

This time I want to deal with knight fights.

A) Minefields

In contrast to a rook, a knight cannot cut the 
king off on its own but, with the help of forks 
and tactics, a knight can nevertheless create a 
minefield:

M.1 Olga Zimina – Anastasia Bykova
10th Sharjah Cup Women 2020XIIIIIIIIY
9k+-+-+-+0 
9zp-vL-+-+-0 
9P+-zP-+-+0 
9+-sn-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-mK0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyWhite to move

White’s king has only one way out: 61.Kh3!! 
(61.Ba5? Kb8 draws, 61.Kg5? Se4+ 62.Kf5 
Sxd6+ 63.Bxd6 stalemate, 61.Kh5? (Kg4?) Se4 
62.d7 Sf6+ draws, 61.Kg3? Se4+ draws) 61...
Sd7 (61...Sxa6 62.d7 Sxc7 63.d8Q+ Kb7 64.Qd7 
Kb6 65.Qd6+ Kb7 66.Kg4 wins) 62.Kg4 Sc5 
63.Kf5 Sd7 (Sxa6; d7) 64.Ke6 Sc5+ 65.Ke7 Sd7 
The desperado knight tries its best, but is de-
feated nevertheless of course (65...Se6 66.d7 
Sd8 67.Bxd8, or 65...Sxa6 66.d7 wins) 66.Ba5 
(Of course not 66.Kxd7?? stalemate) 66...Se5 
67.Bc3 (67.d7? Sxd7 68.Kxd7 leads to a known 
fortress) 67...Sc6+ 68.Kd7 Sb8+ 69.Kc8 Sc6 
70.d7 Se7+ 71.Kc7 Sd5+ (71...Sc6 72.Kxc6 Kb8 
73.d8Q mate) 72.Kd6 and finally a knightmare 
for the knight ends the game. 1–0

In studies this can be realised even more 
beautifully, for example:

M.2 V. Halberstadt
1st/2nd prize Gros, after first moveXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+N+-+0 
9+-+nzP-+-0 
9-mk-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-mK-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb4b6 0004.10 3/2 Win

White’s king must leave the minefield: 
2.Ka3!! Kc6 3.Ka2!! This is really amazing! 3...
Kb6 (3...Kc5 4.Sd6 Sf6 5.Se4+ wins) 4.Sc7 Sf6 
5.Sd5+ wins.

B) Barriers

Sometimes knights can create barriers:

M.3 V. Tkachiev – V. Topalov
World Cup Final, Astana 2012XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9zP-sn-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+K+-+0 
9+-+-sN-zpk0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyWhite to move

75.Kd3!? A clever try to walk around the 
mines. 75.Ke5?! can be met by 75...g2 76.Sxg2 
Kxg2 and the knight barrier saves Black, e.g. 
77.Kf6 (Kd6 Sb5+;) Kf3 78.Ke7 Ke4 79.Kd7 Sa8 
80.Kc6 Ke5 81.Kb7 Kd6 82.Kxa8 Kc7 stalemate. 
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75.Kf3 is answered by 75...Sa8 76.Sd5 Kh2 77.Sf4 
Sc7 (But not 77...Sb6? 78.Ke4 g2 79.Sxg2 Kxg2 
as now White can pass through the mine field 
directly: 80.Kd4 Kf3 81.Kc5 Sa8 82.Kc6 Ke4 
83.Kb7 Kd5 84.Kxa8 Kc6 85.Kb8 wins) 78.Se2 
g2 79.Ke4 Kh3 (However, not 79...g1Q? 80.Sxg1 
Kxg1 81.Kd3! The king walks around the barri-
er: 81...Kf2 82.Kc4 Ke3 83.Kc5 Ke4 84.Kc6 Sa8 
85.Kb7 wins) 80.Kd3 Kg4 81.Kc4 Kf3 82.Sg1+ 
Kf2 draws, and 75.Sd5 runs into 75...g2 76.Sxc7 
g1Q drawing. 75...Kh2? Topalov  takes the 
wrong direction. After 75...Kh4 Black is always 
just in time: 76.Sf5+ (76.Kc4 Kg5 77.Kc5 Kf4 
78.Sd5+ Ke5 79.Sxc7 g2 80.a8Q g1Q+ draws) 
76...Kh3 77.Sxg3 Kxg3 78.Kc4 Kf4 79.Kc5 Ke5 
80.Kc6 Sa8 81.Kb7 Kd6 82.Kxa8 Kc7 stalemate. 
75...Sa8 draws as well. 76.Kc4 Tkachiev uses 
the hole in the net. 76...Kg1 77.Sf5 Kf2 (77...g2 
78.Sh4 Kf1 79.Sxg2 Kxg2 80.Kc5 wins) 78.Sxg3 
Kxg3 79.Kc5 Kf4 80.Kc6 Sa8 81.Kb7 1–0

In the next example barriers and minefields 
also arise:

M.4 Viktor Laznicka – Viktor Bologan
World Cup Khanty-Mansiysk 2009XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-zP-zp-+-zp0 
9sn-+-+P+k0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-zP0 
9+-+-+-+K0 
xiiiiiiiiyWhite to move

54.h4! Incarcerates Black’s king and starts 
a fascinating fight between the king and the 
knight: 54...d5 55.Kg2 d4 56.Kf2 d3 57.Ke1 
Sb7 58.Kd2 Sc5? A jump in the wrong direc-
tion. The web could be destroyed by 58...Sd6 
59.Kxd3 Kxh4 as the wK is badly placed on 
d3: 60.f6 Kg5 61.f7 Sxf7 62.b7 Se5+ This check 
saves Black. 63.Ke4 Sc6 64.Kd5 Sb8 65.Kd6 h5 
66.Kc7 Sa6+ 67.Kb6 draws. 59.Ke3 Kg4 (59...
d2 60.Ke2! - Golubev in Chess Today no. 3310 

– this does not save Black because the wK can 
walk around the minefield: 60...d1Q+ 61.Kxd1 
Sb7 62.Kd2 Sd6 (Sc5; Ke3) Even now some 

care is required: 63.Ke1 (63.Kc3? Kxh4 64.f6 
Se4+ 65.Kd4 Sxf6 66.b7 Sd7, or 63.Ke2? Sxf5 
64.b7 Sd4+ 65.Kd3 Sc6 draw) 63...Sb7 64.Kf2 
Sd6 65.Kg2 Sb7 66.Kg3 Sd6 67.Kf4 Sb7 68.Ke5 
wins) 60.f6 d2 61.Ke2 Sd7 62.f7 Kf5 63.b7 Ke6 
64.f8Q 1–0

Chekhover realized this theme in an excel-
lent way:

M.5 V. Chekhover
Source unknown 1938XIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9p+-+-zp-zp0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-mk-+-+-+0 
9zp-+-+-sN-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9mK-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya1b4 0001.04 2/5 Draw

The bK cannot approach his kingside pawns 
because the whole c-file and the square b3 are 
mined: 1...Kb3 2.Se4 f5 3.Sg3 f4 4.Se2 f3 5.Sd4+ 
draws.

I have also included knight dominations:

M.6 C. Tesik – K. Chernyshov
Zalakaros open 2011XIIIIIIIIY

9-+rsN-+R+0 
9+-+-+p+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+kzp-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+K+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyWhite to move

70.Sxf7? runs into a beautiful refutation. 
70.Rxg5+!? Kxg5 71.Sxf7+ Kf6 72.Sd6! saves 
the day because the knight joins forces with its 
king (but not 72.Sh6? Ke5! 73.Sf7+ Kd5 when 
the dominated steed will be caught sooner or 
later, e.g. 74.Kb4 Rf8 75.Sg5 Rf5 76.Sh3 Kd4 
77.Sg1 Ke3 78.Sh3 Rh5 79.Sg1 Rh1 wins) 72...Rc6 
73.Sc4 draws. 70...Rxg8 71.Sh6+ Ke6 72.Sxg8 
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g4 A tragi-comical picture : the wK is just out-
side the square and his knight is just out of time 
to catch the pawn. 73.Sh6 g3 74.Sg4 g2 0–1

M.7 A. Babiarz
Polish Chess Federation ty 2015, 

end of studyXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+n+-+0 
9+-+-+-mK-0 
9-+-+-+P+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-mk-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya1b4 0001.04 2/5 Draw

M.8 XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-sN-+-+0 
9zp-+-+-+-0 
9k+-+-+-+0 
9zP-+-+n+-0 
9K+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+P+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya4a6 0004.21 4/3 Win

M.9XIIIIIIIIY
9-+N+-+-+0 
9+-+n+-+-0 
9-zp-+-+-+0 
9zpP+-+K+-0 
9P+-+-+-mk0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyf5h4 0004.22 4/4 Win

M.10XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9zp-+kzp-+-0 
9-+-+-+-mK0 
9+-+N+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh4d5 0001.02 2/3 Draw

Exercises

This time I have also included a few games. Solutions on p. 10.

Of course, there are many studies with this 
topic, for example M.7: 

4.Kf8 Sf6 5.g7 Kf3 6.Kf7 Sg4 7.Kg6 Se5+ 
8.Kh5 (here White has alternative wins) 8...Sd7 
9.Kg5 wins.

HHdbVI is out! 
See www.hhdbvi.nl
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M.17XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-mk-sn-+0 
9+-sN-+-+-0 
9-+-+P+p+0 
9+-zP-+-+-0 
9-+P+K+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye4d8 0004.31 5/3 Win

M.18XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-mkP+-+-0 
9-sN-+-+P+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-sn-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+K0 
xiiiiiiiiyh1c5 0004.20 4/2 Win

Errata
by Harold van der Heijden

EG222.23310: below diagram: Robin Swinkels is not German but Dutch as correctly stated 
(“Dutchman”) above the diagram.

M.11XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-mK0 
9zP-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-mk-+-0 
9-zP-sn-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh6e3 0003.20 3/2 Win

M.12XIIIIIIIIY
9K+-sn-+-+0 
9+-zp-+-+-0 
9P+-+-+-+0 
9zP-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-mk0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya8h2 0003.21 3/3 Win

M.13XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+K0 
9-zP-+-+-+0 
9+-sn-+-+-0 
9-+-sN-+-+0 
9+-+-+-mk-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh7g3 0004.10 3/2 Win

M.14XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+p+-+-+-0 
9-zP-+K+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+P+0 
9+-+-+-+n0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9mk-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye6a1 0003.21 3/3 Win

M.15XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-zp-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+P+K+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9P+-+-+k+0 
9sn-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye4g2 0003.21 3/3 Win

M.16XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-zp-+-0 
9-+-+p+-+0 
9+-+PmKP+-0 
9-+-+-+-mk0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9sn-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye5h4 0003.22 3/4 Win
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Studies for Practical Players: Solutions

M.8: C. Jonsson, special hon. mention 
Hildebrand JT 1989 (EG#09227). 1.c4 Sd6 (1...
Sd4 2.c5! Sb5 3.c6 Sc3+ 4.Kb4 Sd5+ 5.Kc5 Se7 
6.c7 Sc8 7.Kc6! wins) 2.c5 Sb7! (2...Se4 3.c6 Sc5+ 
4.Ka3 Se4 5.Kb4 Sd6 6.Se6 Se4 7.Sc7 mate) 3.c6! 
Sxd8 4.c7 Sb7! 5.c8R! (c8Q? stalemate) 5...Sxa5 
6.Rc5 Sb7 7.Rc6 mate.

M.9: Aleksey Aleksandrov – Glenn Flear, 
European Champ. Aix-les-Bains 2011. 72.Kg6! 
Aleksandrov walks round the minefield. (72.
Ke6? (Ke4) Sc5+ walk directly into it. But 72.Kf4 
wins as well: 72...Kh5 and now the king can cir-
cumvent it in the south: 73.Ke3 Kg5 74.Kd4 Kf6 
75.Kd5 wins) 72...Kg4 73.Kf7 The king walks 
through the hole. 73...Kf5 If 73...Se5+ 74.Ke6 
Sc4 75.Kd5 Sb2 76.Sxb6 Kf5 77.Kd6 Now White 
has constructed a minefield: 77...Kg6 (77...
Ke4 78.Sd7 Sxa4 79.Sc5+, or 77...Kf6 78.Sd7+ 
wins) 78.Kc6 Kf7 79.Sd5 Sxa4 80.Sc3 Sxc3 81.b6 
and the knight is dominated in a typical way. 
74.Ke7 Sc5 75.Sxb6 Ke4 76.Kd6 Kd4 77.Kc6 
White uses zugzwang, one of the typical end-
game weapons, which is often applied against 
knights. 77...Sd3 78.Sd7 Kc4 (78...Sb2 79.b6 
Sxa4 80.b7 wins) 79.b6 Sb4+ 80.Kd6 Sa6 81.b7 
Kb4 82.Sc5 1–0

M.10: Li Shilong - Liu Qingnan, China 
Champ. 2012. 67.Sb2! The only way to stop 
both passed pawns, especially the dangerous 
a-pawn. After 67.Kg3? Kc4! 68.Sxe5+ Kc3 the 
bK dominates White’s whole army alone, e.g. 
69.Sg4 a4 70.Se3 a3 71.Sd5+ Kb3 wins. 67.Sc1? 
is also wrong due to 67...Kc4 68.Kg4 Kc3 69.Kf5 
Kc2 70.Kxe5 (70.Se2 a4 71.Kxe5 a3 72.Sd4+ 
Kb2 wins) 70...Kxc1 71.Kd4 Kb2 wins. 67...
Kd4 68.Kg3 Kc3 69.Sa4+! (Sd1+? Kb3;) 69...
Kb4 70.Sb6! (Now 70.Sb2? runs into 70...e4! 
71.Kf4 Kb3 72.Sd1 a4 73.Kxe4 a3 wins) 70...Kb5 
71.Sd5! After 71.Sd7? a4 72.Sxe5 the knight can 
only stop the pawn on a1, which is insufficient: 
72...a3 (however, not 72...Kb4? when the knight 
manages to stop the pawn on a3, e.g. 73.Sd3+ 

Kc3 74.Sc1 a3 75.Sa2+ Kb2 76.Sb4 Kb3 77.Sd3 
and the knight draws by moving around the 
magical square a2–b4–d3–c1) 73.Sf3 a2 74.Sd4+ 
Kc4 75.Sc2 Kc3 76.Sa1 Kb2 wins. 71...Kc5 72.Sc3 
Kd4 73.Sa4 (73.Sa2? runs into 73...Kd3 74.Kf2 
Kc2 wins) 73...Ke3 74.Kg2 e4 75.Sc5 Kd4 
76.Sb3+ Kc3 77.Sxa5 e3 78.Kf3 Kd3 79.Sb3 e2 
½–½

M.11: P. Arestov, The Problemist 2015, end of 
study (HHdbVI#05895): 5.b3! Sxb3 6.a6 Sd4 
7.a7 wins.

M.12: V. Tarasiuk, 1st/2nd hon. mention Pat 
a Mat 2015, end of study (EG#21138). 4.Ka7!! 
(4.Kb8? c5 5.Kc7 c4 6.a7 c3 7.a8Q c2 draws) 4...
Kg1 (4...Kg3 5.Kb8 c5 6.Kc7 c4 7.a7 c3 8.a8Q c2 
9.Qh1 wins) 5.Kb8 c5 6.Kc7! c4 7.a7 c3 8.a8Q 
c2 9.Qa7+! Kg2 10.Qe3 wins.

M.13: P. Arestov, 5th commendation Sinfo-
nie scacchistice-50 AT 2015 (EG#21028). 7.Kg8! 
Kf4 (7...Sb7 8.Kf7! Kf4 9.Ke6! Ke4 10.Sb3! wins) 
8.Se6+ Sxe6 9.b7 wins.

M.14: V. Tarasiuk, 2nd hon. mention e4-e5 
2015, end of study (EG#21300). 4.Ke7!! Ka2 
5.Kd7! Sf2 6.g5 Sh3 7.g6 Sf4 8.g7 Sh5 9.g8Q+ 
wins.

M.15: L’. Kekely & M. Hlinka, 5th commen-
dation Muradov-JT 2015 (EG#20706). 6.Kd3! 
Kf3 7.Kc3! Ke4 8.a4 Ke5 9.a5 Kd6 10.a6 Kc6 
11.c5 Sc2 12.Kxc2 Kxc5 13.a7 wins.

M.16: M. Doré, ChessStar 2014 (HHdbVI 
#06103). 1.fxe6! Sc2 2.d6 exd6+ 3.Ke4! d5 4.Ke5! 
Sb4 5.Kd6 Sd3 6.e7! wins.

M.17: S. Didukh, 1st prize Moscow ty 2014, 
end of study (EG#20113). 7.Ke5! Kxc7 8.e7 
Sd7+ 9.Kd5! g5 (9...Sf6+ 10.Ke6 Se8 11.Kf7 Kd7 
12.c6+! wins) 10.Ke6 Sxc5+ 11.Kf7 Se4 12.c5! 
Sxc5 13.e8Q wins.

M.18: M. Miljanić, commendation Olym-
pic ty Sochi 2014 (EG#19963). 5.Kg2! Sc4 6.g5! 
Kxb4 7.Kh1!! wins.
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Tasks and Themes

by Siegfried Hornecker

Let me try something different this time, 
presenting multiple themes briefly. Readers are 
welcome to send their opinions to my e-mail 
address given iside the front cover. Studies 
in this article, if previously shown in EG, are 
marked with their EG number.

The Corona theme

Shortly before my deadline Harold van der 
Heijden published the sixth version of his da-
tabase, HHdbVI. You will find information 
about it elsewhere in this issue.

The “Corona” theme, Latin for “crown”, has 
nothing to do with the sun’s rays but rather 
with the colloquial abbreviation for the current 
pandemic’s cause, one of the coronaviruses. 
The German magazine Schach took the idea of 
“social distancing” to the chessboard, demand-
ing any kind of compositions, including end-
game studies, in which no piece shall be ad-
jacent to another with the possible exception 
of the checkmate move but captures are still 
allowed. The theme also allows side variations 
where pieces “touch” each other. You can see 
the full tourney report soon in EG.

The difficulty (in my opinion) of the theme 
might be demonstrated by a small observa-
tion: Yochanan Afek has exactly 400 endgame 
studies in HHdbVI. Of those, there are exact-
ly none with this coronavirus theme, showing 
that it has rarely occurred by accident...

Stalemate releasing checkmate by sacrifice

Franz (Francisco) Benko (24 June 1910 - 
10 January 2010) was the longest-standing 
“Schwalbe” member. He joined the German 
chess problem federation in 1928 (when his 

first endgame study was published in Denken 
und Raten) and, at the time of his death in 2010, 
just short of his 100th birthday, he had been 
a member for more than eight decades. In his 
memory a tourney (Francisco Benko 110 MT) 
was held by the UAPA this year. His 5th hon-
ourable mention from the Euwe MT (see 
EG144, page 548) was accidentally misattribut-
ed by me (to Pál) last year when I presented it 
on Reddit. I hereby apologize!

Last year, another Benko tourney was held 
by Magyar Sakkvilág for our longtime EG 
member and Hungarian world class player Pál 
Benko (15vii1928 – 26viii2019), an emigrant to 
the United States. So here were two study com-
posing Benkos who emigrated from Europe to 
America, but they were unrelated to each other, 
as far as we know.

The Benko 90 JT(1) was won by Jan Timman(2) 
with the following endgame study (EG#23164).

S.1 Jan Timman
1st prize Pál Benko 90 JT 2019XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-vL0 
9+-+-+p+-0 
9-zp-+-+-+0 
9+P+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-zp0 
9vl-+-+-mk-0 
9p+Pzp-+-+0 
9+-+-tRK+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyf1g3 0140.25 4/7 Win

(1).  Award in EG221 or at http://www.arves.org/arves/
images/PDF-Awards/Magyar-Sakkvilag-2019-06.pdf 

(2).  Timman also submitted endgame studies to the 
Argentinean Benko MT, including one with the Bristol 
theme (Kh1/Kh3), see HHdbVI#00075 or http://www.prob-
lemistasajedrez.com.ar/12th-international-internet-tourna-
ment-uapa-2020-mt110-francisco-benko/

Tasks
and themes



Tasks and Themes

— 12 —

One of the two main variations leads to our 
theme: 1.Rd1 Bc1 2.Ke2 h3 3.Rg1+ Kh2 4.Kf2 
f6 5.Bxf6 Bb2 6.c3 Bxc3 7.Bxc3/i d1S+ 8.Rxd1 
a1Q. We reached the thematic position now. 
Taking the queen would lead to stalemate, but 
with 9.Rh1+! and the idea 9...Qxh1 10.Be5 mate 
White succeeds: 9...Kxh1 10.Bxa1 h2 11.Kg3 
Kg1 12.Bd4+ Kh1 13.Bc5! bxc5 14.Kf2 c4 15.b6 
c3 16.b7 c2 17.b8Q wins, as White checkmates 
on the long diagonal. 

i) The other main variation is: a1Q 8.Rxa1! 
d1S+ 9.Kf1 S:c3 10.Ra5! Sd5 11.Ra3 Sc7 12.Rb3 
Sd5 13.Kf2 wins.

I define our theme as White being able to 
capture a black piece which would lead to stale-
mate but where White sacrifices one of his own 
pieces instead. After at least one black defence 
White checkmates.

One of my favourite examples (I once im-
proved it Umnov theme-wise by relocating 
wBa6 to b5 which otherwise takes away its 
charm) is the following study (EG#03595).

S.2 Ernest Pogosyants
1st prize Shakhmatnaya Moskva 1961XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+l+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9L+-+-+-mK0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+N+-mk0 
9+-+-+Pzp-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh6h4 0041.11 4/3 Win

1.Bf1 Bb5 2.Bg2 Bf1 3.B:f1 g2, and the the-
matic position is reached. Taking the pawn 
leads to stalemate but 4.Sg3! g1Q 5.Sf5 mate 
shows Pogosyants’ idea. All in all, usually such 
studies necessarily have a very interesting fin-
ish and a good introduction can easily lead to 
a high award if the final idea is not anticipated.

La donna è mobile, the king is imprisoned

1851 was a good cultural year: Kling and Hor-
witz published their fundamental work Chess 
Studies; or: Endings of Games. In the same year, 

Giuseppe Verdi wrote “Rigoletto”. The song 
“La donna è mobile”, meaning “the lady is very 
mobile” (a euphemism for “restless”), can be 
transferred to chess, as the queen is usually 
very mobile. A queen without her king might, 
even with a lot of material advantage, be una-
ble to win. Can readers find new examples?

S.3 Wilhelm Leick
Münchner Neueste Nachrichten 1927XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-zpk0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+N+-zP-0 
9-+K+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+p0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc4h7 0001.12 3/3 Draw

After 1.g6+ Black has four replies. Three 
allow the passed pawn to be caught, and the 
main variation 1...Kh8! 2.Se7! h2 3.Kd5 h1Q+ 
4.Ke6 draws thanks to an interesting fortress. 
Another study with the theme is another one 
of my favourites.

S.4 Gleb Zachodyakin
1st prize Shakhmatny Listok 1930XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-vL-mk0 
9+-+-+-+p0 
9-+-+-+P+0 
9+-+-sNnzP-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9K+-+-zp-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya2h8 0014.22 5/4 Draw

1.g7+! Sxg7 2.Sf7+ Kg8 3.Bc5! f1Q 4.Sh6+ 
Kh8 5.Bd6!! builds the impenetrable fortress, 
which inspired me subconsciously to an own 
study in ChessStar where the same move leads 
to an inescapable fork (HHdbVI#04045). Zach-
odyakin shows the same fork if Black wants to 
escape the fortress: 5...Qe1 6.Be5! Qxe5 7.Sf7+ 
Kg8 8.Sxe5 draws. Otherwise, the queen would 
not be able to win against the minor piece
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Illegal positions in endgame studies

The new database HHdbVI marks endgame 
studies that have a non-legal starting position 
with “U5” (72 total entries, surprisingly only 6 
by Otto Titusz Bláthy; it seems that R. Gam-
ble reported all illegalities to HH on 14ix2019), 
but this also marks a few Chess960 endgame 
studies as illegal where the Chess960 condition 
was only used to “legalize” or justify the setting 
with bBh8 and bBg7 or mirrored (HHdbVI 
#12277). Possibly in HHdbVII we will see more 
“Chess960” endgame studies, but I do not see 
how, with the current format, Harold can col-
lect any that include castling that is not with 
Ke1 Ra1/Rh1 or Ke8 Ra8/Rh8.

Usually “impossible” endgame studies have 
a heavy position but I would still sometimes 
like to see some ideas that cannot be shown in 
a standard legal setting. Let me use this oppor-
tunity to apologize to my late friend Iuri Ako-
bia, as I did not notice that one of my studies in 
his 60-JT in 2007 was illegal (HHdbVI#12792). 
This is likely how most illegalities happen i.e. 
they are not noticed by the composer.

Making a case for illegal positions being 
used sometimes, I want to quote a famous one.

S.5 Mark Liburkin
1234 Modern End-Game Studies 1938

correction: J. van Atten, Schakend Nederland 
1982XIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+r+0 
9zp-zp-zpPzp-0 
9P+P+P+P+0 
9+-zp-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-mK-+Pzpp0 
9-+-+-+pwq0 
9+-+R+-vlk0 
xiiiiiiiiyc3h1 3430.68 8/12 Win

1.fxg8S! c4 2.Sh6 gxh6 3.g7 h5 4.g8S h4 
5.Sf6 exf6 6.e7 f5 7.e8S f4 8.Sd6 cxd6 9.c7 d5 
10.c8S d4+ 11.Kxc4 d3 12.Kd5 (Sb6) d2 13.Sb6 
(Kd5) axb6 14.a7 b5 15.a8S b4 16.-18.Sc3 b1Q 
19.Rxb1 d1Q 20.Sxd1 and 21.Sf2 mate.

There are two ways to c3, but that is a minor 
dual only in my opinion. Liburkin’s original 
setting was legal but had serious duals.

Zinar (and others) showed the knight pro-
motions also in legal settings. Yochanan Afek 
once concentrated on the other idea of the 
study in a legal setting, in paricular showing 
that, of all the possible squares for his king, 
White must choose carefully (EG#18082).

S.6 Yochanan Afek
3rd prize MatPlus 2007XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+p+-+-0 
9-+-mK-+-+0 
9+-+-+-zP-0 
9-+-+-+p+0 
9+p+-+-zP-0 
9-+-+-+pzp0 
9+-+-+Rvlk0 
xiiiiiiiiyd6h1 0130.25 4/7 Win

1.Rd1! b2 2.Kd5!! d6 3.Kc6!! d5 4.g6 d4 5.g7 
d3 6.b8B! d2 7.Bb3 b1Q 8.R:b1 d1Q 9.B:d1 Ba7 
10.B:g4+ Bg1 11.Bd1 Ba7 12.Bf3+ wins, as now 
the rook also will attack g2.

We see that illegal positions, if done on pur-
pose, would need a rather good justification. 
Composers should let the publishing source 
know that their position is illegal, if they know 
it, but judges should not, in my opinion dis-
card, a study simply on grounds of illegality. 
They might instead consider giving special 
awards, if applicable. Illegal positions often fall 
through on other grounds e.g. uneconomic 
settings which are common.

However this – judging illegal positions cor-
rectly – would be a topic for a discussion out-
side of this column [HH: the CODEX does not 
allow it].

Correction: In the previous issue I talked 
about the “Siegfried” rook. David Friedgood 
pointed out (via e-mail, 5xi2020) that Karl Fa-
bel coined the term “Siegfried” in Die Schwalbe 
1936 and 1937. He also reminded me of the term 
“desperado”, which I failed to remember when 
writing the article. [HH: in English it is “rabid 
rook”, and in Dutch: “dolle toren” (mad rook)].
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Lev Kaiev  
(20ii1913 - 30iii1942)

by Alain Pallier

In 2018, a memorial tourney in honour of 
Lev Alekseevich Kaiev (Kaiev MT-105) was or-
ganised in Russia. It attracted only a handful 
of composers (9!) and the judge, Oleg Pervakov, 
awarded 4 studies. Maybe the tourney was bad-
ly publicised, maybe in 2018 Kaiev was no longer 
considered famous enough to attract composers 
from the 21st century… But in 1990-91, a previ-
ous memorial tourney (its award can be found 
in EG106.1), had attracted… 86 composers! This 
article will try to shed a little light on this largely 
forgotten Soviet composer.

Kaiev’s life is relatively well known: in an 
issue of Shakhmaty v SSSR (8/1939), he even 
published an autobiography and, despite his 
short life, several articles about him have been 
published in Russian.

Lev Alekseevich Kaiev was born in Chirko-
vo, a small village of the Penza guberniya (that 
became the Penza oblast after Soviet revolu-
tion), the region where Aleksey Troitzky spent 
more than 15 years of his life after the Russian 
revolution. Kaiev’s father was a peasant. At the 
age of 13, the young Lev learned the moves 
with his elder brother Abram (1906-1970), who 
became a Professor of Russian Literature. The 
young Kaiev quickly became a strong player: in 
1928, his name was quoted in the September is-
sue of 64 for his victory in a qualifying tourna-
ment for the local championship in Inza. 

His family moved to Ulyanovsk in 1928: it is 
in this town (called Simbirsk until 1924, then 
renamed Ulyanovsk since a certain Vladimir 
Ilyich Ulyanov, better known as Lenin, was 
born there) that he published his first compo-
sitions in the local newspaper Proletarsky Put, 
for which he soon began writing a chess col-
umn. Another source cites a Samara newspaper 
(the Srednevolzhskaya Kommuna) as hosting 
his first problem in 1928. In 1930, Kaiev settled 

in Ufa, the capital of Bashkortostan (aka Bash-
kiria or Bashkir Autonomous Soviet Socialist 
Republic).

Soviet sources indicate that he was an en-
gineer by profession but Kaiev apparently de-
voted most of his life to chess. He was an in-
defatigable chess instructor and propagandist, 
giving lectures and simultaneous displays in 
many places in Bashkiria. The Soviet authori-
ties wanted to transform chess as a mass sport 
and Kaiev answered the call. In his autobiogra-
phy, he writes: “Together with P. Noskov, at 42 
degrees below zero, I walked around enterpris-
es and institutions, organizing circles there and 
leading classes in them. I began to strive to car-
ry my chess knowledge to the masses”... He was 
also a local correspondent for 64, in which he 
wrote reports on chess life in Bashkiria. He eas-
ily won all the local championships (Ufa, Bash-
kiria) that he took part in in the early 1930s but 
his good results in the championships of the 
Russian Republic in 1934 and in 1935 showed 
that he was able to compete on an equal foot-
ing with some young Soviet players who joined 
the Soviet elite some years later (for instance, 
in the 1934 final, he finished equal with Igor 
Bondarevsky, also born in 1913 and, in 1935, 
came second to Bondarevsky in the semi-final 
but ended ahead of him in the final).

Kaiev, as it seems, was an exemplary little 
soldier, faithful to the party’s cause. Apparently, 
he came through the terrible years (1936-1938) 
of the Great Purge without any trouble. In 1936, 
he settled in Chelyabinsk, the largest town in 
the Urals along with Yekaterinburg. There, he 
won the town championship four times in a 
row (1938-1941). He worked as a chess inspec-
tor in the regional committee of physical cul-
ture and sports, engaged in the organization of 
chess work in the city and in the region. He 

History
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contributed to the opening in 1940 of the first 
Chelyabinsk Chess Club at the Chelyabinsk 
Tractor Plant (a great achievement!). He edit-
ed chess columns in the Chelyabinsk Worker 
and Stalin’s Change Shares (!). In 1938, Kaiev 
was awarded the title of Master of Sports of 
USSR after his good result in the semi-final of 
the USSR championship: he scored 8,5/17, even 
if it was not enough to qualify for the final of 
the 1939 championship (the first eight players 
qualified and Kaiev finished in 9th place…). 
V. Panov won, ahead of Bohatirchuk. In 1940, 
in the Kiev semi-final, he scored 8/16, again 
not enough to make the final. Just for the re-
cord, three other composers-players competed 
in this tournament: G. Kasparyan scored 9/16, 
D. Grechkin and V. Chekhover 6/16; Kaiev drew 
his three games with his composer colleagues).

In June 1941 he was playing in Rostov-on-
Don, a qualifier for the USSR championship) 
when Germany invaded the Soviet Union. The 
tournament was interrupted after round 6 and 
Kaiev was immediately sent to the front. After 
studying short-term medical courses while in 
the 1202nd regiment of the 64th Infantry Di-
vision, he took part to the defence of Moscow. 
In January 1942 he was slightly injured. Once 
treated, he returned to his regiment. Official 
reports indicate that he died on 30iii1942 in 
Kholmiaki (Smolensk region) but there is no 
evidence of that. There are still doubts about 
the exact circumstances of his death.

Kaiev composed around 65-70 studies and a 
handful of problems. Almost all his production 
was published in Soviet magazines (Shakhmaty 
v SSSR, 64) and in local newspapers (Krasnaya 
Bashkiria) with a few exceptions (I can see only 
two studies published abroad, in the Neue Leip-
ziger Zeitung). Among his favourite themes, 
we see classical domination studies (R+ minor 
piece versus Queen, R+ minor piece vs minor 
pieces) and stalemate studies. However, the 
most interesting feature is his taste for minor 
promotions, especially rook promotions: he 
left us no less than 13 studies with this theme 

(1931-1939). Add one with a bishop-promotion 
and six with a knight-promotion and you have 
one third of his output.

Of course, a large percentage of Kaiev stud-
ies have been found unsound but, fortunately, 
the most interesting of them could be saved.

P.1 L. Kaiev, correction M. Garcia (2012)
1st commendation (and prize for a young 
composer) All-Union Chess Congress 1931XIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+k0 
9-+-zP-+-+0 
9+-+-tr-zP-0 
9-sN-+-+-+0 
9+-zpP+-+P0 
9-trL+lvL-+0 
9+-+-+-mK-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg1h7 0651.41 8/5 Win

This tourney, judged by a trio of judges (S. 
Kaminer, V. Shif and L. Isaiev), was a high-level 
competition, with 33 studies by 12 composers, 
among which were A. Gurvich, V. Bron, V. Ko-
rolkov, L. Kubbel… Gurvich and Bron domi-
nated the field, winning between them all four 
prizes in the preliminary award (each one also 
won a commendation). Kaiev’s commendation 
was his first award in a tourney and his study 
also won the young composer prize; not bad 
for an 18-year-old. The original study was bust-
ed by M. Garcia but, happily, the addition of a 
wPh3 was sufficient to make the study correct. 

1.g6+! (1.d4+? Rxc2 2.dxe5 Rd2 and Black 
draws) 1…Kxg6 (1... Kh6 2. d7 wins) 2.d7 Rg5+ 
3.Bg3! (3.Kh2? Bf3 and Black draws) 3…Rxg3+ 
4.Kh2! Rxh3+! (without wph3, as in the ini-
tial setting by Kaiev, Black has 4…Rg4! 5.d8Q 
Rgxb4 drawing) 5.Kxh3 Bg4+! 6.Kxg4 Rxb4+ 
(Black’s counterplay seems successful but the 
battery-play that failed on first move is now 
winning) 7.d4+ Kh6! 8.d8R! and White wins 
(8.d8Q? Rxd4+ 9.Qxd4 stalemate)

Our second study is not very different: black 
counterplay aiming at stalemate with neces-
sary minor promotions to ensure a white win.
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P.2 L. Kaiev
Shakhmatny Listok 1932, 

correction 2012XIIIIIIIIY
9-sN-+L+-+0 
9zPP+-+N+n0 
9-+-vl-+-+0 
9+-zp-+-+-0 
9-zp-zP-zP-+0 
9+-+-mkpzP-0 
9P+-+-+-+0 
9+-+l+K+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyf1e3 0072.63 10/7 Win

1.Bb5 c4 2.Bxc4 (2.a8Q? Be2 3.Kg1 f2+ and 
Black draws – without wPd4, as in the original 
setting by Kaiev, White also wins after 4.Kh2 
f1Q 5.Qa7+ Kf3 6.Bc6+! – Kaiev had only an-
alysed 6.Qg1+ Qxg1 7.Kxg1 Bxb8 and Black 
draws – 6…Kg4 7.Bg2) 2…Be2+

3.Bxe2 fxe2+ 4.Ke1 Sg5! 5.Sxg5 b3 6.Sc6 b2 
bxa2 7.a8R! (and not 7.a8Q? a1Q 8.Qxa1 Bb4+ 
9.Sxb4 stalemate) 7.b8R! (7.b8Q? Bb4+ 8.Qxb4 
b1Q 9.Qxb1 stalemate) 7…Bxb8 8.axb8R! and 
White wins.

P.3 L. Kaiev
64 1932, correction by J. Polášek 

(Sachova Skládba 2015)XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+P+-+-+-0 
9-+p+-+-+0 
9sNpzp-+-+-0 
9pmk-+-+P+0 
9+-+p+-+-0 
9-zpPmK-+P+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd2b4 0001.46 6/7 Win

1.c3+ Ka3 (1... Kxa5 2.b8Q b1Q 3.Qa7 mate) 
2.Sc4+ bxc4 3.b8R! (3.b8Q? b1Q 4.Qxb1 stale-
mate) 3...Ka2 4.g5 b1Q (4...a3 5.g6 b1Q 6.Rxb1 
and White wins as in main line, or here: 5...Kb1 
6.g7 a2 7.g8Q a1Q 8.Qxc4 wins) 5.Rxb1 Kxb1 
6.g6 a3 7.g7 a2 8.g8R! (8.g8Q? a1Q 9.Qb8+ Ka2 
10.Qa7+ Kb3 11.Qxa1 stalemate) 8...a1S! 9.Rg4! 
Sb3+ 10.Kd1 Sa5 11.Rf4 (Rh4) Kb2 12.g4 Kxc3 
13.g5 Kb3 14.Rf3 (Rh3) Kb2 15.Rf2+ (Rh2+) 

Kb3 16.Rd2! (16.g6? c3 17.g7 c2+, and: 18.Kc1 
Kc3 19.g8Q Sb3+ 20.Qxb3+ Kxb3 and Black 
draws, or here: 18.Kd2 Kb4 19.Rf1 (Rh1) c4 
20.g8Q Sb3+ 21.Ke3 d2 22.Qb8+ Kc3 23.Qe5+ 
Kb4 and White must take the perpetual) 16...
c3 17.Rxd3 Kb2 18.Rxc3 Kxc3 19.g6 and White 
wins.

The original study  by Kaiev had a white 
bishop and was cooked twice: 

P.4 L. Kaiev
64 1932XIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+L+-0 
9-zPp+-+-+0 
9+pzp-+-+-0 
9p+-+P+-+0 
9mkpzPpzP-+-0 
9-+-mK-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd2a3 0010.46 6/7 Win

1.Bc4 bxc4 2.b7 b2 (here is the first cook: 2... 
Kb2! and Black draws). 3.b8R Ka2 4.e5 b1Q 
5.Rxb1 Kxb1 6.e6 a3 7.e7 a2 8.e8R a1Q (sec-
ond cook: 8...a1S! 9.Rb8+ Sb3+ 10.Ke2 Kc2 and 
Black draws) 9.Rb8+ Ka2 10.Ra8+ Kb1 11.Rxa1 
and White wins.

A version exists in HHdbV without bPd3 
but it makes no sense since everything wins 
(1.b7, 1.e5, 1.Bg6…).

P.5 L. Kaiev
4th/5th hon. ment. Communist Party 

Congress ty 1934 XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+p+-0 
9-zP-+-zP-+0 
9+-+-+KzP-0 
9-+n+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-mk-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+l+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiy0033.31 f5g3 4/4 Win

1.g6! Bc2+ 2.Kg5 Sd6 3.b7! Sxb7 4.gxf7 
(4.g7? Bh7 and Black wins) 4…Sd8 5.f8S! Sf7+ 
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please visit www.arves.org!

6.Kh5 Bf5 7.Sh7 (7.Sg6? Bg4 mate) 7...Bxh7 
stalemate.

P.6 L. Kaiev
Shakhmaty v SSSR 1939 XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+P+-+P+0 
9+-+P+-+-0 
9k+-+-+-+0 
9zPp+-zp-mK-0 
9-zP-tr-+lsN0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg3a4 0331.52 7/5 Win

1.c7 e2 2.Kf2 Bh3 (2...Rc2 3.d6 and White 
wins) 3.g7 e1Q+ 4.Kxe1 Rg2 5.Sg4! (Novot-
ny) 5…Rxg4 6.c8Q Rg1+ 7.Kf2 Rg2+ 8.Kf3 
Bxc8 9.Kxg2 Bb7 10.g8B and White wins. Not 
10.g8Q? Bxd5+ 12.Qxd5 stalemate. 

I have deleted the first move: the original 
setting, with wPa2, wPa4 and bKb4, begins 
with 1.a3+ Kxa4 but White can also play, first, 
1.c7 and after 1…e2 2.a3+ Kxa4, the solution 

runs as in the main line. This is perhaps a mi-
nor defect but not so nice on the first move…

Kaiev was not the best composer of his gen-
eration but in his short career he left us inter-
esting works. Of course, nobody knows how he 
would have progressed after WWII…

Sources and references 

http://ruchess.ru/en/news/report/lev_
kaiev/ (Lev Solozhenkin: ‘They did not return 
from the battlefield’)

https://sites.google.com/site/osahmatahsu-
lybkoj/sahmaty-v-strou/o-teh-kto-ne-vernul-
sa-iz-boa

L.A. Kaiev: Avtobiografia in Shakhmaty v 
SSSR 8/1939 p 281 

P.B. Bordenov: Uralsky kharakter, in 
Shakhmaty v SSSR 2/1973 pp 6-7

Russian sources refer to a collection of Kaiev’s 
works, by P.V. Bordenov and A.N.  Kozyrev, 
Chelyabinsk 1999. I have not been able to con-
sult it [HH: it does exist, I possess a copy].
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Corrections and reconstructions  
of old studies

by Jaroslav Polášek

In my last column (EG222, p. 253) I wrote 
that for several days I had tried in vain to en-
gage the bK into the play in P.1 of that column 
and that that was probably not even possible. 
However, after many unsuccessful attempts, I 
finally succeeded.

(P.1) 1.g7 Rg6 (1...e4+ 2.Kf4! Rh4+ 3.Kg3) 
2.Re6+! Rxe6 3.g8Q Rf6+ 4.Ke4 Kxc5! (the 
second capture 4...Rxc5 loses the rook 5.Qe8+! 
Kd6 6.Qd8+ Ke6 7.Qb6+) 5.Kxe5 and further 
as in the original study 5...Rc6 6.Qb3! Rc4 
7.d4+ Rxd4 8.Qc3+ Rc4 9.Qa5 mate (original 
study: EG#10987).

Luděk Sedlák (* 1954) was one of the leading 
Czechoslovak endgame study composers prior 
to 1980. Unfortunately he stopped composing 
for a long time. In o.t.b. competition, he plays 
for a team with the poetic chess name Caissa 
(Roztoky) so perhaps the goddess of chess will 
provide him with the necessary inspiration.

I managed to improve two of his stud-
ies and I am glad that Luděk agreed with the 
co-authorship.

After adding two moves to Luděk’s 1973 
study, I managed to create a second thematic 
line.

(P.2) 1.Kd2 
a) 1...Kf6 2.Kd3 (2.Kc3 Ke6 3.Kd3 Kf5 wastes 

time) 2...Kf5 3.e4+! dxe4+ 4.Kc4 Ke6 5.Kc5! 
(5.d5+? Kd6 6.Kd4 e3! draws) 5...f5 6.d5+ Kd7 
7.Kd4! Kd6 8.e3 and Black is in zugzwang.

b) 1...Kd6 2.Kd3 f5 (Luděk’s original study 
began here) 3.Kd2! After White has forced the 
weakening of f5, his king goes back! It would 
be premature to play 3.e4 dxe4+! 4.Ke3 Kd5 but 
now Black is in zugzwang:

b1)  After 3...Kc6 Black will not be able to 
defend the king’s side. 4.Ke1 Kd6 (after 4...Kb5, 
winning is relatively easy 5.Kf2 Kc4 6.Kf3 Kc3 
7.Kf4 Kd2 8.Kxf5 Kxe3 9.Ke5 Kxe2 10.Kxd5 Kf3 
11.Ke5! Kg3 and further e.g. 12.Ke4 Kxh3 13.Kf3 
Kh2 14.Kf2 ending with mate) 5.Kf2 Ke6 6.Kf3 
Kf7 7.Kf4 Kf6 8.e4! fxe4 9.e3 and Black is again 
in zugzwang:

b2) 3...Kd7! Black keeps open the possibility 
of guiding both sides and after 4.Ke1 his king 

Quality Control

P.1 V. Romasko & V. Tarasiuk
5th/7th Shakhmaty Vestnik 1993

correction Polášek, originalXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-tR-+-0 
9-+k+-+Ptr0 
9+-vL-zp-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+K+-0 
9-+rzP-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyf3c6 0710.21 5/4 Win

P.2 Luděk Sedlák
4th prize ÚV ČSTV 1973

Modification: Luděk 
Sedlák & Jaroslav Polášek , 
Československý šach xi2020XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-mkp+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+p+-+p0 
9-+-zP-+-zp0 
9+-+-zP-+P0 
9-+-+P+-+0 
9+-+-mK-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye1e7 0000.44 5/5 Win

P.3 Luděk Sedlák 
2nd prize Bohemian Ring ty 

1983–1984XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+p+-+-+-0 
9-+-zp-+p+0 
9+K+Pzpp+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+P+-zP-zP-0 
9-+-+-+PzP0 
9+-+k+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb5d1 0000.65 7/6 Win?
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will reach g5 just in time to secure the draw. 
However, 4.e4!! comes unexpectedly: 

b2a) After 4 ... dxe4, White would pene-
trate the king side 5.Ke3 Ke6 6.Kf4 e3! (Kd5; 
e3) 7.Kxe3 7.Kf3 Kd5 8.Kf4? is mistake (correct 
8.Kxe3 Kc4 9.Kf3! protracts the solution), al-
though White can gain the pawn e3, the po-
sition is a draw, and after 8...Kxd4 9.Kxf5 Kd5 
doesn‘t help even 10.Kg5 Ke5 11.Kxh5 Kf5! 
12.Kxh4 Kf4 13.Kh5 Kg3 14.h4 Kf2. 7...Kd5 
8.Kf3! Only move! After 8.Kf4? Kxd4 White is 
in zugzwang (9.Kxf5 Ke3 10.Kg5 Kxe2 11.Kxh4 
Kf3 12.Kxh5 Kf4 draws) and 8.Kd3? f4 9.e4+ 
fxe3 10.Kxe3 also only leads to a draw. 8...Kxd4 
9.Kf4 Kd5 10.Kxf5 wins.

b2b) 4...fxe4 with the hope of 5.Ke3 Kc6 
6.Kf4 Kb5 7.Ke5 Kc4 8.e3 Kd3 draws. Howev-
er, White continues 5.Kc3! Kc6 6.Kb4 e3 (Kb6; 
.e3) 7.Ka5 wins.

The study in HHdbVI (#48737) is incorrect-
ly marked as unsolvable. The logical move 5...
Kc6 (on main line b2b) was wrongly replaced 
by 5...Kd6. Therefore, the continuation does 
not make sense. Therefore, Black cannot be 
saved by the move 7…Ke6! as stated by I. Mi-
hoci (xi2007). Unfortunately, it is possible to 
make the methodological mistake of analyzing 
only the solution given in the database, there-
by overlooking an obvious typo by HH (due to 
the manual creation of the database containing 
tens of thousands of studies). The correct solu-
tion can be reviewed in EG47.02916, but only 
in a very abbreviated form [HH: the provision-
al award has the same abbreviated solution].

Additionally, the year (1973) and honors (3rd 
hm) were incorrectly stated in EG. The tour-
nament ended in 1975 and the study won the 
4th prize after several works were excluded 
from the preliminary award (see final award in 
Metodický dopis, ČSTV vii1978).

(P.3) 1.g4! 1.Kb6? is premature because of 
1...Ke2 2.Kc7 Kxe3 3.Kxd6 e4 4.Kc7 Kf2 with a 
queen ending draw. 1...fxg4 2.Kb6 Ke2 3.Kc7 
Kxe3 4.Kxd6 4...e4 5.Ke5 reveals the reason of 
the first move as Pe4 is not covered and 5...Kf2 
is impossible. 4...Kf4 5.g3+! Kf5 6.Kc7 (6.Kc5? 
e4 7.d6 Ke6 draws) 6...e4 7.d6 e3 8.d7 e2 9.d8Q 

e1Q 10.Qf8+ Kg5 11.h4+! gxh3 12.Qf4+ Kh5 
13.Qh4 mate (EG#07287).

Unfortunately, the whole nice construc-
tion is broken by two extra additional solu-
tions: 10.Qd5+ Kf6 11.Qd4+ Kf7 12.Kxb7, and 
also 5.Kc7 e4 6.d6 e3 7.d7 e2 8.d8Q e1Q 9.Qd4+ 
Kg5 10.b4, in both cases with a winning queen 
ending.

 Additionally, the study is unsolvable, after 
1...e4! (I. Mihoci) 2.gxf5 gxf5 3.g3 (White must 
prevent the deadly breakthrough f4 losing a 
tempo) 3...Ke2 4.h4 Kxe3 5.h5 Kd3 Black will 
keep the queen ending.

Therefore, a simple repair mmight not have 
been possible, a complete reconstruction was 
necessary.

I published a first version in Československý 
šach xi2020 in an article entitled „Pawns are 
the soul of the game“ but outside of the scope 
of pawn endings. It helped to move the posi-
tion to the left and to add a blocker bPg6.

P.4 Jaroslav Polášek 
& Luděk Sedlák 

Original XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+p0 
9K+-+p+-+0 
9+-zp-+-zP-0 
9-zP-mkp+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+PzP-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya6d4 0000.44 5/5 Win

1.e3+! Kd5 2.g6 (or 2.b5 and 3.g6) 2...c4 3.b5 
hxg6 4.b6 c3 5.b7 c2 6.b8Q c1Q 7.Qd8+ Ke5 
8.f4+ exf3 9.Qd4+ Kf5 10.Qf4 mate.

The sacrifice of wPg5 is necessary because 
of the line 2.b5 c4 3.b6? c3 4.b7 c2 5.b8Q c1Q 
6.Qd8+ Ke5 7.Qd4+ Kf5 8.Qf6+ Kg4 9.Qxe6+ 
Kxg5 10.Qe5+ Kh6 ends with draw. 

The sacrifice must be well-timed and it 
would be too late on the fourth move (4.g6 c2 
5.gxh7 c1Q 6.h8Q Qa3+ 7.Kb7 Qe7+ 8.Ka8 Qa3+ 
with perpetual check) and on the first move it 
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would be too early (1.g6? hxg6 2.e3+ Kc4! and 
White cannot prevent the promotion, e.g. 3.b5 
Kd3 4.b6 c4 5.b7 c3 6.b8Q c2 7.Qb2 Kd2 draws).

Note that after 1.e3+ the defence 1...Kc4 no 
longer works because the extra wPg5 will en-
sure the win after the exchange of the queens.

The important Czechoslovak composer 
Ladislav Prokeš (1884-1966) published, among 
other things, several studies surrounding the 
motif of a knight fork. Let us start with a not 
very successful correction that would not have 
pleased the author.

(P.5) Prokeš published his original study 
without the three added pawns (wPc2, bPb5, 
bPb4) with the solution 1.Sd5 Qxg6 2.Re7+! 
(Rxe8? Qc2+;) 2...Rxe7 3.c8Q+! Kxc8 4.Sxe7+ 
Kd7 5.Sxg6 wins.

Mario García found the refutation 1...
Qh6! 2.Rxe8 Qc1+ or 2.Re7+ Rxe7 3.Sgxe7 
Qc1+ draws, e.g. 4.Kb6 Kd6 5.Kb7 Qb2+ 6.Sb6 
Qg2+ 7.Kb8 Qxg4. 

García first added wPc2 and then two addi-
tional black pawns to maintain correctness. I 
don‘t like such corrections because the addi-
tion of non-playing material must be the last 
desperate option. I offer an improvement with-
out the addition of extra material.

(P.6) 1.Sg6! Try: 1.Sxf6?+ Kxc7 2.Sxh7 Rxe3 
or 2.Sxe8+ Kd8 only draws because White los-
es at least one man. After 1.Rxe8? Black draws 
with perpetual check 1...Qc2+ 2.Kb6 Qc6+ etc. 

1...Qxg6 1...Rxe3 2.Sf8+!, or 1...Qh2 2.Sf8+ Rxf8 
3.Re7+ Kc8 4.Sb6+ Kb7 5.c8Q mate. 2.Re7+! 
Rxe7 3.c8Q+ Kxc8 4.Sxe7+ Kd7 5.Sxg6 Ke6 
6.Sh4 wins. The sacrificed knight on h4 was 
replaced by his colleague. 

After several evenings of analysis, I found 
another way to improve this study and per-
haps this could please practical players but, 
for the solution itself, this study is perhaps too 
complicated.

(P.7) 1.Sd5+ Ke5 1...Kg5 2.Rg1+ Kh6 3.Rg6+ 
Qxg6 4.Sxg6 Kxg6 5.Kc6 2.Kc5! 2.Kc6? Qxh4 
3.Re1+ Kf5 4.Rxe8 Qa4+! 5.Kb7 Qb5+! 6.Sb6 
Qxe8 and White loses his last pawn f2. 2...Ke6! 
Hopeless is 2...Qxh4 3.Re1+ Kf5 4.Rxe8 Qxf2+ 
5.Se3+. 3.Re1+ Kd7! 3...Kf7 releases the square 
d6 for the wK: 4.Rxe8 Qc2+ 5.Kd6 Kxe8 6.f3! 
with next Sb6 and the king marches to b7, e.g. 
6...Qc1 7.Sb6 Qf4+ 8.Kc6 Qc1+ 9.Kb7. 4.Sg6!! 
Prokeš‘ move. 4.Sxf6+ Kxc7 5.Sxe8+ Kd8 draws 
because White loses at least one man. 4...Qxg6 
(4...Rxe1 5.Sf8+ fork, 4...Qh3 5.Sf8+! Rxf8 
6.Re7+ Kc8 7.Sb6+ Kb7 c8Q mate) 5.Re7+! 
Rxe7 6.c8Q+ Kxc8 7.Sxe7+ wins, e.g. 7...Kd7 
8.Sxg6 Ke6 9.Sf4+ Kf5 10.Sd5 and 11.f4.

After 4...Qh6 easiest is 5.Re3 (5.Rxe8 also 
wins, but White must avoid perpetual check 
by a complicated king manoeuvre) 5...Rxe3 (5...
Qg5 6.Sge7 with the threat of 7.Sc8 and 7.Sc6) 
6.fxe3 and White promotes his pawn) 6…Qh2 
(Qxg6; 7.c8Q+) 7.Sge7 Qc2+ 8.Kb6 (wK moves 

P.5 Ladislav Prokeš
České Slovo 1937

Correction M. García 2012XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+r+-+0 
9+-zPksN-+q0 
9-+-+-zpN+0 
9+pmK-+-+-0 
9-zp-+-+P+0 
9+-+-tR-+-0 
9-+P+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc5d7 3402.33 7/6 Win

P.6 Ladislav Prokeš
České Slovo 1937

Correction Jaroslav Polášek – 
original XIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+r+-+0 
9+-zPk+-+q0 
9-+-+-zp-+0 
9+-mKN+-+-0 
9-+-+-zP-sN0 
9+-+-tR-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc5d7 3402.21 6/4 Win

P.7 Jaroslav Polášek 
After L. Prokeš, originalXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+r+-+0 
9+-zP-+-+q0 
9-+-+-zp-+0 
9+K+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-mk-sN0 
9+-sN-+-+-0 
9-+-+-zP-+0 
9+-tR-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb5f4 3402.21 6/4 Win
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to b7 with then Sb6 and wins because wPe3 is 
covered by forks) 8…Qb2+ 9.Ka7 Qa2+ 10.Kb7 
Qb3+ 11.Sb6+ Kxe7 12.c8Q Qxe3 13.Sd5+.

For the Czech Republic Solving Champion-
ship 2020, I prepared the following two studies 
inspired by Prokeš’ forks.

P.8 Jaroslav Polášek 
Original 

After L. Prokeš
2nd hon. mention Práce 1952XIIIIIIIIY
9-+-mk-+-+0 
9+-zp-+-+-0 
9P+-zpPsN-+0 
9+-+-zP-+-0 
9-+-+L+p+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9p+-+-zP-+0 
9+-+-mK-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye1d8 0011.4/4 7/5 Win

1.Kf1! A silent introduction: the king must 
first avoid checks from a new bQ. 1...a1Q+ 2.Kg2 
Ke7! This forces White to block the d5 square 
with his bishop. After 2...Qxa6 3.Sd5 dxe5 4.e7+ 
Kd7 5.Bf5+ Ke8 6.Sxc7+ we see the fork motif 
for the first time. 3.Bd5 (Bf5? Qxe5;) 3...Qxa6 
(3...Kd8 (Kf8) 4.Sg8! leads to the main line, 3...
Qxe5? 4.a7) 4.Sg8+ Kd8 (Kf8) (4...Ke8 5.Be4! 
dxe5 6.Bg6+ Kf8 7.e7+) 5.e7+ Ke8 6.Bf7+! Kxf7 
This is almost Prokeš‘ position, differing only 
by the wK, wPf2 and bPg4. 7.e6+ Ke8 8.Sf6+ 
Kxe7 9.Sd5+ Kd8 10.e7+ Kd7 11.e8Q+! Kxe8 
12.Sxc7+ wins.

Prokeš‘ original study already had everything 
ready (bQ stood at a6) but the whole solution 
was too forced (checks in each move).

P.9 Jaroslav Polášek 
Original XIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+l+k+0 
9+-zP-zP-+p0 
9-+q+-zp-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+KzP0 
9+-sN-+P+Q0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg4g8 4031.42 7/5 Win 

The organizer Pavel Kameník finally chose 
the second study, the first one seeming to him 
too difficult. Will you solve it to the end (the 
maximum is 5 points)? None of the 11 partic-
ipants in the solvers‘ championship succeeded 
(however, this year‘s participation was marked 
by the coronavirus with foreign participants 
from Slovakia only).

1.Sd5! [1 point] 1...Bd7+ (or 1...Kf7 2.Kg3! 
Bd7) 2.Kg3 Kf7 2...Bxh3 3.e8Q+ (3.Sxf6+? Qxf6 
4.e8Q+ Kg7 5.c8Q Bxc8 draws) 3...Qxe8 4.Sxf6+ 
first fork) 3.e8Q+ [+1=2 points] 3...Kxe8 
4.Qxd7+! [+2=4  points] 4...Kxd7 4...Qxd7 
5.Sxf6+ second fork 5.c8Q+ [+1=5 points] 5...
Kxc8 5...Qxc8 6.Sb6+ third fork 6.Se7+ fourth 
fork 6...Kd7 7.Sxc6 wins, next solution is very 
easy 7...Kxc6 8.Kg4 Kd6 9.Kh5! Ke5 10.Kh6 
Kf4 11.Kxh7 Kxf3 12.Kg6! wins.
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This informal tourney of the Czech composition magazine was judged by Emil Vlasák. There was 
a regular section with 21 studies by 16 composers from 13 countries and a section with corrections 
and versions entitled “development of study ideas”. Although no fewer than 45 studies “participat-
ed” in that section, the vast majority was published by EG’s QC editor Jaroslav Polášek, with only 
a handful of studies by another composer (Peter Krug) and one by the judge (which was probably 
excluded). The award appeared in Šachová Skladba no. 144 (viii2019) and 145 (xii2019).

HH agrees with the judge that it is difficult to compare versions of studies by other composers 
with the original studies, the reason he split up the award. However, the question is why it is neces-
sary to award versions at all. However, it is certainly also difficult to draw a clear line in the range 
from originals published “after”, versions with a lot of extras, and “corrections-only” preserving the 
original composer’s idea.

The award was nicely edited, omitting the analytical fog and focussing on the thematic part.

1st section

No 23406  Árpád Rusz (Hungary). 1.Sf7 Kb7 
2.Se5 Bf5 3.Sc4 Kc6 4.Sxa3 Kc5 5.Kb2/i Kb4 
6.Ka1/ii Be4 7.Ka2 Bd3 8.Kb2 Bf5 9.Ka1 posi-
tional draw, 9...Kxa3 stalemate.

i) 5.Sc2? Bxc2 6.Kxc2 Kc4 wins.
ii) 6.Ka2? Be4 7.Kb2 Bd3 zz, wins.

No 23407  Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Qb7+/i 
Kf2 2.Rg1 Qe6+ 3.Rg4 h5 4.Qf7+ Qxf7 5.Rf4+ 
Qxf4 6.exf4 b4 7.cxb4 d5 8.f5 d4 9.f6 d3 10.f7 
wins.

i) Thematic try: 1.Qa8+? Kf2 2.Rg1 Qe6+ 
3.Rg4, and now not: h5? 4.Qa2+ Qxa2 5.Rg2+ 

wins, see main line, but Qxe3+ 4.Kh4 Qe7+ 
5.Kh3 Qe3+ draws.

No 23408  Peter Krug (Austria). 1.fxg6/i 
Rb3+ 2.Ka4 Ra3+ 3.Kxa3 Qxe7+ 4.Bc5 b1S+ 
5.Bxb1 Qxc5+ 6.Qxc5 Bf8 7.Kb4/ii Bxc5+ 8.Kxc5 
Kg7 9.e3/iii Kf6 10.Bd3 (Be4) Bb3 11.Bc1 Bd1 
12.Bf7 wins.

i) 1.Qxh6? Qxh6 2.Bxh6 Rb3+ 3.Ka4 Rb8 
draws.

ii) 7.Qb4? Bxb4+ 8.Kxb4 Kg7 draws.
iii) 9.Bd3 Be6 10.Bc4 Bg4 draws.
No 23409  Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Ke3/i 

Sg4+ 2.Kf4 Sf6 3.Kg5 Sd5/ii 4.e4 (Kxh5? Sf4+;) 
Sc7 5.e7 Kb5 6.Kxh5 Kb4 7.Kh4 Kb3 8.Kh3 Kb2 
9.Kh2 Kc2 10.Kg2 Kd2 11.Kf2 Kc3 12.Kg3 Kd3 

No 23406 Á. Rusz
1st prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9k+-+-+-sN0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+p+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-zP-+0 
9zp-+l+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-mK-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc1a8 0031.12 3/4 Draw

No 23407 S. Slumstrup 
Nielsen, & M. Minski

2nd prizeXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+p0 
9Q+-zp-+-zp0 
9+p+-+-+-0 
9-+q+-+-+0 
9+-zP-zPk+K0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-tR-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh3f3 4100.24 5/6 Win

No 23408 P. Krug
3rd prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+lmk0 
9+-+-zP-+q0 
9-+-+-+pvl0 
9+-+-+P+Q0 
9-tr-+-+-+0 
9mK-+-vL-+-0 
9-zpL+P+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya3h8 4380.32 7/7 Win
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13.Kf3 Kc4 14.Kg4 Kd4 15.Kf4 Se8 16.Kf5 Sc7 
17.Kf4 positional draw.

i) 1.e7? Se4+ 2.Ke3 Sf6 3.Kf4 Sd5+ wins.
ii) Se8 4.e7 Kb5 5.Kxh5 Kc6 6.Kg6 Kd7 7.Kf7 

draws.

No 23410  Jean Carf (France) & Jaroslav 
Polášek (Czech Republic). 1.Sg8/i Sf6+ 2.Sxf6 
Rh8+ 3.Sg8 Kh7 4.Kf8 Kg6 5.Ke7/ii Rh7 6.h5+ 
Kg5 7.Sf6 Rh8 8.h6/iii Kg6 9.h7 Kg7 10.Sg8 wins.

i) 1.f8Q? Sxf6+ 2.Ke7 Kh5 draws.
ii) 5.h5+? Kh7 6.h6 Kg6 7.Ke7 Rh7.
iii) 8.Ke6? Rb8 9.Se8 Rb6+ 10.Kd7 Rb7+ 

11.Sc7 Rb8 draws.

No 23411  Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Rg5+/i 
Kf8 2.Rg7 Kxg7 3.b7 c3 4.b8Q Kh7 5.Qf8 Rh2 
6.Qf7+ Kh6 7.Qg8 Bg7 8.Qe6+ Kg5 9.Qf5+ Kh6 
10.Qe6+ draws.

i) 1.Rf7? Kxf7 2.b7 c3 3.b8Q Rh2 4.Qc7+ Kg6 
and Black wins eventually, or 1.b7? Rh7 2.Rg5+ 
Kf8 3.Rf5+ Ke8.

No 23412  Peter Krug (Austria) & Martin 
Minski (Germany). 1.Sf6+ Kh8 2.Bf8 Sd4+/i 
3.Kc4 Se6 4.g7+ Sxg7 5.Kd5 Sf5/ii 6.Ke6/iii Sh6 
7.Ke7 Sg8+ 8.Kf7 Sh6+ 9.Ke6 Sg8 10.Sh5 Sh6 
11.Bxh6 wins.

i) hxg6 3.Kc5 Sh4 4.Kd6 g5 5.Ke6 Sg6 6.Bh6 
g4 7.Sxg4 wins.

ii) h5 6.Ke5 h4 7.Bc5 h3 8.Bg1 wins.
iii) 6.Ke5? Sh4 draws, e.g. 7.Ke6 Sg6 8.Bh6 

Se5 9.Kxe5 stalemate.
No 23413  Michal Hlinka & L’uboš Kekely 

(Slovakia). 1.e8Q e2 2.Bd5+ cxd5 3.Qxe2 Rd3+ 
4.Kc5/i Rxc3+ 5.Kxd5 Rd3+ 6.Kc5 Ra5+ 7.Kc6 
Rc3+ 8.Kd7 Sa4 9.Ke7/ii Kg1 10.Kd6 Rcc5 
11.Qe1+ Kg2 12.Qe2+ Kg3 13.Qe3+ Kg4 14.Qe4+ 
Kg5 15.Qe3+ Kf5 16.Qf3+ wins.

No 23409 P. Arestov
special prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9k+-zpP+-+0 
9+-+-+-+p0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-mKPsn-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd2a6 0003.22 3/4 Draw

No 23410 J. Carf & J. Polášek
honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+K+-+0 
9+-+-+P+-0 
9-+-+-sNktr0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+nzP0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye8g6 0304.20 4/3 Win

No 23411 A. Jasik
honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+kvl0 
9mK-+-+-+-0 
9-zP-+-+-+0 
9zp-+-zpR+-0 
9Pzpp+P+-+0 
9+-+-+-+r0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya7g8 0430.34 5/7 Draw

No 23412 P. Krug 
& M. Minski

honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+k+0 
9+-+-+-+p0 
9-+-+-+PvL0 
9+K+-+n+-0 
9-+-+-+N+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb5g8 0014.11 4/3 Win

No 23413 M. Hlinka 
& L’. Kekely

honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-zP-+-0 
9r+p+L+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-mK-+-+0 
9+-zP-zp-+r0 
9-sn-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+k0 
xiiiiiiiiyd4h1 0613.22 4/6 Draw

No 23414 J. Polášek
special honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9zp-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+P+k0 
9lzP-+-+-vl0 
9zP-+K+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-tR-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd3h5 0160.31 5/4 Win
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i) 4.Ke5? Re3+ 5.Qxe3 Sc4+ wins.
ii) 9.Kd6? Kg1 10.Qd2 Kf1 wins.
No 23414  Jaroslav Polášek (Czech Repub-

lic). 1.Rg1/i Bc6/ii 2.Rg7 a6 3.Rh7+ Kg4 4.Rxh4+ 
Kxh4 5.f6 Be8 6.Kd4 Kh5 7.Kd5 Kg4 8.Ke4 Kh5 
9.Kf5 Bd7+ 10.Ke5 Kg6 11.Kd6 Ba4 12.Ke7 Bb3 
13.a4 wins.

i) 1.Rc7? a6, and: 2.Ke4 Kh6 3.Ra7 Bb5 4.a4/
ix Bf1 5.Rc7 Kg5 6.Rh7 Bf2 7.Kf3 Be1 8.Rh1 Bxb4 
9.Rxf1 Kxf5, or: 2.Rh7+ Kg4 3.Rxh4+ Kxh4 4.f6 
Bb3 draws.

ii) Bd8 2.Ke4 a5 3.Rg8 Bc2+ 4.Ke5 Bc7+ 5.Kf6 
axb4 6.axb4, or Bf6 2.Ke4 Be8 3.Kf4 Kh6 4.Rg8 
Bf7 5.Rc8 Kg7 6.a4 Bd4 7.Ke4 Bf2 8.a5.

No 23415  Yochanan Afek (Israel). 1.Ke6 Kc2 
2.Ra1/i Kb2 (Sc5+; Kd5) 3.Bg7+ Ka3 4.Kd5 Sa5 
5.Kd4 Sb3+ 6.Kc3 Sxa1 7.Bf8 Sc2 8.Bxd6+ Sb4 
9.Bxb4 mate.

i) 2.Rh1? Sc5+ 3.Kd5 Sb3 4.Bg7 a1Q 5.Bxa1 
Sxa1 6.Rxa1 Kb3 draws.

No 23416  Jean Carf (France) & J. Polášek 
(Czech Republic). 1.Qh5+/i Kd8 2.Rd6+/ii 
Qxd6+ 3.Kxd6 R4xg5 4.Rg1 Rxg1 5.Qa5+ Ke8 
6.Qa8+ Kf7 7.Qa7+ Kf6 8.Qf2+ wins.

i) 1.Re6+? Kd8 2.Qxg4 Qxg4 3.Rd6+ Qd7 
draws.

ii) 2.Qxg4? Qxg4 3.Rd6+ Qd7 draws.

No 23417  Michal Hlinka & L’uboš Kekely 
(Slovakia). 1.Kc4 (Kxd4? Kxf3;) Kxf3 2.Kxd4 
Bh4/i 3.Re3+ Kg2 4.Re4 Bg3 5.Kd3 Bd6 6.Rc4 
Sb5 7.Bxd6 Sxd6 8.Rf4 Kg3 9.Rf6 Se8 10.Re6 
Sc7 11.Re5 Kf4 12.Kd4 wins.

i) Kg4 3.Ke5, or Bf6+ 3.Kc4 Bh4 4.Rf1+ Kg2 
5.Rf4.

No 23415 Y. Afek
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-vL-+0 
9+n+-+-+-0 
9-+-zp-mK-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9p+-+-+-+0 
9+k+-+-+-0 
9p+-+-+-+0 
9+-+R+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyf6b3 0113.03 3/5 Win

No 23416 J. Carf 
& J. Polášek

commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+k+r+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-tR0 
9+-+K+-zP-0 
9-wq-+-+rwQ0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-tR-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd5e8 4800.10 5/4 Win

No 23417 M. Hlinka 
& L’. Kekely

commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-vL-vl-+-+0 
9+-sn-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-mK-+-+-0 
9-+-zp-mk-+0 
9+-+-+P+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-tR-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc5f4 0143.11 4/4 Win

No 23418 S. Nosek
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+p+-+-+-0 
9-zP-+-+-+0 
9+-zP-zP-+P0 
9-+-mk-+-+0 
9+-+-zp-mKl0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-vl-+N+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg3d4 0061.42 6/5 Win

No 23419 M. Hlinka, 
B. Buyannemekh & M. Garcia

commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9pzp-zP-+-+0 
9+k+-sn-+-0 
9-zP-+N+Lzp0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+pzP-+K+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg2b5 0014.34 6/6 Draw

No 23420 A. Jasik
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-wq-+-sN0 
9+-+P+Pzp-0 
9-+-+r+-mk0 
9zp-+-+-+p0 
9Pzp-+-tR-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9K+-+pvL-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya2h6 3411.35 7/8 Win
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No 23418  Stanislav Nosek (Czech Repub-
lic). 1.Sxe3 Kxe5/i 2.h6/ii Bf5 3.Sxf5 Bxh6 4.c6 
Bf4+ 5.Kf3/iii bxc6 6.Se7 Bh2 7.Kg2 Bf4 8.Sg6+ 
wins.

i) Bxe3 2.c6 Bc8 3.e6 Bg5 4.h6 Ke5 5.h7 Bf6 
6.e7 wins.

ii) 2.c6? Bc8 3.h6 Ke6 4.h7 Bb2 draws.
iii) 5.Kg4? bxc6 6.b7 Ke4 7.Sg3+ Ke3 8.Sf1+ 

Ke4 9.Sd2+ Ke3 draws.
No 23419  Michal Hlinka (Slovakia), Bizya 

Buyannemekh (Mongolia), & Mario Guido 
Garcia (Argentina). 1.d7 Sxd7 2.Bxd7+ Kc4 
3.Be6+ Kd3 4.Bf5 h3+ 5.Kh2 c1Q 6.Sc5++, and:

—— Ke2 7.Bg4+ Kf1 8.Bxh3+ Ke2 9.Bg4+ Kf1 
10.Bh3+ draws, or:

—— Kc4 7.Be6+ Kb5 8.Bd7+ draws.
No 23420  Andrzek Jasik (Poland). 1.f8S 

Re7/i 2.Sf7+ Rxf7 3.Rxf7 e1Q/ii 4.Bxe1 Qg5 
5.Rf5/iii Qc1 6.Rc5 Qxc5 7.Bd2+ g5 8.d8Q Qc2+ 
9.Ka1 Qd1+ 10.Kb2 wins.

i) Rf6 2.Rxf6+ Qxf6 3.d8Q Qxd8 4.Sf7 mate.
ii) Qg5 4.d8Q Qxd8 5.Be3+ wins.
iii) 5.Rf4? Qd5+ 6.Kb2 Qe5+ 7.Kc2 Qxe1 

8.d8Q b3+ draws.
No 23421  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 1.e5 

h3 2.Kd6 c4/i 3.g5/ii hxg5 4.Bxh3 c3/iii 5.Bf5 g4 
6.e6 g3 7.e7 Bh5 8.Bg4 Bg6 9.Bf5 Bf7 10.Be6 Be8 
11.Bd7 draws.

i) Bf3 3.g5 h2 4.g6 h1Q 5.g7 Qd1+ 6.Kc7 wins.
ii) 3.Bd5+? Ka7 4.e6 c3 5.e7 Bb5 6.Bc6 Bxc6 

7.Kxc6 c2 8.e8Q c1Q+ and Black wins.

iii) g4 5.Bg2+ Ka7 6.e6 c3 7.e7 Bb5 8.Bc6 
Bxc6 9.Kxc6 c2 10.e8Q c1Q+ 11.Kd5 draws.

After J. Pospišil 1950 (HHdbVI#66502).

No 23422  Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario 
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Rh8+ Kxh8 2.f8Q+ 
Bg8 3.Sce6 Rd2+ 4.Ka3 Bd6+/i 5.Ka4/ii Rd4+/
iii 6.Kb5 Rb4+ 7.Ka6 Ra4+ 8.Kb7 Rb4+ 9.Kxa7 
Bc5+ 10.Ka8 (Qxc5? Rxf4;) Ra4+ 11.Kb8 Bd6+ 
12.Kb7 Rb4+ 13.Kc6 Bxf8 14.Sg6+ Kh7 15.Sexf8 
mate.

i) Rd7 5.Sg6+ Kh7 6.Qxg7+ Rxg7 7.Sef8 mate.
ii) 5.Qxd6? Rxa2+ 6.Kxa2 e1Q 7.Sg6+ Kh7 

8.Sf8+ Kh8
iii) Rxa2+ 6.Kb5 Rb2+ 7.Ka6 Ra2+ 8.Kb7 

Rb2+ 9.Kxa7 Bc5+ 10.Qxc5 Bxe6 11.Sxe6 e1Q 
12.Qf8+ Kh7 13.Qxg7 mate.

2nd section: versions

No 23423  Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Rd7+/i 
Ka8 2.Se6 fxe6 (Ra4+; Kb6) 3.Rd8+/ii Ka7 
4.Sg4 Rxg4 5.Rd7+ Ka8 6.Kb6, and:

—— Qf8 7.Qa3+ Ra4 8.Qf3+ Qxf3 9.Rd8 mate, or:
—— Qg8 7.Qa2+ Ra4 8.Qg2+ Qxg2 9.Rd8 mate, 
or:

—— Qh8 7.Qa1+ Ra4 8.Qh1+ Qxh1 9.Rd8 mate.
i) 1.Se6? Ra4+ 2.Kxb5 Rb4+ 3.Qxb4 cxb4 

check, Black wins.
ii) 3.Sg4 Qh8 4.Qxb5 c4 5.Sxe5 Qxe5.
After a four-mover by A. Johandl 1969.

No 23421 J. Polášek
special commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9k+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+L+-zp0 
9+-zpK+-+-0 
9-+-+P+Pzp0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+l+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd5a8 0040.23 4/5 Draw

No 23422 P. Krug 
& M. Garcia

special commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+R+0 
9zp-vl-+Pzpk0 
9-+-+-zp-zp0 
9+-sN-zp-+-0 
9-+-tr-sN-+0 
9+l+-+-+-0 
9PmK-+p+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb2h7 0462.26 6/10 Win

No 23423 P. Krug
1st prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-tR-sN-+0 
9mk-+-zppwq-0 
9-+-zp-+-+0 
9mKpzp-tr-+-0 
9-+-+-+-tr0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-wQ-+-sN-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya5a7 4702.05 5/9 Win
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No 23424  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 1...
Rc1+ 2.Kxc1 a2 3.b4+ Kxb4 4.Kb2 a1Q+ 5.Kxa1 
Kb3 6.Rh1 Kc2 7.Rc1+ Kxc1 8.Ka2 Kc2 9.Ka3 
Kc3 10.Ka4 b6 11.c5 Rxc5 12.Rc8 Rxc8 13.Sxe7 
Rc5 14.Sc6 Rxc6 15.a8S Rc5 16.Sxb6 Rc7 17.Sd5+ 
wins.

Version of M. Sindelar 1969 (EG#01557).

No 23425  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 
1.Rh4 Qe2/i 2.b3 Qd1 3.Rh7 Qe2 4.Kh4 Qh2+ 
5.Rh3 e2/ii 6.Kg4 Qxh3+ 7.Rxh3+ Kg2 8.Re3 Kf2 
9.Rxe4/iii e1Q 10.Rxe1 Kxe1 11.Kf5 Kd2 12.Ke6 
Kc3 13.Kd7 wins. 

i) Qd1 2.Rh7 Qe2 3.Kh4 Qh2+ 4.Rh3 Qxh3+ 
5.Kxh3 e2 6.Kg3+ Kg1 7.Rh1+ Kxh1 8.Kf2 wins.

ii) Qxh3+ 6.Kxh3 e2 7.Kg3+ Kg1 8.Rh1+ wins.
iii) 9.Kf4? e1Q 10.Rxe1 Kxe1 11.Kxe4 Kd2 

12.Kd5 Kc3 13.Kc6 Kb4 draws.
Correction of M. Sindelar 1969 (HHdbVI 

#50790).

No 23426  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 
1.Qd3 Qd2+ 2.Qxd2 exd2+ 3.Kb1 a2+ 4.Ka1 
Se6 5.Ba7 Sf4 6.Bb8 Sd3 7.Bg3 Se1 8.Bxe1 dx-
e1S 9.Se3 Sc2+ 10.Sxc2 bxc2 11.Kxa2 c1S+ 12.Kb1 
Sb3 13.Kc2 Sa1+ 14.Kb1 positional draw

Modification of M. Sindelar 1969 (EG#01561).

No 23427  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 
1.Bd8+/i Kb7/ii 2.Rh5 f3 3.Rh7+, and:

—— Kc8 4.Ba5 f2 5.Rc7+ Kb8 6.Rc1 Re1 7.Ka2 h1Q 
8.Rab1+ Qb7 9.Bxe1 f1Q 10.Bg3+ wins, or:

—— Ka8 4.Bb6 f2 5.Bxf2 Rxf2 6.Kc1 a5 7.Rb1 a6 
8.Kd1 Rg2 9.Rc1 Kb8 10.Ke1 a4 11.Rd1 Kc8 
12.Kf1 wins/iii.
i) 1.Rxa6+? Kb7 2.Rxa7+ Kc6 3.R1a6+ Kb5 

4.Ra5+ Kc6 5.R7a6+ Kb7 draws.
ii) Kc6 2.Rxa6+ Kd5/vii 3.Rh6 f3 4.Ra5+ Kc4 

5.Rh4+ Kb3 6.Rb5+ Ka3 7.Rd5 wins.
iii) Rg1+ 13.Ke2 Rg2+ 14.Kd3 Rg1 15.Kc2 

Rg2+ 16.Rd2.

No 23424 J. Polášek
2nd prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9R+-+-+NtR0 
9zPp+-zp-+-0 
9P+-+-zp-+0 
9+-mk-tr-+-0 
9-+P+-+-+0 
9zp-+-+PzP-0 
9-zPK+-+P+0 
9+-+-+-+r0 
xiiiiiiiiyc2c5 0801.74 11/7 BTM, Win

No 23425 J. Polášek
3nd prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-zp-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+P+-+-+-0 
9-+-+p+R+0 
9+-+-zp-tRK0 
9-zP-+-+-+0 
9+-+-wq-+k0 
xiiiiiiiiyh3h1 3200.23 5/5 Win

No 23426 J. Polášek
honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-sn-0 
9-vL-+-+-+0 
9zp-zp-+-+-0 
9k+P+-+-+0 
9zppzP-zp-+-0 
9-zP-+Q+-wq0 
9+-mKN+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc1a4 4014.35 7/8 Draw

No 23427 J. Polášek
honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9zp-+-+-+-0 
9pmk-+-+-+0 
9tR-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-zp-vL0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+r+-zp0 
9tRK+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb1b6 0510.04 4/6 Win

No 23428 P. Krug
honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY

9-+Ksn-mk-+0 
9zp-sN-+Pzpq0 
9-+-+P+psn0 
9+-+-+p+-0 
9-+PsN-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc8f8 3008.34 6/8 Win

No 23429 J. Polášek
honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY

9-sn-+-+-+0 
9wqpmKL+p+-0 
9-zp-+P+p+0 
9+-zpk+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-vLP+N+-0 
9-+-+r+P+0 
9+-+N+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc7d5 3325.35 8/9 Win
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Version of B. Soukup-Bardon 1954 (HHdbVI 
#63495).

No 23428  Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Kd7 Sxe6 
2.Scxe6+/i Kxf7 3.Sg5+ Kg8 4.Sc6 Qh8 5.Ke8/ii 
Qh7 6.Se7+/iii Kh8 7.Kd7 f4 8.c5 f3 9.c6 f2 10.c7 
f1Q 11.c8Q+ Sg8 12.Qxg8+ Qxg8 13.Sxg6 mate.

i) 2.Sdxe6+? Kxf7 3.Sg5+ Kf6 4.Sxh7+ Ke5 
5.c5 f4 6.Sg5 Sg4 7.Sf3+ Ke4 8.Ke6 Kxf3 9.Sd5 
Ke4

ii) 5.Se7+? Kf8 6.Sxg6+ Kg8 7.c5 Sg4 draws.
iii) 6.c5? Kh8 7.Sxh7 Kxh7 8.Sb4 f4 9.c6 f3 

10.Sd3 Sf5 11.c7 Sd6+ 12.Kd7 Sc4 13.Kc6 Sb6 
draws.

Correction of: T. Gorgiev 1966 (HHdbVI 
#55108).

No 23429  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 
1.Be5 Sa6+/i 2.Kd8 Rxe5 3.Sc3+ Kd6 4.Sb5+ 
Kd5 5.Ke7 (Sxa7? Rxe6;) Rxe6+/ii 6.Bxe6+ fxe6 
7.Sc3+ (Sxa7? Sb4;) Kc6 8.Se5+ Kc7 9.Sb5+ Kb8 
10.Sd7+ Ka8 11.Kf6/iii e5 12.Kg5 e4/iv 13.Kg4 
exd3 14.Kf3 d2 15.Ke2 d1Q+ 16.Kxd1 wins.

i) Qa5 2.Sc3+ Qxc3 3.Bxc3 fxe6 4.Kxb8 wins.
ii) c4 6.dxc4+ Ke4 7.Sxe5 Qb8 8.Kxf7 Qxe5 

9.e7 Qf4+ 10.Kg8 wins.
iii) 11.Kxe6? c4 12.dxc4 Sc5+.
iv) c4 13.dxc4 e4 14.Kg4 g5 15.g3 wins.
Modification of: T. Gorgiev 1966 (HHdbVI 

#55108).

No 23430  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 
1.Bxd6+ Kxd6 2.Qd7+, and:

—— Kc5 3.Qc6+ Kd4 4.Qc4+ Ke3 5.Qe4+ Kd2 
6.Qe2+ Kc3 7.Qc2+ Kd4 8.Qc4+ Ke5 9.Qe4+ 
Kd6 10.Qe6+ wins, or:

—— Ke5 3.Qe6+ Kd4 4.Qe4+ Kc3 5.Qc4+ Kd2 
6.Qc2+ Ke3 7.Qe2+ Kd4 8.Qe4+ Kc5 9.Qc4+ 
Kd6 10.Qc6+ Ke5 11.Qe6+ wins.
Correction of: O. Strýček 1968 (HHdbVI 

#53184).
No 23431  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 

1.Re1+/i Kxe1/ii 2.gxf6 Sa5+ 3.Qxa5 Bg8+ 4.Kc2 
b3+ 5.Kb1 Bxa5 6.Ka1/iii, and:

—— Bb4 7.f7/iv Bh7 8.f8Q Bxf8 stalemate, or:
—— Bd8 7.h7 Bxh7 8.f7 Be7 9.f8Q Bxf8 stalemate, or:
—— Kd2 7.h7/v Bxh7 8.f7 Bb4 9.f8Q Bxf8 

stalemate.
i) Thematic try: 1.Qa1+? Kxe2 2.gxf6 Sa5+ 

3.Qxa5 Bg8+ 4.Kc2 b3+ 5.Kb1 Bxa5 6.Ka1 Kd3 
wins, e.g. 7.f7 Bxf7 8.h7 Bc3 9.bxc3 Kc2 10.h8Q 
b2 mate.

ii) Bxe1 2.Qa1+ Ke2 3.gxf6 Sa5+ 4.Ka2 b3+ 
5.Ka3 Bc2 6.Qxe1+ Kxe1 7.f7 draws.

iii) 6.f7? Bxf7 7.h7 Bc3 8.bxc3 Bg6+ wins.
iv) 7.h7? Bxh7 8.f7 Bb1.
v) 7.f7? Bxf7 8.h7 Bc3 9.bxc3 Kc2.
After R. Solarczyk & P. Cmiel 1949 (HHdb-

VI#67498). HH thinks this is A. Solarczyk.
No 23432  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 

1.Rg5+ Kf2/i 2.h7 Rh1 3.Rf5+/ii Ke2/iii 4.Rxd5 
(Rg5? Kd2;) Kf3/iv 5.h8Q Rxh8+ 6.Kxh8 e2 7.g7 
a2 8.Rf5+ Ke4 9.Re5+ Kxe5 10.g8Q, and:

—— e1Q 11.Qe8+ wins, or:
—— a1Q 11.Qg7+ wins.

No 23430 J. Polášek
honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+K+-+0 
9+-+-vL-+Q0 
9pvl-zp-zpp+0 
9+-+Pmk-zp-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+L+-wq-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-tr-0 
xiiiiiiiiye8e5 4350.15 5/9 Draw

No 23431 J. Polášek
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+l0 
9-+-+-wq-zP0 
9+p+-+-zP-0 
9-zpn+-+-+0 
9+K+-+-+-0 
9QzP-vlR+-+0 
9+-+k+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb3d1 4163.32 6/7 Draw

No 23432 J. Polášek
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+K+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+PzP0 
9+-+p+R+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9zp-+-zp-+-0 
9-+-+-+k+0 
9+-+-+r+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg8g2 0400.23 4/5 Win
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i) Kf3 2.h7 Rh1 3.h8Q Rxh8+ 4.Kxh8 e2 5.Rg1 
Kf2 6.g7 Kxg1 7.g8Q+ wins.

ii) 3.g7? a2 4.Rf5+ Ke2 5.h8Q a1Q.
iii) Kg2 4.g7 a2 5.Kf8 wins.
iv) a2 5.Ra5 a1Q 6.Rxa1 Rxa1 7.g7 wins.
Correction of M. Sindelar 1972 (HHdbVI 

#49933).

No 23433 P. Krug
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+l0 
9-+-+N+-+0 
9+-+-+p+-0 
9-+-+P+N+0 
9+-+P+-+-0 
9-+-zp-+-+0 
9+L+-+k+K0 
xiiiiiiiiyh1f1 0042.22 6/4 Win

No 23433  Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Sh2+/i 
Kf2 2.Bc2 fxe4 3.Sg4+ Ke1 4.Se3 exd3 5.Ba4 
(Bb3 Bg8;) Be4+ 6.Kg1 Bf3 7.Bd1 Bxd1 8.Sg2+ 
Ke2 9.Sd4 mate.

i) 1.exf5? Bxf5 2.Se3+ Kf2 3.Sd1+ Ke1 4.Sd4 
Bxd3 5.Bxd3 Kxd1 draws.

Correction of G. Amiryan 1987 (HHdbVI 
#32970).

No 23434 P. Krug & M. Garcia
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+K+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+Nmk0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-zp-+-sNp+0 
9+p+-tR-+-0 
9-zP-+-zp-zp0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg8h6 0102.15 5/6 Win

No 23434  Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario 
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Rh3+ gxh3 2.Sh8/i 
Kg5 (f1Q; Sf7 mate) 3.Sxh3+ Kg4 4.Sxf2+ Kf3 
5.Sh1 Kg2 6.Sg6 Kxh1 7.Sh4 Kg1 8.Sf3+ Kf2 
9.Sxh2 Ke3 10.Sg4+ Kd3 11.Se5+ Kc2 12.Sc4 Kd3 
13.Sb6 Kc2 14.Sa4 wins.

i) 2.Se5? Kg5 3.Sxh3+ Kf5 4.Sxf2 Kxe5 5.Sg4+ 
Kd4 6.Sxh2 Kd3 and Black wins.

After A. Wotawa 1952 (HHdbVI#65688).

No 23435 J. Polášek
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-vL-+0 
9zp-+-+-zp-0 
9-+k+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-mK-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+P+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg5c6 0010.12 3/3 Win

No 23435  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 
1.Bb4/i Kb5 2.Ba3 a5 3.Kf5 (Kf4? g6;) g6+ 4.Kf6 
(Kf4)/ii Kc6 5.Ke5 g5 6.Kd4 Kb5 7.Kc3 g4/iii 
8.Bd6 a4 9.b4 a3 10.Kb3 a2 11.Kxa2 Ka4 12.Kb2 
g3 13.Kc3 wins.

i) 1.Bxg7? a5 2.Kf4 a4 3.b4 Kb5 draws.
ii) 4.Ke4? g5 5.Kf5 Kc6 6.Kxg5 Kd5 7.Kf4 

Kd4, or 4.Kxg6? Kc6 5.Kf5 Kd5 6.Bb2 Kc5 7.Bc3 
a4 8.b4+ Kc4.

iii) a4 8.b4 g4 9.Kd4.
Correction of A. Wotawa 1952 (HHdbVI 

#65497).

No 23436 J. Polášek
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+k+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-zp-+0 
9+R+-+N+-0 
9-+-+-+-mK0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+l+0 
9+-vl-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh4e8 0161.01 3/4 Win

No 23436  J. Polášek (Czech Republic). 
1.Kg3, and:

—— Bf1 2.Rb1 Bd3 3.Sd6+ Kd7 4.Rxc1 Kxd6 5.Rd1 
wins, or:

—— Bc6 2.Rc5 Bd7 3.Sg7+ Kf7 4.Rxc1 Kxg7 5.Rc7 
wins.
Modification of J. Fritz (HHdbVI#78766).
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Sinfonie Scacchistica 2017-2018

Michael Roxlau (Germany) judged this informal tourney of the Italian composition magazine. 
He considered 59 studies by 21 composers from 13 countries. For unknown reasons the tourney 
was announced as having two sections (win and draw), and the judge even decided to add a new 
section (for studies with centre-board mates). Fortunately, the award was edited (by the judge?) as 
the tourney featured some studies with zillions of redundant analytical sublines, Micaloni being the 
local champion in this regard.

The provisional award was published in Sinfonie Scacchistica no. 139 (i-iii2020).

Win Section

No 23437  Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Rg8 Qxa6 
2.Se6+ (Sg6+? Kd7;) Ke7 3.Re8+ Kf7 (Kxe8; 
Sec7+) 4.Sbc7 Sxc7 5.Bc5, and: Sxe8 6.Sd8 
mate, or: Qxe6 6.Rf8 mate, or: Sxe6 6.Re7+ Kf8 
7.Rxe6+ wins, or: Kxe8 6.Sxc7+ wins, or: Sd5 
6.Sg7 Qc6 7.Rf8 mate, or: Qc6 (Qa8, Qf4) 6.Re7 
mate, or: Qd6 6.Bxd6, with: Kxe8 7.Sxc7+ Kd7 
8.Bf4 (Bg3, Bh2) wins, or here: Sxe8 7.Sd8 mate.

HH: this study features centre-board mates 
but this is not the centre-board mate section....

No 23438  Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Qg7 
Bg3 2.Bxg3 Sd3 3.Kh2 c5 4.Qxb2 axb2 5.h7 b1Q 
6.h8Q+ Kg6 7.Qg8+ Kf5 8.Qd5+ wins.

i) 3.Be5? (Qxb2? axb2;) Sf2+ 4.Kg3 Se4+ 
5.Kf4 Qf2+ 6.Kxe4 b2 7.g4+ Kh4 8.Qe7+ Kxg4 
draws.

No 23439  L’ubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka 
(Slovakia). 1.Sd4 Se3 2.Bxe3 f1Q 3.Bd2+ Ka6 
4.Be6 (Bd5? Ka7;) Ka7/i 5.Bd5 Qh3/ii 6.Sc6+/
iii Ka8 (Ka6; Bc4 mate) 7.Se7+ Ka7 8.Sc8+ Ka6 
9.Bc4 mate.

i) Qg2 5.Bc8+ Ka7 6.Sc6+ Ka8 7.Bb7 mate.
ii) Qb1 (Qd3) 6.Sc6+ Ka8 (Ka6; Bc4+) 7.Sb4+ 

Ka7 8.Be3 mate.
iii) 6.Sb5+? Ka6 7.Sd6 Qh7+ draws.
No 23440  Michal Hlinka & L’ubos Kekely 

(Slovakia). 1...Rd1 2.Sxd1 e2 3.Sdf2/i f6+ (e1Q; 
Rxf7) 4.gxf6/ii exf6+ 5.Kxf6/iii e1Q 6.Kf7 Qe2 
7.Sd2 zz Kh7 8.Sfe4 Qh2 9.Rc5 (Sf6+? Kh8;) 
Kh6 10.Rc6+ Kh5 11.Sf6+ Kg5 (Kh4) 12.Sf3+ 
wins.

i) Thematic try: 3.Sdc3? f6+ 4.gxf6 exf6+ 
5.Kxf6 e1Q draws.

ii) Thematic try: 4.Ke6? e1Q 5.Kf7 Qe2 6.gxf6 
exf6 7.Sd2 Kh7 8.Sfe4 Qh2 9.Sxf6+ Kh8 10.Rc5 
Qc7+ 11.Rxc7 stalemate.

No 23437 S. Slumstrup Nielsen 
& M. Minski
1st/2nd prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+ksN-+0 
9+-+-+-+K0 
9P+-+-zp-+0 
9+N+n+p+-0 
9-+-vL-+R+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9q+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh7e8 3115.12 6/5 Win

No 23438 A. Jasik
1st/2nd prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9wQ-+-+-+-0 
9-+p+-+-zP0 
9+-+-+-+k0 
9-+P+-+-vl0 
9zpp+-+-+K0 
9-wq-+-+PvL0 
9+-sn-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh3h5 4043.33 6/7 Win

No 23439 L’. Kekely 
& M. Hlinka

1st honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-mK-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9mkN+-+-vL-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+L+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-zp-+0 
9+-+-+n+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc7a5 0024.01 4/3 Win
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iii) 5.Ke6? (Sxf6?) e1Q.
No 23441  Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine). 

1.Rh2/i h6 2.Kxb7 Kg1 3.Ra2/ii h5/iii 4.Kc6 h4 
5.Kd5 h3 6.Ke4 h2 7.Kf3 h1Q+ 8.Kg3 wins.

i) 1.Kxb7? g5 2.Kc6 g4 3.Kd5 g3 4.Ke4 g2 
5.Kf3 g1S+ 6.Kg3 Se2+ 7.Kf3 Sg1+ draws.

ii) 3.Rh5? Kf2 4.Kc6 g5 5.Kd5 g4 6.Ke4 g3 
7.Rf5+ Ke2 8.Ra5 g2 9.Ra2+ Kf1 10.Kf3 g1S+ 
draws.

iii) g5 4.Kc6 g4 5.Kd5 g3 6.Ke4 g2 7.Kf3 Kh1 
8.Rxg2 wins.

After Rossi 2001 (HHdbV#13286).
No 23442  Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario 

Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Rxc3+/i Kd2 
2.e8Q f2 3.Rxd3+ (Qd8? e1S;) Kxd3 4.Qxg6+ 
Kd2 5.Qg5+/ii, and:

—— Kd1 6.Qd8+ Ke1 7.Qh4 Kf1 8.Qh1 nate, or:

—— Ke1 6.Qc1 mate.
i) Thematic try: 1.e8Q? Bxc4+ 2.Kxc3 Kd1 

3.Qa4+ Ke1 4.Qxc4 f2 5.Qh4 g5 draws.
ii) 5.Qh6+? Kd1 6.Qd6+ Ke1 7.Qg3 Kf1 draws.

No 23443  Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Bb4/i 
Qxb4 2.Sd3+ Kd1 3.Sxb4 e1Q 4.c8Q Sxc8 5.Kc7+/
ii Kc1/iii 6.Sd3+ Kd1 7.Sxf2++ Kc1 8.Sd3+ Kd1 
9.Sxe1+ Kxe1 10.Kxc8 Rhg1 11.Kb8 zz Rh1 12.Ra2 
Rhg1 13.Ka8 Rh1 14.Rb8 Kd1 15.Rb1 mate.

i) 1.Rxe2+? Kd1 2.Bf4 Qxc1 3.Rxe7 Qxf4 
4.c8Q Rh8 draws.

ii) Thematic try: 5.Kxc8+? Kc1 6.Sd3+ Kd1 
7.Sxf2++ Kc1 8.Sd3+ Kd1 9.Sxe1+ Kxe1 10.Kb8 
Rhg1 zz, draws.

iii) Sd6 6.Rxd6+ Kc1 7.Sd3+ Kd1 8.Sxf2++ 
Kc1 9.Sd3+ Kd1 10.Sxe1+ Kxe1 11.Rd7/v Rhg1 
12.Kb7 zz, wins.

No 23440 M. Hlinka 
& L’. Kekely

2nd honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-mk0 
9+-+-zpp+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-mKRzP-0 
9-+-+N+-+0 
9+-+-zp-+-0 
9-sN-+-+-+0 
9+-+-tr-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye5h8 0402.13 5/5 BTM, Win

No 23441 V. Samilo
special honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9K+-+-+-+0 
9+p+-+-zpp0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9R+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+k+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya8f1 0100.03 2/4 Win

No 23442 P. Krug 
& M. Garcia

commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-zP-+-0 
9-+-+-+p+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+R+-+-+0 
9+Kzpl+p+-0 
9-+-+p+-+0 
9+-mk-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb3c1 0130.14 3/6 Win

No 23443 P. Krug
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-tR-+-+0 
9+-zPKsn-+-0 
9-+-vL-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-wq-+-+-0 
9-tR-+pzp-+0 
9+-sN-mkr+r0 
xiiiiiiiiyd7e1 3814.12 6/7 Win

No 23444 M Micaloni
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-mk-+-+-0 
9r+-+-+-+0 
9+-zP-+-+-0 
9-+-+L+-+0 
9+P+-mK-+p0 
9-+-+-+-sN0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye3c7 0311.21 5/3 Win

No 23445 G. Østmoe
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-sn-+0 
9zp-+-mK-+-0 
9P+-+p+-+0 
9+-+-+-+P0 
9-+N+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-sn-0 
9-+k+-+P+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye7c2 0007.32 5/5 Win
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No 23444  Mario Micaloni (Italy). 1.b4 
Ra3+/i 2.Kd4 Rb3/ii 3.Kc4 Rb2 4.Sg4 Re2 5.Kd3 
Rb2 6.Sf6 h2 7.Sg4 Rb3+ 8.Kc4 Rh3 9.Sf2 Re3 
10.Bd5 Re2 11.Sg4 Rc2+ 12.Kb5 Rd2 13.Bf3 Rb2 
14.c6 Kd6 15.Ka5 Ra2+ 16.Kb6 Ra4 17.Kb5 
Ra2 18.Sf6 Ra1 19.Kb6 Rf1 20.c7 Rxf3 21.c8Q 
h1Q 22.Qc5+ Ke6 23.Se4 Ra3/iii 24.Qc6+ Ke7 
25.Qf6+ Ke8 26.Sd6+ Kd7 27.Sc4 Qg1+ 28.Kb5 
Ra7 29.Se5+ Ke8 30.Qh8+ Ke7 31.Sc6+ wins.

i) Ra2 2.b5 Rxh2 3.b6+ Kd8 4.c6 wins.
ii) Ra2 3.Sg4 Rd2+/xviii 4.Kc4 Re2 5.Kd3 

Rb2 6.Sf6 see main.
iii) Kd7 24.Qc7+, or Rf1 24.Sg3 Qg1 25.Sxf1 

Qxf1 26.b5 wins.
No 23445  Geir Østmoe (Norway). 1.h6 

(Kxf8? Sxh5;) Sf5+ 2.Kxf8 Sxh6 3.Sa5/i Kc3/ii 
4.Sc6 Kc4 5.Sxa7 Kc5 6.Sc8/iii Kc6 7.Sd6 Kb6 
8.Sc4+ Kxa6 9.Se3 wins.

i) 3.Se5? Kb3 4.Sc6 Ka4 5.Sxa7 Ka5 draws.
ii) e5 4.Sc6 e4 5.Sxa7 e3 6.Sc6 (Sb5) Sf5 7.a7 

e2 8.a8Q e1Q 9.Qa2+ Kc1 10.Qa1+ Kd2 11.Qa5+ 
Ke2 12.Qxf5 wins.

iii) 6.Sb5? Kb6 7.a7 Kb7 draws.

Centre-Board Mate Section

No 23446  Bizya Buyannemekh (Mongo-
lia), Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) & Mario Guido 
Garcia (Argentina). 1.Re5+ Kf4/i 2.Rf5+ Kxe4 
3.Sd6+ Kd3 4.Bxa5 Bxd5+ 5.Rxd5 Rxd5 6.Sb4+ 
Kd4 7.Sxc2+ Kxc5 8.Bb4 mate.

i) Kg6 2.Bxa5 c1Q 3.Sd6 Rxe4 4.Rxe4 Bxd5+ 
5.Ka7 Bxe4 6.Sxe4 wins.

HH: The composers gave i) as a second main 
line, but it does not feature a centre-board 
stalemate….

No 23447  Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Sd7 b2 
2.Sd6 hxg6 3.Re8+ Kh7 4.Sf8+ Kg8 5.Se6+ Kh7 
6.Sg5+ Kh6 7.Kf3 Kxg5/i 8.Sf7+ Kf5 9.e4 mate.

i) Bxg5 8.Rh8 mate, or Kh5 8.Se6 g5 9.Rh8+ 
Kg6 10.Sf8 mate.

No 23448  Andrzej Jasik (Poland) & Mario 
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.hxg7+ Kxh7/i 
2.g8Q+ Bxg8/ii 3.Qxd7+ Rf7 4.Sf6+ Sxf6 5.Qh3+ 
(Qf5? Rd7+;) Kg7 6.Se6 mate.

i) Kxg7 2.Sxg6 Bxg6 3.Qxd7+ Rf7 4.Qd4+ 
Kxh7 5.Qxb4 wins (EGTB - mate in 184 moves).

ii) Kxg8 3.Sh6+ Kg7 4.Sxf5+ wins.

No 23449  Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Bg6+/i 
Rxg6 2.e4+ Kxe4 3.Kxg6 Sxe5+ 4.Kh5/ii Sf7+ 
5.Kg4 h2 6.Re8+ Se5+ 7.Rxe5+ Rxe5 8.Sf6 mate.

i) 1.Bxd7+? Rdxd7 2.Rf8+ Kxe5 draws.
ii) 4.Kg7? Rd7+ 5.Kg8 h2 6.Rh3 Sf3 draws.

No 23450  Peter Krug (Austria). 1.g4+/i 
Kf1 2.Sxc5 Ra3 3.Sg3+ Rxg3 4.Bg2+ Sxg2 5.a8Q 
Bxg4+ 6.Kxd2 Sf3+ 7.Qxf3+, and:

—— Rxf3 8.Rh1+ Kf2 9.Se4 mate, or:
—— Bxf3 8.Rh1+ Kf2 9.Sd3 mate.
i) 1.Sd6? Bg4+ 2.Bf3 Sgxf3 3.gxf3+ Kg1 4.fxg4 

Kxh2 5.a8Q Sf3 draws.

No 23446 B. Buyannemekh, 
M. Hlinka & M. Garcia
1st honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+N+-+0 
9+K+-+l+-0 
9N+-+R+-+0 
9vl-zPP+-mk-0 
9-+-trP+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+p+-+-+0 
9+-+-vL-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb7g5 0472.31 8/5 Win

No 23447 P. Krug
2nd/3rd honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+N+k+0 
9+-+-+-zpp0 
9-tr-+-vlP+0 
9+-sN-+-+-0 
9-+-+R+-+0 
9+p+-zP-+-0 
9-+-+K+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye2g8 0432.23 6/6 Win

No 23448 A. Jasik 
& M. Garcia

2nd/3rd honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-mk0 
9+-wQp+lzpP0 
9-+-+-+nzP0 
9+-+-+r+-0 
9-zp-+nsNN+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+K+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd1h8 1338.23 6/8 Win
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Draw Section

No 23451  Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rb5+/i 
Sb3 2.Rxb3+ Kc2 3.Ra3 Kb2 4.Rxa2+/ii Kxa2 
5.e6 Sf4 6.e7 Sd5 7.e8S h5 8.Sd6/iii h4 9.Se4 h3 
10.Kb5 Kb3 11.Kc5/iv Sf4/v 12.Kd6/vi, and:

—— Kc2 13.Sg3/vii h2 14.Ke5 Sh5 15.Sh1 Kd2 
16.Kf5 Ke2 17.Kg4 (Kg5) draws.

—— Kc4 13.Ke5 h2 14.Sg3 Sh5 15.Sh1 Kd3 16.Kf5 
Ke2 17.Kg4 (Kg5) draws.
i) Thematic try: 1.Rxa5? a1Q 2.Rxa1+ Kxa1 

3.e6 Sf4 4.e7 Sd5 5.e8S h5 6.Sd6 h4 7.Se4 h3 
8.Kb5 Sc3+ 9.Sxc3 h2 10.Se2 h1Q wins.

ii) 4.Ra5? a1Q 5.Rxa1 Kxa1 6.e6 Sf4 see the-
matic try.

iii) 8.Sg7? h4 9.Sf5 h3 10.Sg3 Kb3 wins.
iv) 11.Kc6? h2 12.Sg3 Sc3 13.Kd6 Se4+ wins.

v) Sf6 12.Sg3, or h2 12.Sg3 draw.
vi) 12.Kd4? Se2+ 13.Ke3 h2, or 12.Sg3? Kc3 

win.
vii) 13.Ke5? Sh5 14.f4 h2 15.Sf2 Kd2 16.f5 Ke2 

wins.
No 23452  Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-

mark). 1.Sf3/i exf3 2.Qg6+ (Qf5+? Ke7;) Ke7 
3.gxf3 Be3+ 4.f4 Bxf4+/ii 5.Kg7 Be5+ (Bxd5; 
Qf6+) 6.Sxe5 Qf8+ 7.Kh8 Be6+ 8.Kh7 Bf5 9.d6+ 
(Sc6+? Kd7;) Kd8 10.Sc6+ Kd7 11.Se5+ Kc8 
12.d7+ Kc7 13.d8Q+ Kxd8 14.Sf7+ Qxf7+ 15.Kh8 
Qf8+/iii 16.Qg8 draws.

i) 1.Se5+? Kf6 2.Qxe4 Qf8+ 3.Kh5 Qe8+ 
4.Qg6+ Qxg6+ 5.Sxg6 Bf7 wins, or 1.Qxe4? 
Be3+ 2.Qxe3 Qh4 mate.

ii) Kxd7 5.Qg7+ Qe7 6.Qg4+ (Qg8+? Qh4+;) 
Kc7 7.Qxg8 draws.

iii) Bxg6 (Qxg6) stalemate.

No 23449 P. Krug
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-tR-+L+-+0 
9+-+n+-trN0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+N+rzPk+K0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+R+-zP-+p0 
9-vl-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh5f5 0845.21 8/6 Win

No 23450 P. Krug
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9L+l+-+-+0 
9zPN+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-zp-+-+N0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-tr-+-0 
9-+-zp-mkPtR0 
9+-+Ksn-sn-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd1f2 0448.22 7/7 Win

No 23451 P. Arestov
1st prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+p0 
9K+-+-+-+0 
9sn-+RzP-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9p+-+-zPn+0 
9+k+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya6b1 0106.22 4/5 Draw

No 23452 S. Slumstrup 
Nielsen

2nd/3rd prizeXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-wq-+l+0 
9vl-+N+k+-0 
9-+-+-+-mK0 
9+-+P+-+-0 
9-+-+p+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+P+0 
9+Q+-sN-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh6f7 4062.21 6/5 Draw

No 23453 M. Hlinka 
& L’. Kekely

2nd/3rd prizeXIIIIIIIIY
9k+-+-vl-+0 
9tr-+-+-+-0 
9PtRK+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+N+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+n0 
9p+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc6a8 0434.11 4/5 Draw

No 23454 V. Samilo
special prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-mk-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9P+pzp-+R+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-wq0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+P+-+-+0 
9mK-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya1d8 3100.22 4/4 Draw
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No 23453  Michal Hlinka & L’ubos Kekely 
(Slovakia). 1.Rb5/i Rxa6+ 2.Kc7 Bd6+ 3.Sxd6 
Rc6+ 4.Kxc6 a1Q 5.Rf5 Qa6+ 6.Kc5/ii Qa3+ 
7.Kc6 Qc3+ 8.Kb5/iii Qb3+ 9.Kc6 Qa4+ 10.Kc7 
zz Ka7/iv 11.Rc5/v Sf4 12.Sc8+ Ka6 13.Rc6+ Ka5/
vi 14.Rc5+ Kb4 15.Rc4+ Kxc4 16.Sb6+ draws.

i) 1.Rb2? Rxa6+ 2.Kc7 Bd6+ 3.Sxd6 Rc6+ 
4.Kxc6 a1Q wins.

ii) Thematic try: 6.Kc7? Qa4 zz 7.Kb6 Qb4+ 
8.Kc6 Ka7 9.Sb5+ Kb8 wins.

iii) 8.Rc5? Qf3+ 9.Kc7 Qa3 10.Rf5 Qc3+ 
11.Kb6 Qb4+ wins.

iv) Sf4 11.Rf8+ Ka7 12.Sc8+ Ka6 13.Rf6+ Ka5 
14.Rf5+ Ka6 15.Rf6+ draws.

v) 11.Sc8+? Ka6 12.Rf6+ Kb5 13.Rf5+ Kb4 
wins.

vi) Kb5 14.Sd6+ Ka5 15.Rc5+ Ka6 16.Rc6+
No 23454  Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine). 

1.Rg8+/i Kc7 2.a7 Qd4+ 3.Kb1 Qxa7 4.Rg7+ Kb6 
5.Rxa7 Kxa7 6.c4 Kb7/ii 7.Kc1/iii Kc7/iv 8.Kd2 
Kd7 9.Ke3 Ke7/v 10.Kf3 Kf7/vi 11.Ke3 Kg6/vii 
12.Kf4 Kf6 13.Ke4 Kg5 14.c5 d5+ 15.Ke5

i) 1.a7? Qh8+ wins, but not Qd4+? 2.Kb1 
Qxa7 3.Rg8+ Kc7 4.Rg7+ Kb6 5.Rxa7 Kxa7 6.c4.

ii) Ka6 7.Kb2 Ka5 8.Kb3 Kb6 9.Kc2 draws.
iii) 7.Kc2? Kb6 8.Kd3 Ka5 9.Kc3 Ka4 wins.
iv) Kb6 8.Kc2 Ka5 9.Kb3 Kb6 10.Kc2, or Ka6 

8.Kb2 Kb6 9.Kc2 draw.
v) Ke6 10.Kf4 d5 11.Ke3 Ke5 12.cxd5 Kxd5 

13.Kd3 draws.
vi) Kf6 11.Ke4, or Ke6 11.Kf4 draw.

vii) Ke6 12.Kf4 d5 13.Ke3 Ke5 14.cxd5 cxd5 
15.Kd3 draws.

After Sacconi 1922 (HHdbV#76605).
No 23455  Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Qh2+/i 

Kg4 2.Be2+/ii Qxe2 3.Qh5+ Kf4/iii 4.Qxe2 
Rc6+ 5.Kh5, and:

—— g1Q 6.Qf2+ Qxf2 stalemate, or:
—— Rc5+ 6.Kh4 g1Q 7.Qf1+ Qxf1 stalemate.
i) 1.Bxc4? Qd2+ 2.Kh7 g1Q wins.
ii) 2.Bxc4? (Qh5+? Kg3;) Qd2+ 3.Kh7 Qc2+ 

4.Kg7 Qc3+ 5.Kf8 Qa3+ 6.Kg8 Qa8+ 7.Kg7 Qa7+ 
8.Bf7 g1Q wins.

iii) Kg3 4.Qxe2 Rc6+ 5.Kh7 g1Q 6.Qe5+ Kh3 
7.Qh5+ Kg2 8.Qd5+ draws.

No 23456  Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina) 
& Michal Hlinka (Slovakia). 1.Se4+/i Ke3 2.Sc5 
Kd4 3.b4 Sb6/ii 4.a7/iii Rh7 5.a5 Sd5 6.Sb7/iv 
Rh8+ 7.Kd7 Sxb4 (Ra8; b5) 8.Sd6/v Kc5 9.Sc8 
Rh7+ 10.Ke6/vi Sd5/vii 11.a8S draws.

i) 1.b3? Sd2 2.b4 Rxa6 wins.
ii) Kc3 4.a7 Kxb4 5.Sd3+ draws.
iii) 4.e4? Kc4 5.a5 Rh8+ 6.Kc7 Sa8+ 7.Kd6 

Rh6+ 8.Kd7 Kxb4, or 4.a5? Rh8+ 5.Kc7 Sd5+ 
6.Kd6 Sxb4 win.

iv) 6.e3+? Kc4 7.Sb7 Kxb4 8.Kc8 Sc7 9.Kb8 
Kb5 10.a8Q Sxa8 11.Kxa8 Ka6 12.Sc5+ Kxa5 
13.Kb8 Kb6 14.Sa4+ Kc6 wins.

v) 8.Kc7? Sd5+ 9.Kc6 Rc8+ 10.Kb5 Sc7+ wins.
vi) 10.Kd8? Sc6+, or 10.Ke8? Sd5 11.a8S Sf6+ 

12.Kf8 Rh8+ win.
vii) Rh6+ 11.Kd7 Rh7+ 12.Ke6 draws.

No 23455 P. Arestov
1st honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-wQ-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-mK0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+r+-+-mk0 
9+-+L+-+-0 
9q+-+-+p+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh6h4 4310.01 3/4 Draw

No 23456 M. Garcia 
& M. Hlinka

2nd/3rd honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-mK-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9P+-+-+-tr0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9P+n+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-sN-0 
9-zP-+Pmk-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd8f2 0304.40 6/3 Draw

No 23457 S. Slumstrup 
Nielsen & M. Minski

2nd/3rd honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+r+-+L+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+PzP-+-+0 
9+-+-+k+-0 
9p+-+-+-+0 
9+p+-+-+-0 
9pzP-+-+-+0 
9mKn+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya1f5 0313.33 5/6 Draw
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No 23457  Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Be6+/i 
Kxe6 2.d7 Rg8/ii 3.d8Q Rxd8 4.c7 Sa3/iii 
5.cxd8S+ Kd7 6.bxa3 Kxd8 7.Kb2 Kd7 8.Ka1 
Kd6 9.Kb2 Kd5 10.Ka1 Kc4 11.Kb2, and:

—— a1Q+/v 12.Kxa1 Kc3 13.Kb1 b2 14.Ka2 Kc2 
stalemate, or:

—— Kd3 12.Ka1 Kd2 13.Kb2 a1Q+ 14.Kxa1 Kc2 
stalemate.
i) Thematic try: 1.d7? Rxg8/iv 2.d8Q Rxd8 

3.c7 Sa3 4.cxd8Q Sc2 mate.
ii) Rd8 3.c7 Sa3 4.cxd8S+ Kxd7 5.bxa3 see 

main line.
iii) Rh8 5.c8Q+ Rxc8 stalemate.
iv) But not: Rf8? 2.c7 Sa3 3.c8Q Sc2+ 4.Qxc2+ 

bxc2 5.Bh7+ draws.

No 23458  Michal Hlinka & L’ubos Kekely 
(Slovakia). 1.Sd4+ Kd7 2.Rc7+/i Kxd6 3.Ra7 a1Q 
4.Rxa1 Sxa1 5.Kf7 Sd7 6.Ke8 zz Kd5 7.Sf3, and:

—— Kd6 8.Sd4 zz Kd5 9.Sf3 Ke6 10.Sg5+ (Sd4+? 
Kd6; zz) draws, or:

—— Kc6 8.Se5+ Sxe5 9.Kxf8 draws.
i) 2.Ra8? a1Q 3.Rxa1 Sxa1 wins.

No 23459  Michal Hlinka & L’ubos Kekely 
(Slovakia). 1.Sb6 Qxb6 2.Bc5 Qxc5+/i 3.bxc5 g3 
4.Kd6 g2 5.Sd4+ Kc4 6.Se2/ii Kd3 7.Sg1 Kd4/iii 
8.Sh3 Kc4 9.Sg1 Kd4 10.Sh3 Ke3 11.Kc7 g4 12.Sg1 
Kf2 13.Kxb7 Kxg1 14.c6 Kf2 15.c7 g1Q 16.c8Q 
draws.

i) Qa6 3.Sc7+ draws, or Qc6 3.Sd4+ wins.

ii) 6.Sf3? g4 7.Sg1 Kd4 8.Se2+ Ke3 9.Sg1 Kf2 
10.Kc7 Kxg1 wins.

iii) Ke4 8.Kc7 Kd5 9.Kb6 draws.
No 23460  Michal Hlinka, L’ubos Kekely 

(Slovakia) & Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina). 
1...Bg2+ 2.Kb5/i Sfd6+ 3.Rxd6+ (Ka4? Sc5+;) 
Sxd6+ 4.Kc5 Rxe6/ii 5.Bxe5 Sb7+ 6.Kd4 Sa5 
7.f3/iii Bxf3 8.Rb2+ Kc1 9.Ra2/iv Kb1 10.Rf2 
Sc6+ 11.Kc3 Sxe5 12.Rf1+ Ka2 13.Rf2+ Kxa3 
14.Rf1 Ka2 15.Rf2+ draws.

i) 2.f3? Bxf3+ 3.Kb5 Sfd6+ 4.Rxd6+ Sxd6+ 
wins.

ii) Se4+ 5.Kd5 Sxf6++ 6.Kxe5, and: Se8 7.f4 
Bh3 8.f5 Sg7 9.Kf6 Rc7 10.e7, or Sg4+ 7.Kd6 Ra7 
8.c5 Sf6 9.Ke5 draw.

iii) 7.Bf4+? Kc2, or 7.f4? Sc6+ 8.Kc5 Sxb4 
wins.

iv) Thematic try: 9.Rf2? Sc6+ 10.Kc3 Sxe5 
11.Rf1+ Bd1 wins.

No 23461  Peter Krug (Austria). 1.g6 Sb5 
2.d7 Sxd4 3.g7 Ra8+ 4.Kf7 Sf5 5.g8S (g8Q? 
Sh6+;) Ke3/i 6.Se7 Sd6+ 7.Kf6 Sb7 8.Sd5+ Ke4 
9.Sc7 Rh8 10.Se6 Kd5 11.d8Q+ Sxd8 12.Kg7 Re8 
13.Sc7+ draws.

i) Sd4 6.Sf6 Kd3 7.Se8 Kc4 8.Ke7 Kc5 9.d8S 
draws.

No 23462  Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario 
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Sb5+/i Kxd3 
2.Bb4/ii, and:

—— Bg3 3.Be1, and:
–– Rxb5 4.Bxg3 Rf5 5.Bf2/iii Rxf2 6.Rh3+ Kd2 
7.Rd3+ Ke1 8.Rf3 Rxf3 stalemate, or:

No 23458 M. Hlinka 
& L’. Kekely

commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+R+-vl-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-zPk+K+0 
9+Nsn-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+n+-+-+-0 
9p+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg6e6 0137.11 4/5 Draw

No 23459 M. Hlinka 
& L’. Kekely

commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9wqp+-mK-+-0 
9-+-vLN+-+0 
9+k+-+-zp-0 
9-zPN+-+p+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye7b5 3012.13 5/5 Draw

No 23460 M. Hlinka, 
L’. Kekely & M. Garcia

commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+n+-trn+-0 
9-tRK+PvL-+0 
9+-+-zp-+-0 
9-tRP+-+-+0 
9zP-+-+-+l0 
9-+-mk-zP-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc6d2 0546.41 8/6 BTM, Draw
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–– Bxe1 4.Sd4, with:
•	Kxd4 5.Rh4+ Kd3 6.Rd4+ Kc2 7.Rd2+ 

Kc1 8.Rd1+ Kc2 9.Rd2+ Bxd2
•	Bc3 5.bxc3 Re5 6.Re1/iv Kxc3 7.Sxb3 Kxb3 

8.Rxe2 Rxe2 stalemate, or:
—— Rg4 3.Ba5 (Rh3+ Kc4;) Kc4 4.Sa3+/v Kd5 
(Kd4; Rc1) 5.Bd2, and:
–– Bg5 6.Sc4 Kxc4 7.Bxg5 Rxg5 8.Rh4+ Kd3 
9.Rd4+ Kxd4 stalemate, or:

–– Rd4 6.Sb5 Rxd2 7.Sc3+ Ke6 8.Sxe2 Bf6 
9.Sd4+ Bxd4 10.Rh6+/vi, with:
•	Kd5 11.Rd6+ Kc4 12.Rxd4+ Kxd4 stale-

mate, or:
•	Bf6 11.Rxf6+ Kxf6 stalemate.

i) 1.Sc6+? Kd5 2.Sb4+ Ke6 3.Sc6 Bf2 4.Bb4 
Rg3, with: 5.Bd2 Rxd3 6.Rh6+ Kf5 7.Rh5+ Ke4 
8.Re5+ Kf3 9.Re8 Rxd2 10.Sd4+ Kg2 11.Sxb3 
Rd1+ 12.Kxa2 e1Q 13.Rxe1 Bxe1 wins, or: 5.Rh6+ 
Kf5 6.Se7+ Ke5 7.Bd6+/vii Kd4 8.Sc6+ Kxd3 
9.Rh1 Rg7 10.Bb4 Ke4 wins.

ii) 2.Sd4? Kxd4, with: 3.Be7 Rf5 4.Bxh4 Rf1+ 
5.Be1 Kd3 6.Rh3+ Kc2 7.Rc3+ Kd1, or: 

3.Rxh4+ Kd3 4.Rh3+ Kc2 5.Rh1 Rd5 6.Bh6 
Rd1+ 7.Bc1 Rf1 8.Rxf1 exf1S win.

iii) 5.Bf4? Rxf4 6.Rh3+ Kd2 7.Rd3+ Ke1 8.Rf3 
Rc4 9.Rf1+ Kd2 10.Re1 Rc3, or 5.Rc1? Kd2 6.Re1 
Rf1 7.Bf2 Kd3 8.Bh4 Ke4 9.Bf2 Kf3 10.Bh4 Kg2, 
or 5.Be1? Rf1 6.Rh3+ Kc2 7.Rc3+ Kd1 8.Rd3+ 
Kxe1 9.Rf3 Kd2+ win.

iv) 6.Sxb3? e1Q+ 7.Rxe1 Rxe1+ 8.Kxa2 Kxc3 
wins.

v) 4.Sd6+? Kd5 5.Sb5 Kc5 6.Sc7 Rc4 wins.

vi) 10.Re1+? Kd5 11.Re5+ Kc4 12.Rc5+ Kd3 
13.Rc3+ Bxc3 wins.

vii) 7.Sg6+ Kd4 8.Rh4+ Ke3 9.Bc5+ Kd2 
10.Bb4+ Kc2 11.Rc4+ Kd1 wins.

No 23463  Marco Campioli & M. Viola 
(Italy). 1.Qa7+ (Kxe2 Sd4|+;) Kb3/i 2.Kxe2 Sd4+ 
3.Kf2 a2 4.Kxg2/ii b5 5.Qf7+ Re6 6.Qf1/iii Rh6 
7.Qd1+/iv Sc2 8.Qd5+/v Ka3 9.Qd2/vi a1Q/vii 
10.Qxh6 Qe1 11.Qa6+ Kb2 12.Qxb5+ Kc1 13.Qc4 
Qh4/viii 14.Qf1+ Kb2 15.Qb5+ Kc1 16.Qf1+/ix 
Se1+ 17.Kg1 Kd1 (Qxh7; Qxe1) 18.h8Q Qxh8 
19.Qe2+ Kxe2 stalemate.

i) Kb4 2.Kxe2 Sd4+ 3.Kf2 Sb5 4.Qxb7 a2 
5.Qa6 draws.

ii) 4.Qxb7+? Ka3 5.Qa7+ Kb2 6.Qb6+ Sb3 
7.Kxg2 a1Q wins.

iii) 6.h8Q? a1Q 7.Qxe5 Qb2+ 8.Kf1 Qc1+ 
wins.

iv) 7.Qd3+? Ka4 8.Qd1+ Sb3 9.Qxg4+ Ka3 
10.Qg7 Rxh7 11.Qxh7 a1Q wins.

v) 8.Qd3+? Kb2 9.Qxb5+ Kc1 10.Qxe5 a1Q 
wins.

vi) 9.Qc5+? b4 10.Qa5+ Kb2 11.Qxe5+ Kb1 
12.Qf4 a1Q 13.Qxh6 Qc3 14.Qh1+ Se1+, or 
9.Qd3+? Kb2 10.Qxb5+ Kc1 11.Qxe5 a1Q, or 
9.Qa8+? Kb2 win.

vii) Rxh7 10.Qc3+ Ka4 11.Qxc2+ draws.
viii) g3 14.Qc5 Qe4+ 15.Kxg3 Qxh7 16.Qxe5 

draws.
ix) 16.Qxe5? Qxh7 17.Qf4+ (Kg3 Qh3+;) Kb2 

18.Qxg4 Se3+ wins.

No 23461 P. Krug
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-mK-+0 
9sn-+-+-+-0 
9r+-zP-+-+0 
9+-+-+-zP-0 
9-+-zP-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+k+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyf8e2 0303.30 4/3 Draw

No 23462 P. Krug 
& M. Garcia

commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-vL-+0 
9sN-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-tr-0 
9-+-mk-+-vl0 
9+p+P+-+-0 
9pzP-+p+-+0 
9mK-+-+-+R0 
xiiiiiiiiya1d4 0441.23 6/6 Draw

No 23463 M Campioli 
& M. Viola †

commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+r+-+0 
9+p+-+-+P0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-zpn+-0 
9k+-+-+p+0 
9zp-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+p+p+0 
9+-+-mK-wQ-0 
xiiiiiiiiye1a4 1303.16 3/9 Draw
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11th UAPA ty 2020

The 11th informal internet tourney of the Argentian Chess Problemist Association (UAPA) again 
attracted many studies (in total 73 studies by 28 composers from 16 countries). The tourney was 
directed again by Sebastián A. Palomo. This time there were three sections, one thematic and the 
usual win and draw section. Each section had its own judge. The provisional awards were dated 
3vii2020, 15viii2020, and 22vii2020 respectively. The final award was undated, and there do not seem 
to have been any changes.

Regrettably, the award was not properly edited.

Thematic section

The prescribed theme was: in a win study a 
minor piece dominates another minor piece. 
It was allowed to have additional pieces in the 
initial position. The judge was Bizijagin Buyan-
nemekh (Mongolia). 13 studies by 10 compos-
ers from 8 countries participated.

No 23464  Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.Sf2 
Bc2 2.a6 Bxb3 3.Sg4+ Kg7 4.Se3 Ba4 5.Sf5+ Kf6 
6.Sd4 b3 7.a7 b2/i 8.a8Q b1Q 9.Qh8 mate.

i) Bc6 8.Sxc6 b2 9.a8Q b1Q 10.Qh8+ Ke6 
11.Qe5 mate.

No 23465  Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) & 
Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Sd3/i Sa6+ 
2.Kc8 h1Q 3.Rb1+ Kg2 4.Shf4+ Kh2 5.Rxh1+ 
Kxh1 6.Sd5 Kg2 7.Kb7 S6c5+ 8.Sxc5 Sxc5+ 
9.Kc6/ii Sa4 10.Se3+ Kf3 11.Sd1 Ke2 12.Kb5 wins.

i) Try: 1.Rb1? Sa6+ 2.Kd6 h1Q 3.Sd3+ Kg2 
4.Shf4+ Kh2 5.Rxh1+ Kxh1 6.Sd5 Kg2 7.Kc6 Kf3 
draws.

ii) Thematic try: 9.Kb6? Sa4+ 10.Kb5 Sb2 
11.Kc5/xi Kf3 12.Kd4 Sa4/xii 13.Sc3 Sb2 14.Sd1 
Sxd1 15.a4 Se3 16.a5 Sf5+ 17.Kc5 Se7 18.a6 Sc8 
draws.

No 23466  Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine). 
1.h5 Sg3 2.h6 Be3+ 3.Kxe3 Sf5+ 4.Kf4 Sxh6 
5.Kg5, and: 

—— Sf7+ 6.Kf6 Sh6 7.Ke6 Sg4 8.Bc5+ Ka6 9.Bg1 
Kb5 10.d4 wins, or:

—— Sg8 6.Bf8/i Kb7 7.Kf5/ii Kc6 8.Ke6 Sf6 9.Kxf6 
Kd5 10.Bc5 Kxc5 11.Ke5 Kc6 12.d4 wins.
i) Try: 6.Ba3? Kb7 (Kb6) 7.Kg6 Kc6 8.Kg7 

Kd5 9.Bb2 Se7 drawss.
ii) Thematic try: 7.Kg6? Kc6 8.Kf7 Kd5 9.Bg7 

Sh6+ 10.Bxh6 Kd4 draws.
No 23467  Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Be5 Sg5 

2.Ke2 g2 3.Bh2 Sh3 4.Sd2 g1Q (Kc6; Sf3) 5.Bxg1 
Sxg1+ 6.Kf1 Sh3 7.Se4/i Kc6 8.Kg2 Kd5 9.Sc3+ 
Kc4 10.Kxh3 wins.

i) 7.Sf3? Kc6 8.Kg2 Kd5 9.Kxh3 Ke4 draws.

No 23464 O. Pervakov
prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+pzpp+p0 
9-+-+-+-mk0 
9zP-+-+-+P0 
9-zp-+-+-mK0 
9+P+-+-+N0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+l+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh4h6 0031.35 5/7 Win

No 23465 M. Hlinka 
& M. Garcia
special prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-sn-+-+-+0 
9+RmK-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9n+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+N0 
9P+-+-+-zp0 
9+-sN-+k+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc7f1 0108.11 5/4 Win

No 23466 V. Tarasiuk
honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9mk-+-vL-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-mK-zP0 
9+-+P+-+-0 
9-+-+-vl-+0 
9+-+-+-+n0 
xiiiiiiiiyf4a7 0043.20 4/3 Win



11th UAPA ty 2020

— 37 —

No 23468  Valery Kalashnikov (Russia). 
1.Sf6/i Rh8 2.c5/ii Kxe2 3.e8Q+ Rxe8 4.Sxe8 Bb7 
5.Sd6 Ba8 6.Kb6 Kd3 7.Se8, and:

—— Kd4 8.Sc7 Bb7 9.Se6+ Kd5 10.Kxb7 Kxe6 
11.Kxc6 wins, or:

—— Kc4 8.Sf6 Bb7 (Kd4; Sd7) 9.Se4 Ba8 (Bc8; 
Sd6+) 10.Ka7 Kd5 11.Kxa8 Kxe4 12.Kb7 Kd5 
13.Kb6 wins.
i) Tries: 1.Sg7? Re4 2.e8Q Rxe8 3.Sxe8 c5, or 

1.Sd6? Rh5+ 2.Kb6 Re5 3.e8Q Rxe8 4.Sxe8 c5 
5.e3 Ke2 (Kf2) draw.

ii) 2.e8Q? (e4? c5;) Rxe8 3.Sxe8 c5 4.e3 Ke2 
draws.

No 23469  Michal Formela (Poland). 1.Sb4 
Sc3 2.Bxa3 dxc5 3.Sc2+ Kb1 4.Kxc3 Sf6 5.Se3 
Se4+ 6.Kc4 Ka2 7.Bxc5 Sxg3 8.Bd4 Sxh5 9.Be5 
wins.

i) e.g. Kb1 10.Kd3 g3 11.Ke2 Kc1 12.Kf3 Kd2 
13.Sg2 Kd3 14.Kg4 Ke4 15.Bb2 e5 16.Kxh5 Kf3 
17.Sh4+ Kf2 18.Bxe5 g2 19.Bd4+ Kf1 20.Sf3.

Win section

The judge of the win section was Petr Kiry-
akov (Russia) who writes that this is his first 
award and that he values studies which are 
suitable for solving as he is a former Russian 
champion in solving (1991). 

In total 31 studies by 22 composers from 14 
countries participated.

No 23470  Aleksandr Stavrietsky & Oleg 
Pervakov (Russia). 1.Rc2+ Bc3+ 2.Rc1 Qh7+ 
3.e4/i Qxe4+ 4.Qc2 Rh2 5.Sxb7/ii Qh7 6.Sd6+ 
Kb8 7.Bc7+ Ka8 8.Qe4+ Qxe4+ 9.Sxe4 Rb2+ 
10.Ka1 Rc2+ 11.Sxc3 wins.

No 23467 P. Arestov
special honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+k+-+-vL-0 
9-+-+n+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-zP-zp-0 
9-+-mK-+-+0 
9+N+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd2b7 0014.11 4/3 Win

No 23468 V. Kalashnikov
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9l+-+N+-+0 
9+-+-zP-+-0 
9-+p+-+-+0 
9mK-+-+-+-0 
9-+P+-+-tr0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+P+-+0 
9+-+-+k+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya5f1 0331.31 5/4 Win

No 23469 M. Formela
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+n+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9N+-zpp+-zp0 
9+-zP-+-+P0 
9-+-+-+p+0 
9vlK+-+-zP-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9mknvL-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb3a1 0047.34 6/8 Win

No 23470 A. Stavrietsky 
& O. Pervakov

prizeXIIIIIIIIY
9-+ksN-+-+0 
9+p+q+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9vLp+-+-+P0 
9-zP-+-+P+0 
9+-+-zP-+-0 
9Q+-+-tR-+0 
9+K+-vl-+r0 
xiiiiiiiiyb1c8 4441.42 9/6 Win

No 23471 P. Arestov
1st honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+P+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+k+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-tR-+0 
9+-+-wq-+-0 
9P+l+-+K+0 
9+-+-+-tR-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg2b5 3230.20 5/3 Win

No 23472 A. Jasik
2nd honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-vl-+-+-+0 
9+P+-+-+-0 
9-sNP+-+R+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+Pzp-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9pzpp+-mK-+0 
9+qmk-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyf2c1 3131.34 6/7 Win
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i) 3.Qc2? Rh2 4.Qf5+ Qxf5+ 5.gxf5 Rb2+ 
6.Ka1 Rc2+ 7.Kb1 Rb2+ draws.

ii) Thematic try: 5.Sf7? Qh7/vii 6.Sd6+ Kb8 
7.Bc7+ Ka8 8.Qxh7 Rb2+ 9.Ka1 Rc2+ 10.Kb1 
Rb2+ draws.

No 23471  Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.a4+ 
Bxa4 2.Rb1+/i Kc5 3.Rf5+ Kc4 4.d8Q Bc6+ 
5.Kf1/ii Bg2+ 6.Kxg2 Qd2+ 7.Rf2 (Qxd2? stale-
mate) Qxd8 8.Rc2+ Kd3 9.Rd1+ Kxc2 10.Rxd8 
wins.

i) 2.Rf5+? Kc4 3.d8Q Bc6+ 4.Kh2 (Kf1 
Qh3+;) Qh6+ 5.Kg3 Qe3+ draws.

ii) 5.Kh2? Qe2+ 6.Kg3 Qg2+ 7.Kf4 Qe4+ 
8.Kg5 Qxb1 9.Rf4+ Be4 draws.

No 23472  Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.c7/i 
Bxc7 2.Sc4 Bb6+ 3.Rxb6/ii a1Q 4.b8Q Qba2 
5.Qxf4+ Kb1/iii 6.Sd2+ Kc1 7.Sb3++ Kb1 8.Qc1+ 
bxc1Q 9.Sd2 mate.

i) 1.Sc4? Ba7+ 2.Ke2 f3+ 3.Kxf3 a1Q 4.b8Q 
Qba2 draws.

ii) 3.Ke2? f3+ 4.Kxf3 Kd1 5.b8Q c1Q 6.Qd6+ 
Kc2 7.Sa3+ Kc3 8.Sb5+ Kc4 9.Sa3+ Kc3 10.Qe5+ 
Kd2 11.Rd6+ Qd3+ draws.

No 23473  Alexey Gasparyan (Armenia). 
1.Rd1+ Kc6 2.Rc8+ Kb5 3.c4+ Kxa6 4.Ra1 Qxa1 
5.Ra8 Qa3+ 6.Kf7 Bg6+ 7.Kg8 Bh7+ 8.Kh8 Qf8+ 
9.Rxf8 Kxa7 10.Kxh7 Rb3 11.h4 Rh3 12.Sf3 Rxf3 
13.h5 f5 14.Kg6 Rg3+ 15.Kh6 f4 16.Rxf4 wins.

No 23474  Valery Kalashnikov (Russia). 
1.Sa7+ Ka4 (Kc4; Bg8+) 2.Sxe4, and:

—— e1Q 3.Sc5+ Ka5 4.Sc6+ Kb5 5.Bd3+ Bc4 
6.Sd4+ Ka5 7.Bxc4 Qb4+ 8.Bb5 Qxc5 (Qxd4; 
Sb3+) 9.Sb3+ (Bxc5? stalemate) Kxb5 10.Sxc5 
wins, or: 

—— Bd5+ 3.Ka6/i Bxe4 4.Bxe4 Kb3 5.Bd5+ Ka4 
6.Sc8 e1Q 7.Sb6 mate.
i) 3.Kb6? Bxe4 4.Bxe4 Kb3 5.Bd5+ Ka4 6.Be4 

Kb3 positional draw.

No 23475  Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Qg6+/i 
Kh8 2.Sce6 Rg8 3.Kh4 Rxf5 4.exf5 Qxd5 (Qc1; 
Se2) 5.Sf3 Qxf3 6.Qh7+ Kxh7 7.Sg5+ Kh6 8.Sf7+ 
Kh7 9.Bg6 mate.

i) 1.Sxa8? Qc8 2.Bf7 Kh8, or 1.Bf7? Kh8 2.Qg6 
Rxf5+ 3.Sxf5 Qc1+ 4.Kh4 Qh1+ draw.

No 23476  Michal Formela (Poland). 1.Bxc7 
Sxc7 2.Rd6 Kd8 3.Rxg7 Bxg7 4.Sg5 b1Q 5.Sf7+ 
Ke7 6.d8Q+ Kxf7 7.Qxc7+ Kg8 8.Qc4+ Kh7 
9.Qh4+ Kg8 10.Rd8+ Kf7 11.Qc4+ Kf6 12.Qc3+ 
Kg6 13.Rd6+ Kh7 14.Qh3+ Kg8 15.Rd8+ 
Kf7 16.Qd7+ Kf6 17.Qd6+ Kg5 18.Qe7+ Kf4 
19.Qc7+ Be5 20.Rf8+ Ke3 21.Qc5+ Ke4 22.Qc6+ 
Kd4 23.Rd8+ Ke3 24.Qh6+ Bf4 25.Qh3+ Ke2 
26.Qh5+ Ke3 27.Qc5+ Ke2 28.Qf2+ Kd1 29.Qxf4 
Qb4 30.Rd4 Qc3 31.Kxh2 Kc2 32.Qe4+ Kb2 
33.Qd5 d1Q 34.Rxd1 wins/i.

i) e.g. Qh8+ 35.Kg3 Qg7+ 36.Kf4 Qf6+ 37.Ke4 
Qe7+ 38.Kf5 Qf8+ 39.Ke6 Qe8+ 40.Kd6.

HH: a study for solving?

No 23477  Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel 
Keith (France). 1...Ra2+ 2.Kb8, and:

No 23473 A. Gasparyan
3rd honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+RmK-+0 
9vLp+-+-+l0 
9Ptr-mk-zp-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+P0 
9q+P+-+-sN0 
9+-+-+-+R0 
xiiiiiiiiyf8d6 3541.32 8/6 Win

No 23474 V. Kalashnikov
4th honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+N+-vL-+0 
9+K+-+-+L0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+k+-+-+-0 
9-+-+p+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9l+-+psN-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb7b5 0052.02 5/4 Win

No 23475 P. Krug
special honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9r+-+-+-+0 
9+-sN-+-zpk0 
9-wQ-+-+-+0 
9+-+P+PmKL0 
9-+qsNPtrp+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-zp-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg5h7 4612.33 8/7 Win
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—— Rb2+ 3.Sb6 Qh8+/i 4.Sd8+ Kxb6 5.Bc7+ 
Kc5+ 6.Kc8 Qf6 (Rb4; Bd6+) 7.Bf4 Qxf4 
(Kb6; Be3+) 8.Se6+ wins, or:

—— Ra8+ 3.Kxa8 Qa1+ 4.Qa6+/ii Qxa6+ 5.Sa7+ 
Kb6 6.Bc7 mate.
i) Rxb6+ 4.Kc8 Qh8+ 5.Sd8+ Kc5 6.Bf2+ 

wins.
ii) 4.Kb8? Qa8+ 5.Kxa8 stalemate, or 4.Sa7+? 

Qxa7+ 5.Kxa7 stalemate.

No 23478  L’ubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka 
(Slovakia). 1.Sc4+ Ka7 2.Ke6 g2 3.Bd4+ Kb8 
4.Kd7 Sf6+ 5.Bxf6 g1Q 6.c7+ Ka7 7.c8S+ Kb8 
8.Be5+ Ka8 9.S4b6+ Qxb6 10.Sxb6+ wins.

No 23479  Emil Melnichenko (New Zea-
land). 1.b7 Kc6 2.b8Q Rxb8 3.Qg6+ Kd5 4.Qf5+ 
Re5 5.e4+ Kd6 6.Qf6+ Re6 7.e5+ Kd7 8.Qf7+ 
Re7 9.e6+ Kd8 10.Qf8+ Re8 11.Qd6+ Kc8 
12.Qd7 mate.

No 23480  Poul Rewitz (Denmark). 1.a5 Sf7 
2.a6 Se5 3.a7 Sc4+ 4.Kd4 Sb6 5.Kc5 Sa8 6.Kd6 
Kf7/i 7.Kd7 Kf8 8.Ke6 Kg7 9.Ke7 Kg8 10.Kf6 
Kh7 11.Kf7 zz Sb6 12.Ke8 Kg7 13.Kd8 Kf7 14.Kc7 
Sa8+ 15.Kb7 Ke6 16.Kxa8 wins.

i) Ke8 7.Ke6 Sc7+ 8.Kf6 Kd7 9.Kxg6 wins.

No 23481  Janos Mikitovics (Hungary). 
1.fxe3 Ba3 2.Ra7, and:

—— Kf2 3.Se5 Bd6 4.Sxd3+ Kxe3 5.Se1 d3 6.Bd1 
Kd2 7.Sxd3 Kxd1 8.Rd7 Ba3 9.Sf4+ Ke1 10.Ra7 
Bc1 11.Sd3+ Kd1 12.Kd7 Bd2 13.Ra1+ Kc2 
14.Sb4+ Kb2 15.Rd1 Be3 16.Rh1 Bd2 17.Sd3+ 
Kc2 18.Rh3 Kd1 19.Sc5 c2 20.Rh1+ Ke2 21.Sb3 
Be3 22.Kc6 Kd3 23.Kb5 Kc3 24.Ka4 Kb2 
25.Rh2 Kb1 26.Kb4 Bf4 27.Rf2 Bd6+ 28.Kc3 
Be5+ 29.Kd2 Kb2 30.Sc1 Bc3+ 31.Kd3 wins, 
or:

—— c2 3.Se5 Bd6 4.Ra1+ Kd2 5.exd4 Ke3 6.Sxd3 
Kxd3 7.Bd1 cxd1Q 8.Rxd1+ Kc4 9.d5 wins.

No 23476 M. Formela
special honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+n+-+0 
9+-zpPmk-zp-0 
9-+-+-tRRvl0 
9zp-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-vL-+0 
9+-+-+-+N0 
9-zp-zp-+Ksn0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg2e7 0247.15 6/9 Win

No 23477 P. Arestov 
& D. Keith

1st commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9K+N+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+k+N+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+Q+-vL-0 
9-tr-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+q0 
xiiiiiiiiya8c6 4312.00 5/3 BTM, Win

No 23478 L’. Kekely 
& M. Hlinka

2nd commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+n+-+0 
9+p+-+-+-0 
9pmkP+-+-+0 
9+-+KsN-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-zp-0 
9-vL-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd5b6 0014.13 4/5 Win

No 23479 E. Melnichenko
3rd commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-wQ-0 
9-zP-+-+-+0 
9+kzp-+-+-0 
9-tr-+r+-+0 
9+-mK-zP-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc3b5 1600.21 4/4 Win

No 23480 P. Rewitz
4th commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-mk-sn0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+p+0 
9+-+-+-zP-0 
9P+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-mK-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiye3f8 0003.21 3/3 Win

No 23481 J. Mikitovics
special commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-mK-+-+0 
9+-+-tR-+-0 
9-+N+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-zp-+-+0 
9+-zppzpL+-0 
9-+-+-zP-+0 
9+-vl-mk-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd8e1 0141.14 5/6 Win
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No 23482  Branislav Djurašević (Serbia). 
1.Be8, and:

—— h2 2.Bc6+ Kf1 3.Rf6+ Kg1 4.Rg6 d2 5.Rd6 
h1Q 6.Bxh1 Kxh1 7.Kb1 g2 8.Rh6+ Kg1 9.Kc2 
Kf1 10.Rf6+ Ke1 11.Re6+ Kf1 12.Kxd2 g1Q 
13.Re1+ Kf2 14.Rxg1 Kxg1 15.Kc3 Kf2 16.Kb3 
Ke3 17.Kxa3 Kd4 18.Kb4 Kd5 19.Kb5 Kd6 
20.Kb6 Kd7 21.Kb7 Kd6 22.a4 wins, or:

—— Kh2 2.Bd7 d2 3.Bg4 d1Q+ 4.Bxd1 g2 5.Rg6 
g1Q 6.Rxg1 Kxg1 7.Kb1 Kf2 8.Ba4 Ke3 9.Kc2 
wins.

Draw section

The judge of the draw section was Vladimir 
Neishtadt (Russia), who considered 29 studies 
by 19 composers from 13 countries.

No 23483  Janos Mikitovics (Hungary). 
1.Sg5 Qxg5 2.Qxc7+ e5 3.Kxd3 h3 4.Qh7 Qg4 

5.c7 h2 6.Kc3 e4 7.Kb4 e3+ 8.Ka3 e2 9.c8Q 
Qxc8 10.Qd3+ Kh4 11.Qh7+ Kg4 12.Qe4+ Kg5 
13.Qe3+ Kg6 14.Qg3+ Kf6 15.Qh4+ Kg6 16.Qg3+ 
perpetual check.

No 23484  Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Sc4 
Qf7 2.Se5 Qe6 3.g8Q+ Qxg8 4.f7 Qf8 5.Bd4 Sc8 
6.Be3 Qg7 7.Bd4 Qf8 8.Be3 h6 9.Bf2 h5 10.Be3 
h4 11.Bf2 Qg7 12.Bd4 draws.

No 23485  Amatzia Avni (Israel) & Vladislav 
Tarasiuk (Ukraine). 1.f8Q Qxf8 2.b7 Qb4+ 3.Kc1 
Qxb7 4.Bxd5+ Qxd5 5.c8Q h2 6.Qh3+ Kxg1 
(Qxa2 stalemate) 7.Qxh2+ Kxh2 8.e4+ Qd2+ 
9.Kxd2 Kg3 10.Ra6 Kf4 11.Ke1 draws.

v) Thematic try: 6.e4+? Qxa2 7.Qh3+ Kh1 
wins.

No 23486  Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Bg6+ 
Kg8 2.Bf5 Sg4+ 3.Bxg4 Bd3 4.Be6+ Kh8 5.c7 
Bxc7/i 6.Qg5 fxg5 7.d8Q+ Bxd8 stalemate.

No 23482 B. Djurašević
special commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-tR0 
9+-+-+-+L0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9zp-+p+-zpp0 
9P+-+-+k+0 
9mK-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya1g2 0110.14 4/5 Win

No 23483 J. Mikitovics
1st/2nd prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+Q+-+-+0 
9+-zp-zp-+-0 
9-+P+-+-+0 
9+-+-wq-+-0 
9-+K+-+-zp0 
9+-+p+-mkN0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyc4g3 4001.14 4/6 Draw

No 23484 A. Jasik
1st/2nd prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-mK-mk-+-+0 
9sn-+-zp-zPp0 
9-zp-sN-zPq+0 
9+P+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+P+0 
9vL-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb8d8 3014.43 7/6 Draw

No 23485 A. Avni 
& V. Tarasiuk
3rd/4th prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+L+0 
9+-zP-+P+-0 
9-zP-+-+-+0 
9+-wqpzp-+l0 
9-+-+-+-zp0 
9+-+-+-+p0 
9RmK-+P+k+0 
9+-+-+-sN-0 
xiiiiiiiiyb2g2 3141.44 8/7 Draw

No 23486 A. Jasik
3rd/4th prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+P+k+L0 
9lwqP+-zp-mK0 
9+-+-vl-+P0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-sn-+0 
9+-wQ-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh6f7 4073.31 6/6 Draw

No 23487 P. Krug 
& M. Garcia

5th prizeXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+k+-+0 
9+p+lzPR+-0 
9-+-+p+-+0 
9+r+PsN-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9p+-mK-+-+0 
9sn-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyd2e8 0434.23 5/7 Draw
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i) Qxc7 6.Qxc7 Bxc7 7.Bf5 Bxf5/vi 8.d8Q+ 
Bxd8 stalemate.

No 23487  Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario 
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.d6 Sb3+ 2.Kc2 
Sd4+ 3.Kd3 Rb3+ 4.Ke4 Rf3 5.Rh7 Bc6+ 6.Sxc6 
Re3+ 7.Kf4 Se2+ 8.Kxe3 a1Q 9.Rf7, and:

—— Qa3+ 10.Kxe2 Kxf7 11.d7 Qxe7 12.d8S+ Ke8 
13.Sxe7 Kxe7 14.Sxb7 draws, or:

—— Qc3+ 10.Kxe2 Qc2+ 11.Ke1 Qe4+ 12.Kf2 Kxf7 
13.d7 Qf4+ 14.Ke2 draws. 

No 23488  Pavel Arestov & Petr Kiryak-
ov (Russia). 1.h4 Qe1+ 2.Kh2 Qe5+ 3.Kh1 Qg3 
4.Re4+, and:

—— Kd7 5.Rd4+ Kc6 6.Rd1 Qf2 7.Kh2 Qf4+ 8.Kg1 
Qe3+ 9.Kh2 Qe5+ 10.Kg1 positional draw, 
or:

—— Kf7 5.Kg1 Kg8 6.Re8+ Kg7 7.Re7+ Kg6 
8.Re6+ Kh5 9.Re7 Qg6/i 10.Rb7 Qf5 11.Rb3 

Qc5+ 12.Kh1 Qc1+ 13.Kh2 Qf4+ 14.Kh1 Qf1+ 
15.Kh2 positional draw.
i) Kh6 10.Re6+ Kg7 11.Re7+ positional draw.

No 23489  Valery Kalashnikov (Russia). 
1.Sd7 Ba7 2.g7 Bb3 3.Sf6 Bc4+ 4.Ke1 Sf3+ 5.Kd1 
Be3 6.g8Q Bxg8 7.Sxg8 Bg5 8.Kc2 Kb5 9.Kd3 
Kc6 10.Ke4 Sh4 11.Ke5 Kd7 12.Sf6+ draws.

i) 1.g7? Bb3 2.Sd7 Bc4+ 3.Ke1 Bg3+ wins.

No 23490  Marc Gelly (France). 1.g4 e1Q 
2.Rg3 Kd7 3.Rd3+ Ke7 4.Rd7+ Kf6 5.Rf7+ Ke5 
6.Rf2 Qb1 7.Re2+ Kf6 8.Rxe6+ Kxe6 stalemate.

No 23491  Leonid Topko (Ukraine). 1.Sg3+ 
Kh2 2.Rh5+ gxh5 3.Se4+ Kh1 4.Sg3+ Kh2 5.Se4+ 
Kh3 6.Sf2+ Kh4 7.Bd8+ Kg3 8.Bc7+ Kh4 9.Bd8+ 
perpetual check.

No 23492  Janos Mikitovics (Hungary). 
1.Rg8 Bf4 2.Rh8 h4 3.Kg2 Bg3 4.Rg8 Be1 5.Re8 

No 23488 P. Arestov 
& P. Kiryakov
special prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+k+-+0 
9+-+-+-+p0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+R+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-mK-0 
9-+-+-+PzP0 
9+-+-+-wq-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg3e8 3100.21 4/3 Draw

No 23489 V. Kalashnikov
special prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-vl-+-sN-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+P+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9k+-+-+-sn0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+l+K+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyf1a4 0064.10 3/4 Draw

No 23490 M. Gelly
special prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+k+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-zp-0 
9-+-+p+Pvl0 
9+-+-+-zpK0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-zPp0 
9-+-zpp+R+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyh5c8 0130.26 4/8 Draw

No 23491 L. Topko
special prizeXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-vL-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+p+0 
9+-+-tR-+N0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+K+p+0 
9+-+-+-wqk0 
xiiiiiiiiye2h1 3111.02 4/4 Draw

No 23492 J. Mikitovics
1st/2nd honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-tR-+-+0 
9+k+-+-+-0 
9-sn-zP-+-+0 
9+-+-sn-+p0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-vl-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-mK-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg1b7 0136.11 3/5 Draw

No 23493 D. Gatti 
& P. Arestov

1st/2nd honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+r+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-zP-zP0 
9+P+-+-mk-0 
9K+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiya4g5 0300.30 4/2 Draw
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Sd3 6.Kh3 Bg3 7.Re7+ Kc6 8.Re3 Sf2+ 9.Kg2 
Bxd6 10.Re6 Sd3 11.Rxd6+ Kxd6 12.Kh3 draws.

No 23493  Daniele Gatti (Italy) & Pavel 
Arestov (Russia). 1.f7 Rf8 2.b6 Kf6 3.Kb5 Ke6 
4.Kc5 Kd7 5.h7 Ke6 6.b7 Kd7 7.Kd4 Kd6 8.Ke4 
Ke6 9.Kd4 Rb8 10.Kc5 Kd7 11.Kd4 Kd6 12.Ke4 
draws.

No 23494  Branislav Djurašević & Mirko 
Marković (Serbia). 1.Rf4 Sed7 2.Kb7 Sc5+ 3.Kc6 
Sce4 4.Rxf6/i Sxf6 5.Kxd6 Kc2 6.Ke5 Kd3 7.Kf4 
Ke2 8.Kg3 Ke1 9.Kxh2 draws.

i) 4.Rxe4? Sxe4 5.Bxe4+ Kc1 6.Kxd6 Kd2 
7.Ke5 Ke3 8.Kf5 g3, or 4.Rxg4? Sxg4 5.Bxe4+ 
Kc1 6.Kxd6 Kd2 7.Ke6 Ke3 8.Kf5 Sh6+ 9.Ke5 
Sf7+ win.

No 23495  L’ubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka 
(Slovakia). 1.Be4+ Sxe4 2.Rh7+ Qh2 3.Rxh2+ 

Kxh2 4.Bc7+ Kh1 5.Rh8+ Kg1 6.Bb6+ Sec5+ 
7.Bxc5+ Sxc5+ 8.Ka3 c1Q 9.Rh1+ Kxh1 stale-
mate.

No 23496  Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Peter 
Krug (Austria). 1.Bb1+ Kg8 2.b7 Qb2+ 3.Kg3 
Qxb1 4.f7+ Kg7 5.Kf2 Qb6 6.Ke2 Kf8 7.Kd3 Kg7 
8.Ke2 Kf8 9.Kd3 positional draw.

No 23497  Michal Formela (Poland). 1.Sc5 
Sxc5 2.Rxc5+ Ke4 3.Rxc2 h5+ 4.Kh4 f3 5.Rc4+ 
Kd3 6.Rf4 e2 7.Rxf3+ Ke4 8.Rg3 e1Q stalemate.

No 23498  Poul Rewitz (Denmark). 1.Ke7 d4 
2.Ke6/i dxc3 3.Kd6 Ka8 4.Kd5/ii Kxa7 5.Kc6 zz 
Kb8 6.Kb6 Sb4 7.Kxc5 Sxc2 8.Kxc4 Sd4 9.Kxc3 
draws.

i) Try: 2.Kd6? dxc3 3.Kd5 Kb6 4.a8S+/xii 
Kb7 5.Kd6 Kxa8 6.Kc6 Ka7 zz 7.Kb5 Kb7 wins. 

ii) 4.Kc6? Kxa7 zz 5.Kb5 Kb7 wins.

No 23494 Branislav Djurašević 
& Mirko Marković †

3rd honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-wq-vL-+R+0 
9+-+-+-tR-0 
9-+-+-+L+0 
9zp-+-+-+-0 
9K+-+-+-+0 
9+-+n+-sn-0 
9PzPp+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+k0 
xiiiiiiiiya4h1 3226.22 7/6 Draw

No 23495 L’. Kekely 
& M. Hlinka

4th honourable mentionXIIIIIIIIY
9-wq-vL-+R+0 
9+-+-+-tR-0 
9-+-+-+L+0 
9zp-+-+-+-0 
9K+-+-+-+0 
9+-+n+-sn-0 
9PzPp+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+k0 
xiiiiiiiiya4h1 3226.22 7/6 Draw

No 23496 P. Arestov 
& P. Krug

commendationXIIIIIIIIY
9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+k0 
9-zP-+-zP-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+-sN-+-+0 
9wq-+-+-+-0 
9L+-+-+K+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg2h7 3011.20 5/2 Draw

No 23497 M. Formela
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
9-+R+-+pzp0 
9+-+-mk-zP-0 
9-+-+NzpK+0 
9+-+nzp-+P0 
9-+p+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyg4e5 0104.25 5/7 Draw

No 23498 P. Rewitz
commendationXIIIIIIIIY

9-+-+-mK-+0 
9zPk+-+-+-0 
9n+-+-+-+0 
9+-zpp+-+-0 
9-+p+-+-+0 
9+-vL-+-+-0 
9-+P+-+-+0 
9+-+-+-+-0 
xiiiiiiiiyf8b7 0013.23 4/5 Draw
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