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FRME 2nd theme tourney 2020

The Royal Moroccan Chess Federation (FRME) regularly organizes composition tourneys and
has now started thematic ty’s. This is the 2nd thematic tourney - the 1st thematic ty had no study

section.

The themes was: “Double sacrifice. During the solution, a white minor piece (bishop or knight)
moves to a square where it can be captured by at least two of the opponent’s pieces”.

The tourney director Vidadi Zamanov (Azerbaijan) received 15 studies by 16 composers from 11
countries. The judge was Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Denmark). The provisional award was pub-
lished ix2020 and became final without changes (undated).

No 23734 A. Avni & Y. Afek

prize
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No 23734 Amatzia Avni (Israel) & Yo-
chanan Afek (Netherlands/Israel). 1.Bg4+ Kx-
g4/i 2.5g6/ii Sxay/iii 3.Rxay Khs 4.Kh3 (Sf4+?
Kxhg;) Kxg6 5.Ses+ Khs 6.Sg6 Kxgé6/iv 7.h5+
Kxhs 8.Rxh7 wins.

i) Kxh4 2.Rc8 Sxay 3.Rc4 wins.

ii) 2.Rg8+? Qxg8 3.Sxh6+ Kxhg+ 4.Sxg8
Sxay draws

iii) Kfs 3.Rf8 Qxg6+ 4.Sg5+ Kgg 5.a8Q, or
Khs 3.Sfes Sd4 4.Kh3 Se6 5.Kg3 Qc7 6.Rf8 Qc3+
7.5f3 Qc7+ 8.5f4+ Sxf4 9.a8Q Se6+ 10.Kh3, or
Qg7 3.Sfes+ Kf5 4.Rf8+ Qxf8 5.5xf8 win.

iv) Qxg6 7.Ras+ wins, or Qxay 7.5f4 mate.

“I am confident that the composers of this
study were challenged by the difficulty of cre-
ating a natural introduction to their idea and
they probably noticed the possibility of add-
ing an extra double knight sac on g6? But
then no introduction is possible! Or at least
I can’t find one - too bad. Instead, we have
this artificial-looking starting position and

an unpleasant exchange on ay. On the bright
side, we have the moves 3...Khs! 4. Kh3! and
a pointed finish. All in all, I think the stunning
final combination will be widely known (or

‘shared; as it is probably called now). It is the

kind of thing where one wonders why no one
found it before 2020

No 23735 G. Ostmoe
honourable mention

5>
% A
. P
%////
%,////
AL X

7
Z vV, V. Z
T B n

a6dy 0351.13 5/6 Win

\
N

018»

\

No 23735 Geir Sune Ostmoe (Norway).
1.Se8 Ra8+/i 2.Kby Ray+ 3.Kb8 (Kxay? e2+;)/ii
Bh2+ (e2; Bh3+) 4.Kxay Bes 5.Bbs+ Key (Ke6;
Sc7+) 6.5t6 Bxf6 7.Bh4 wins.

“This study shows a very nice doubling of a
well-known theme. The moves 1.Se8 and 6.5£6
are thematic. In both cases the sacrificed knight
can be captured both by the king - resulting
in immediate promotion - or by the rook or
bishop. In the latter case the piece ends up on
the same diagonal as the king, allowing a pin
and skewer respectively. The play is elegant, al-
though the need for three strong Black pawns
is a little unpleasant to me”.
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FRME 2nd theme tourney 2020

No 23736 V. Samilo No 23736 Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine).

commendation ¥:Sf6R+1—b KIf<3/i /2.{5 (18124/? lece46+1;<)dB6x£5 3.Se4 Kxeq/
ii 4.Rb1 Ke3/iii 5.Rf1/iv ds 6. raws.
/ﬁ @/ // // i) Kg3 2.Rg8 £1Q 3.Rg7 draws.
% /% / (3 / ii) Bxe4 4.Rf8+, or f1Q 4.Sd2+.
% / / 7{@ iii) ds 5.Rf1 Ke3 6.Kd6.
% % %@/ iv) 5.Ra1? ds 6.Kd6 Beg 7.Kc5 Bg2 8.Rd1 (c4
== %/ d4;) Ke2 9.Ra1 Kd3 wins.
. K “The preparatory 2.f5! and the triple-pur-
== pose 3.Se4! are really pleasing. The study seems
784 0131.22 5/4 Draw small at first glance but to me it is fully accept-

able to make such a study in the classical style
without a long introduction”.

€

Jan Timman (see also p. 228)
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6th Composing Tourney of FRME 2020

The 6th composing tourney of the Royal Moroccan Chess Federation attracted no fewer than 73
studies by 30 composers from 16 countries. The tourney director was Vidadi Zamanov (Azerbaijan).
The judge, Yochanan Afek, was assisted by Gady Costeft for soundness and anticipation checking.
The provisional award (undated) was open for claims until 5xii2020. In the final award no changes
were found; it would be helpful if it was explicitly mentioned that there were no changes.

No 23737 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
1st prize
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No 23737 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.Kg2/i Rd1 2.d6/ii Rxd6 3.Kh2/iii Rd3
4.Se1 Rd1 5.563 Rfi 6.Bg2 Rxf2 7.Se1 Rf1 8.5d3
Rd1 9.Kg3 Rxd3+ 10.Kf2 Re3 11.Ke1

i) Thematic try: 1.Kh2? Rf1 2.Bg2 (Kg2 Kg7;)
Rxf2 3.Se1 Rf1 4.Sd3 Rdi1 5.Kg3 Rxd3+ 6.Kf2 Rg3
7.Be4 Re3 wins.

ii) Thematic try: 2.Kh2? Rf1 3.Bg2 (Kg2 Kg7;)
Rxf2 4.Se1 Rf15.5d3 Rd1 6.Kg3 Rxd3+ 7.Kf2 Rg3
wins.

iii) 3.Se1? Rd1 4.5f3 Rf1, or 3.Kg1? Rd3 4.Se1
Rd1 win.

“The deepest and most original and crys-
tal-clear concept in the entire field! To gain a
draw White must predict a black rook sacri-
fice on g3 on move 10 and find a way to defend
against it. The crucial decision must be taken
as early the first move; however, the entire pro-
cess still should be handled with utmost preci-
sion. A super logical study!”

No 23738 Pavell Arestov (Russia) & Daniel

Keith (France). 1.Se5+/i Kf5 2.g7 Sg6+ 3.Sxg6
Bd4 4.Ses/ii Bxes 5.Kg8 Kg6 6.h8S+/iii Kf6

(Kxhe; St7+) 7.5f7 Bb2/iv 8.Khy Ke6 (Se7; g8Q)
9.Se5 Kxes (Bxes; g8Q+) 10.Kg6 Se7+ 11.Kf7 Sfs
12.h7 wins.

No 23738 P. Arestov & D. Keith
and prize
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i) 1.g7? Bd4 2.Kg8 Sxhy 3.Kxhy Khs 4.g8Q
St6+ draws.

ii) 4.Kg8? Kxg6 5.h8S+ Kxh6 6.Sf7+ Kg6
7.5h8+ Kfs5 8.Kf7 Bxgy 9.Kxgy Sb6 wins.

iii) 6.h8Q? Sf6+ 7.Kf8 Bd6 mate.

iv) Se7+ 8.Kf8 Bf4 9.g85+/v Sxg8 10.hy wins.

v) But not: 9.g8Q? Bxh6+ 10.Sxh6 Sxg8
11.5xg8+ Kes draws.

“Same piece same square: along the main
line a wS moves three times to e5 and twice it
is sacrificed there, first luring the enemy bish-
op to allow a future promoted knight a tempo
to attack it. The new-born knight is then given
away on the very same square to shut off the
diagonal and secure a final decisive promotion.
This is an original and neat presentation of the
Phoenix theme with the thematic moves be-
ing the only captures along the main line. The
counter play by the black knights and the ap-
pearance of evena third wS after 7...Se7+ turns
this study into a fascinating cavalry celebration”
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6th Composing Tourney of FRME 2020

No 23739 A. Avni & V. Tarasiuk
3rd prize
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No 23739 Amatzia Avni (Israel) & Vladislav
Tarasiuk (Ukraine). 1.£3+/i Kh3 (Kf3; Ses+)
2.Res5 Sfs (Qxhé6; Sd4) 3.hy Sxgs+ 4.Bxgs Qf6
5.Bf4/ii Qh4 6.Sey Qxhy 7.Sg6 Bxf4/iii 8.Rh5+
Qxhs 9.Sxf4+ draws.

i) 1.Se5+? Kh3 2.h7 Qhs wins.

ii) 5.Rf5?2 Qh6 (Qh8) 6.Be1 Qxhy, or 5.Rh5+?
Kxg3 6.h8Q Qxf3+ win.

iii) Qxg6 8.Rgs Qf7 9.Rg3+ Kh4 10.Rg4q+
Khs 11.Rg5+ Khg 12.Rg4+ Kh3 13.Rg3+ Khg
14.Rga+ perpetual check.

“In a seemingly hopeless initial position,
both materially and positionally, a heroic bat-
tle of quiet tactical blows and stunning neat
sacrifices out of nowhere eventually rescues
White, by a hairsbreadth, from the mighty roy-
al couple. High tension is maintained all the
way through”

No 23740 LKekely & M. Hlinka
4th prize
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No 23740 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1.Sc3+ Kc1 2.Re4 Rh4 3.Rxhg e1Q

4.Rh2/i f2/ii 5.Sd4/iii Qe3 6.Rhi+ Qe1 7.Rh2
Qe7+ 8.Kxagq Qay+ 9.Kb3z Qb8+ 10.Kaz Qb2+
11.Kag f1Q 12.Rxb2 Kxb2 13.Sce2 (Scbs? Qez1;)
Qf7 14.Kbs/iv Qds+ (Qg8; Kcs) 15.Kb4 zz Qes
16.Kc4 Qas 17.Kd3/v draws.

i) 4.Rf4? a3 5.Rxf3 a2 wins.

ii) Qg1 5.S5a2+ Kd1 6.Sc3+ Ke1 7.Se5 Qd4+
8.5c4 f2, e.g. 9.Rh1+ f1Q 10.Rxf1+ Kxf1 11.5xa4
draws.

iii) 5.Rxf2? Qxf2 6.Sxa4 Qd2+ 7.Kbs Qd3z+
wins (EGTB).

iv) 14.Kb4? Qds zz wins (EGTB).

v) 17.5b5? Qa4+ 18.Kc5 Qc2+ wins (EGTB).

“A pair of rook and knight encounter an ad-
vanced pawn duo by letting them both pro-
mote. This somewhat unusual scenario ends
up in a positional draw where the knights hold
their own against a queen, maintaining the for-
tress solely by king moves, comprehensive to
the human mind too”.

No 23741 S. Didukh
5th prize
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No 23741 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.Se3
Rgs+2.Sg2+/i Rxga+ 3.Kf1/ii a1Q 4.Qxa1 Rxf2+/
iii 5.Kg1/iv Sc3 6.Kxf2 zz diQ 7.Qc1+ Kga/v
8.Qf4+ Kxf4 stalemate.

i) 2.Kh2? Sc3 3.Qxd2 Rhs5+ 4.Kg1 Sez+/vi
wins.

ii) 3.Kh1? Rxf2 wins, avoiding a1Q? 4.Qxa1
Sc3 5.Qa4+ Sxa4 stalemate.

iii) Sc3 5.Qa4+ Sxa4 stalemate.

iv) 5.Kxf2? Sc3 zz, and: 6.Qxc3 di1S+, or here:
6.Qh1 Se4+ win.

v) Qxc1 stalemate.
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6th Composing Tourney of FRME 2020

vi) But not a1Q+? 5.5f1+ Kes 6.Qds+ (Qd4+,
Qdé6+) and stalemate.

“This study sees a daring sacrificial encoun-
ter for and against stalemate highlighted by the
capture refusal on the fifth move owing to re-
ciprocal zugzwang”.

No 23742 V. Tarasiuk
special prize
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No 23742 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.b4/i St6+ 2.Kc6 Kd4 3.Bh3/ii Sds/iii 4.bs Se7+
5.Kdé6 Sds 6.Bf5/iv Kc4 7.Bd3+ Kd4 8.Be2/v Sbé
9.Kc6 Sag 10.Bd1 Sb2 11.Bb3/vi Kc3 12.b6 wins.

i) 1.Bc6? Sgs 2.b4 Se4 3.Kcg Sd2+ 4.Kc3 Sbi+
5.Kc2 Sd2 6.Kc3 Sbi+ draws.

ii) 3.Be6? Se4 4.bs Scs 5.Bg8 Sag 6.Bb3 Scs
7.Bd1 Kc4 8.Be2+ Kb4 draws.

iii) Kes 4.bs Sds 5.Bg2 wins.

iv) Thematic try: 6.Bg4? Kc4 7.Be2+ Kd4 zz
8.Bf1 Sb6 9.Kc6 Sag 10.Be2 Kc3 11.Bd1 Sb2 po-
sitional draw.

v) Thematic try: 8.Bfi? Sb6 9.Kc6 Saq see
note iv).
vi) 11.b6? Sc4 12.b7 Sas+ draws.

“A well- constructed malyutka (Russian for a
5-piece baby-study) in classical style displaying
a subtle struggle to secure promotion, eventu-
ally decided by reciprocal zugzwang. The only
“real conservative” study among the prize-win-
ners is special”.

No 23743 Alexey Popov (Russia). 1.Sbg
Bc6+ 2.Sxc6 Raz+ 3.Sa7 Rb3 4.Bb7 Rxb7 5.5¢6
Kxc6 6.6 Kcy 7.e7 Rbs 8.e85+ Kdy 9.g6 Kxe8
10.h6 Kd7 11.Kay Kcy 12.Ka6 wins.

No 23743 A. Popov
1st honourable mention
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“The galloping white quartet on the kingside
is ready to march on but, however, the imme-
diate dangerous counter assault on the other
side of the board should not be ignored. The
Phoenix theme is employed here once again to
decide a sharp and bloody battle”

No 23744 R. Becker
2nd honourable mention
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No 23744 RichardBecker (USA).1.Sds5(Se8?
Kayz;) Rga/i 2.Rh6 (Rc1? Rd2;) Rg8+ 3.Kdy/ii
Rg7+/iii 4.Kc6 Re2+ 5.Kb6 Rb7+ 6.Ka6/iv Ray+
7.Kb6 Rc8 8.Rh3 a3 9.Sc7+ Raxcy (Kb8; Sa6+)
10.Rxa3+ Kb8 11.Ray Rxay/v stalemate.

i) Re4+ 2.Sc7+ Kay 3.Rh6 draws.

ii) 3.Kc7? Rc2+ 4.Kb6 a3 5.Rhy Rg6+ wins.

iii) Rd2 4.Ra6+ Kby 5.Rb6+ draws.

iv) 6.Kas? a3 7.Rh8+ Rb8 wins, e.g. 8.Rhy
wins e.g. a2 9.Sb6+ Rxb6 10.Kxb6 a1Q.

v) Re1 12.Rby+ Ka8 13.Ray+ perpetual check.

“White, an exchange down, saves the day by
creating sharp threats against the cornered en-
emy king. The highlight of the battle is a knight
sacrifice after which Black, by now a rook
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6th Composing Tourney of FRME 2020

ahead, is faced with a choice between either
perpetual check or stalemate”.

No 23745 D. Gatti
3rd honourable mention
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No 23745 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.a4/i Kxaq
2.Kc2 hs 3.h4/ii Kb4 4.Kd3 Kcs 5.Ke4 Kd6 6.Kf5
Key 7.d3/iii Bgy/iv 8.Kg6 Bf8 9.Kxhs Kf6 10.d4
Kfs5 11.ds5 zz Bey (Kf6; Kgg) 12.Kh6 B8+ 13.Khy
wins.

i) 1.Kd1? Bxa3z 2.Ke2 Kcg 3.Kez Kds 4.Kf4
Kxe6 draws.

ii) The composer supplied the following
line: 3.Kd3? h4 4.Ke4 Kb4 5.d4 Kbs 6.Kes Kc6
7.d5+ Kcs 8.d6 Bgy+ 9.Kfs Kxd6 10.Kg6 BfS,
giving exclamation marks to several moves of
the bK, including 4...Kb4. However, by doing
so, he seems to be trying to hide a black dual
as 4...Kbs also draws. Then after 5.d4 there are
three drawing moves: the natural 5...Kc6, but
also 5...Kb6 and even 5...h3. So this whole line
is not of interest. Although it seems that this is
only an analytical line, HH thinks this is bad
practice.

iii) 7.d4? Bgy 8.Kg6 Bf8 9.Kxhs5 Kf6 10.d5 Kf5
zz. Is this the long try the judge is referring to?
But Black also draws by 7...Bh6 or even the
obvious 7...Kd6 and White loses his e-pawn or
8.Kf6 Bey+ 9.Kf5 Bf8 (Kds) repeating. Further,
in the “long try” the capture 8...Bxd4 draws.

iv) Kde6 8.Kf6 Bey+ 9.Kg7 Kxe6 10.f8Q Bxf8+
11.Kxf8 Kds 12.Kf7 (Kg7) Kdg4 13.Kg6 Kxd3
14.Kxhs wins.

“A fine manifestation of a festina lente mo-
tivated by reciprocal zugzwang which makes
the difference between a long try and a tempo
longer solution”

No 23746 L. Gonzalez
4th honourable mention
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No 23746 Luis Miguel Gonzalez (Spain).
1.Qc6+ Kxhs 2.Qf6 Qf8 3.Kf1/i bs/ii 4.a3 Kgg
5.Ke1/iii zz, and:

— by 6.Ke2 bxa3 7.Qg6+ Kfg/iv 8.Qhy Qxf7/v
9.Qh4+ mate.

— Khs 6.Ke2/vi Kgg4 7.Qg6+ Kh4 8.Qg8 Qxa3
10.Qd8+ wins.

i) 3.Ke2? Kg4 4.Qg6+ Kh4 5.Kf1 b5 6.Qhy+
Shs 7.Qg8 Qd6 8.f8Q Qdi+ 9.Kf2 Qd4+ 10.Kf3
Qdi+ 11.Kg2 Sf4+ draws.

ii) Kg4 4.a4 Shs 5.Qg6+ Khg 6.Qg8 Qdé
7.68Q Qdi+ 8.Kf2 Qd4+ 9.Ker Qai+ 10.Kd2
Qb2+ 11.Kd3 Sfg4+ 12.Kc4 bs+ 13.Kcs Se6+
14.Qxe6 wins, e.g. Qa3+ 15.Kds Qxf8 16.axbs, or
Se8 4.Qxes+ Kg6 5.Qxe8 Qxf7+ 6.Qxf7+ wins.

iii) 5.Ke2? Shs 6.Qg6+ Khy, or 5.Qg6+? Kf3
draw.

v) Kh4 8.Kf3 Qc8 9.Qh6+ Shs 10.f8Q wins.

vi) Kg3 9.Qg8 Qcs 10.Qxg7+ Kh2 11.Qh6+
Kg2 12.Qgs+ Kh1 13.Kf3 Qc3+ 14.Kgg Qc8+
15.Qf5 wins.

vii) 6.Kd1? b4 7.axb4 Kg4 8.Kc2 Qc8+ 9.Kb2
Se6 10.Qf5+ Kg3 11.Qxes+ Kg4 12.Qxe6+ Qxe6
13.f8Q Qxe4 draws.

“The wK must avoid the 3rd rank to stop the
bQ from coming back into action with perpet-
ual check. The key to success is the prophylac-
tic king retreat followed by a deadly zugzwang
rounded up by a surprising model mate net”.

HH thinks the 2nd main line has a dual. In
note vii) White wins by 11.b5 Qdy (what else?)
12.Qxe6! Qxe6 13.f8Q wins. In this main line,
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also the earlier wK retreat works, but then:
11.Ke1 Shs 12.Qg6+ Kh4 13.Qg8 transposes.

No 23747 D. Gatti
special honourable mention
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No 23747 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.Ras Rb1/i
2.Re5 Bcs+ 3.Ke8 Rxes+ 4.Kd7 Rdi+ 5.Kcy/ii
Bdé6+ 6.Kbé/iii Res 7.£8Q Rbi+ 8.Bb3z/iv Rxb3+
9.Ka6 draws.

i) Rd1 2.Rh5+ draws, e.g. Kg2 3.Rh2+ Kxh2
stalemate, or Bh2 2.Ra6 Ra2 3.Re6 Rxe6
stalemate.

ii) 5.Kc8? Rc1 6.f8Q Bxf8+ 7.Kb7 Re7+ 8. Kb6
Rxg7 9.Bxgy Bxgy, or 5.Kc6? Rd6+ 6.Kc7 Rey+
win.

iii) 6.Kb7? Rbs+ 7.Kc6 Rcs+ wins.

iv) 8.Ka6? Rc6+ 9.Kay Bes+ 10.Qxcs Rxcs
11.Ka6 Rc3 12.Bds+ Kh2 13.Bb3 Rexb3 14.g8Q
Ra3 mate.

[ find this (semi) grotesque entry deserv-
ing a distinction thanks to the precise key and
three neat sacrifices: two in the main lines and
an additional one after 1...Bh2".

No 23748 M. Pasman
1st commendation
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No 23748 Michael Pasman (Israel).
1.Sxb7+/i Kb4 2.Scs5 (d7? Kxag;) Kxcs 3.b7/ii
Qxg7 4.d7 Sc6+ 5.Bxc6 Kxc6 6.d85+ Kd6 7.5f7+
Kc6 8.Sd8+ Kd6 9.Sf7+ Qxf7 10.Ka8 Qf3 11.Kay
Qf7 12.Ka8 Qf3 13.Kay Kc6 14.b8Q Qf7+ 15.Ka8
Sxc416.Qc8+ Kb6 17.Qb8+ Ka6 18.Qc8+ draws.

i) 1.d7? Kbg 2.Sc6+ Sxc6+ 3.Bxc6 Qg5 4.Beq
Sg4 5.Bds Shé

ii) 3.d7? Qg5 4.by Sc6+ 5.Bxc6 Kxc6, and
6.b8Q Qas mate, or: 6.g8Q Qas+ 7.Kb8 Qcy+
8.Ka8 Qxby mate.

“This is another Phoenix though not as am-
bitious as the topper. The wS on d8 is sacrificed
to give room to a second knight to be promot-
ed on that same square and consequently to be
sacrificed as well. The capturing key and the
idle remaining bS are unfortunate”.

No 23749 P. Arestov & D. Keith
2nd commendation
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No 23749 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel
Keith (France). 1.g7 Rd8 2.Sc2+/i, and:

— Kd2 3.5xb4 Kc3 4.Sc6 Ra8 5.Kf7 Kb2 6.a4
Kb3 7.a5 Kag 8.a6 Kbs 9.Sbg Kxbs4 10.g8Q
wins, or:

— Kd3 3.Sxbg+ Kc4 4.5¢6 (Sc2? Kc3;) Ra8 5.Kf7
Kcs/ii 6.Ses/iii Ray+ 7.Kf6 Ra6+ 8.Key Ra8
9.5d3+ Kbs/iv 10.Sb2/v Kb4 11.a4 Kb3 12.Kf7
Ray+ 13.Kg6 Ra6+ 14.Khy Ray 15.Kh8 wins.
i) 2.5c6? Ra8 3.Kf7 b3 4.axb3z Kd3 5.Sbg+

Kc3z 6.Sds+ Kxb3 7.Sc7 Rb8 (Rd8) 8.Se8 Rby+

(Rd7+) draws.

ii) Kc3 6.g8Q Rxg8 7.Kxg8 Kb2 8.a4 wins.

iii) 6.Se7? Kb4 7.Sds+ Ka3 draws.

iv) Kc4 10.Sc1 Kby 11.Kf7 Ray+ 12.Kg6 Ra8
13.Khy Ka3 14.g8Q Rxg8 15.Kxg8 wins.
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v) 10.Kf7? Ray+ 11.Kg6 Rxa2 12.g8Q Rga2+
draws.

“The main motif of a knight defending a
pawn from behind has naturally been shown
more than once. Here it is nicely displayed at
the end of the main line and also in an echo
variation two ranks higher after 2...Kd2".

No 23750 M. Hlinka & L. Kekely
3rd commendation
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No 23750 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Rd3 d1Q 2.Rxd1+ Bxdi 3.e7 (Kb4?
Rb2+;) Re2+ 4.Kxa3 ds/i 5.Sxds Bd6+ 6.Sbg4
Rxe7 7.Bd4+ Kb1 8.Bd3+ Kc1 9.Be3+ Rxe3 stale-
mate.

i) Rxe7 5.5d5 Re4 6.Bb3 draws, e.g. Bxb3
7.axb3 Bd8 8.b4 Rh4 9.Kbs3.

“We see another version of an eye-catching
yet well- trodden motif: fluent play leads to an
ideal double-pin stalemate. Starting the solu-
tion on move 3 might also be an option”

No 23751 M. Doré
4th commendation
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No 23751 Marcel Doré (France). 1.Kes/i, and:
— Sdy+ 2.Kdé/ii St6 3.b4 Seq+ 4.Kes Sc3 5.f6
Khé 6.Kdé/iii Kg6 7.Ke6 zz Khy 8.Kf7 Sds

9.bs Khé6 10.Ke6 Sb6 11.Key Sds+ 12.Kdé6
Sxf6 13.b6 wins, or:

— Kgs/iv 2.b4 Sd7+ 3.Kd6 Sb6 4.Ke6 Kh6 5.f6/v
Kh7 6.Kf7 Sds 7.bs Khé 8.Ke6 Sc7+ 9.Kdy
Sxbs 10.f7 Kg7 11.Ke7 Sd6 12.£8Q+ wins.

i) 1.b4? Khé6 2.Kes Kg7 draws.

ii) 2.Ke6? Sf8+ 3.Key Kgs (Kg4) draws.

iii) 6.Ke6? Kg6 zz, draws.

iv) Se8 2.b4 Scy 3.Kd6 Sbs+ 4.Key Sd4 5.t6
Kg6 6.bs wins.

v) 5.Kf7? Sds5 6.bs Kg5 7.Ke6 Sc7+ draws.

“This is an accurate malyutka displaying two
straightforward yet luck-warm lines of a knight
coping with a pair of passers”.

No 23752 J. Sprenger
special commendation
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No 23752 Jan Sprenger (Italy). 1.e4/i Kd2
2.Kbuy/ii Kd1 3.gs/iii fxgs 4.e5 dxes 5.¢5, and:
— €4 6.c6 e3 7.c7 e2 8.c8Q e1Q 9.Qc2 mate, or:
— g4 6.c6 g3 7.c7 g2 8.c8Q g1Q 9.Qc1+ Kez

10.Qxg1 wins.

i) 1.Kc3? Kxe2 2.Kd4 Kf3 3.Kds5 Kxg4 4.Kxd6
f5 draws.

ii) The Van der Heijden move. 2.Kb3? Kd3
3.e5 dxes 4.c5 €4 5.c6 €3 6.¢c7 €2 7.c8Q e1Q draws.

iii) 3.e5? fxes5 4.g5 e4 5.g6 €3 6.g7 e2 7.g8Q
e1Q draws.

“This is an elaboration on a famous study
by Harold van der Heijden (HHdbVI#17051).
Adding another pawn pair where the same the-
matic breakthroughs apply, one needs a double
sacrifice, and one obtains a second main line
where White wins with a skewer instead of a
direct mate”.
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Helmut Waelzel (Germany) judged the 10th Moroccan endgame study tourney. He considered
17 studies. The provisional award was dated 27xii2020 and became finale on 27i2021. Unfortunately,
the study solutions were poorly (not!) edited and were simply a computer dump of lines. In such

cases, EG publishes only main lines.

No 23753 L. Gonzalez
1st prize

@7//%
> ///@
I B Y
AT AT
55y
////71
55y
4 |

b6h7 0106.22 4/5 Win

\
&

No 23753 Luis Miguel Gonzalez (Spain).
1.d6/i h2 2.d7 Sxd7+ 3.cxd7 h1Q 4.Rb7 Qhé6+
5.Kay Qe3+ 6.Ka8 Qaz+ 7Ray Qfz+ 8.Kb8
Qg3+ 9.Rc7 Qg8+ 10.d8Q+ Kh8 11.Kc8 Sb3
12.Rf7 Qxd8+ 13.Kxd8 Sd2 14.Key Seq 15.Kf8

Sg316.Rg7 £4 17.Kf7 Sh518.Rgs5 Sg3 19.Rg4 wins.

i) Thematic try: 1.Kc5? h2 2.Rb1 Sb3+ 3.Kdé6
Kg6 4.c7 Se8+ 5.Kd7 Sxcy 6.Kxcy Sd4 7.Rh1 f4
8.Rxh2 Kfs5 9.Rb2 Kes 10.d6 Se6+ 11.Kd7 Sd4
12.Raz 3 13.Ras+ Kfg 14.Ke8 Sc6 15.d7 Sxas
16.d8Q f2 draws.

No 23754 Y. Bazlov
and prize
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No 23754 Yuri Bazlov (Russia). 1.Se8 Qf8

2.h8Q+ Qxh8 3.Kf7 Sc4 4.Bf4 Ses+ 5.Bxe5 Qxes
6.5f6+ Kgs 7.Sh3+ Kf5 8.g4 mate.

No 23755 D. Gurgenidze & M. Minski
3rd prize
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No 23755 David Gurgenidze (Georgia) &
Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Sd1 Rd3 2.Bdé6+
Kas 3.cxd3 c2 4.S¢3 c1Q 5.Bbg+ Ka6 6.Sd5 Kbs
7.5c3+ Kaé6 8.Sds bs 9.Sc7+ Kb6 10.Sd5+ Kcé6
11.Se7+ Kb6 12.Sds+ Ka6 13.Scy+ perpetual
check.

No 23756 A. Avni
1st honourable mention
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No 23756 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1. Kf2 Bdé
2.Kg1 Bg4 3.5e6, and:
— Bxe6 4.Re3+ fxe3 stalemate, or:
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— 13 4.Sg5+ Kg3 5.5xf3, and:
— Bes+ 6.Sd4 Bf3 7.Re3 Bxdg4 stalemate, or:
- Bxf3 6.Re3, with:
« Bcs stalemate, or:
o Bb4 7.Rc3 Bxc3 stalemate.

No 23757 P. Kiryakov & P. Arestov
2nd honourable mention
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No 23757 Petr Kiryakov & Pavel Arestov
(Russia). 1.b7 Kds 2.Rh7 Qes+ 3.Kd3 Kc6 4.Kc2
Kbé6 5.Rh3 Qe2+ 6.Kb1 Qdi1+ 7.Kb2 Qd2+ 8.Kb1
Kxb7 9.Rb3+ Ka6 10.Rb4 Kas 11.Rb3 Ka4 12.Rc3
positional draw, or: 12...Qxc3 stalemate.

No 23758 D. Gurgenidze
1st commendation
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No 23758 David Gurgenidze (Georgia).
1.e8Q Bb3+ 2.Kf8 Sg6+ 3.Qxg6+ Qxg6 4.Qxa6+

Be6 5.Qa1+ Kfs 6.Qb1+ Kf6 7.Qb2+ Kfs 8.Qc2+
Kf6 9.Qc3+ Kfs 10.Qd3z+ Kf6 11.Qd4+ Kfs
12.g4+ Kxg4 13.f5+ Kxf5 14.g4 mate.

No 23759 J. Ulrichsen
2nd commendation
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No 23759 Jarl Ulrichsen (Norway). 1.Kd7 hs
2.Ke6 Sg4 3.Kf5 Sf6 4.Kg5 Kby 5.d4 Kc7 6.Kxf6
h4 7.Ke7 Kc6 8.Ke6 Kc7 9.Ke7 h3 10.d5 h2 11.d6+
Kc6 12.d7 h1Q 13.d8Q draws.

No 23760 R. Staudte
3rd commendation
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No 23760 Rainer Staudte (Germany). 1.Bfs5
Bdé 2.Kxaz2 Bes 3.Kb3 Kg8 4.Kc4 Kf7 5.Kds
Bcy/i 6.Bdy Bd8 7.Be6+ Kg6 8.Sf4+ Kh6 9.5g2
Khs 10.Bf7+ Kg4 11.hs wins.

i) Bf6 6.Be6+ Kg6 7.5f4+ Khé6 8.Sg2 Khs
9.Bf7+ Kg4 10.hs5 wins.



Vratnica-64 2016-2018

Branislav Djuradevi¢ (Serbia) judged this informal tourney. Further details are not available.

No 23761 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark) & Martin Minski (Germany). 1.Be8 Bf7
(Qfs; Qcy mate) 2.Bxf7 Qfs/ii 3.Be6 Qey/iii
4.Bfs Qc4/iv 5.Bd3 Qxd3/v 6.Qc7+ Ke6 7.Qe7+
Kfs5 8.Qh7+ wins.

ii) Qes 3.Qf8+ Kc6 4.Be8+ Kby 5.Qb4+ wins.

iii) Kxe6 4.Qe7 mate, or Qxe6 4.Qcy mate,
or Qfg 4.Qc7+ Kxe6 5.Qxf4, or Qes 4.Qe7+
Kc6 5.Bd7+ win.

iv) Qxfs 5.Qc7+ Ke6 6.Qe7 mate.

v) Qc6 6.Qey mate.

“This is a wonderful presentation of a queen
chase by bishop with several echo mates and
skewers. It is an evergreen study for solvers.
This study reminds me of a similar idea by J.
Timman (EG#22803)” where the main roles
are played by the bishops only.

No 23762 Yochanan Afek (the Netherlands).
1.d6/i b5+ 2.d7+ Kd8/ii 3.Sc6+ Kc7 (Kd7; Ses+)
4.d8R/iii Kxc6+ 5.Ka6 Rfs 6.a3/iv Rf3 7.Rc8+
wins/v.

i) 1.b5? Ke7 2.Kxb7 Kd6+ draws.

ii) Ke7 3.Kb6 (Kb7) Rhy 4.Kc7 Ke6 5.Kc8
wins.

iii) 4.d8Q+? Kxc6+ 5.Ka8 Ray+ 6.Kb8 Ra8+
7.Kxa8 stalemate.

No 23761 S. Slumstrup
Nielsen & M. Minski

prize

No 23762Y. Afek
1st honourable mention

iv) 6.Kas? Rf2 7a3 Rf3 8.Rc8+ Kby 9.RhS8
Rxa3+ draws, e.g. 10.Kxbs Rgs.

v) e.g. Kd7 8.Rc5 Rxa3z+ 9.Kxb8 Ra8 10.Rc4.

“The calm starting position doesn’t give an
impression of the exciting struggle to follow on
both sides with defence draw motifs and still a
successful white response with a minor-piece
promotion. With precise moves, White still
manages to sail into a clear winning rook
ending”.

No 23763 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Rh8+
Kg7 2.Rhy+ Kxhy (Kf8; Reey) 3.g6+/i Khé6
4.Re7, and:

— Qxg4+ 5.Kxg4 Bgs/ii 6.Rdy Rd4 7.Kf5 Rxds+
8.Rxds; exd2/iii 9.Rdy Be6+ 10.Kxe6 diQ
11.Rh7+/iv Kxg6 12.Sd2 mate, or:

— Ray 5.Rxay Bcy 6.g5+ Khs 7.Be2+ Qxe2/vi
8.5g3+ Bxg3 9.Rhy mate.

i) 3.5f6+? Kg7 4.Rey+ Kf8 5.Re8+ Kg7 6.g6
Qxds+ 7.Sxds5 Bxds draws.

ii) Bd6 6.Rd7 Bxds 7.Kf5 Bxe4+ 8.Bxe4 Ras+
9.Kga Rg5+ 10.Kf3 Rg3+ 11.Ke2 wins.

iii) Bxds 9.Sxg5 exd2 10.Bc2 Kg8 11.Sh3 Bf3
12.5f2 wins.

iv) 11.5f2? Qe1+ 12.Be4 Bey draws.

No 23763 A. Avni
znd honourable mention
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No 23765 P. Krug

No 23764 P. Arestov
3rd honourable mention
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No 23766 A. Jasik
2nd commendation
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“We see very dynamic play with two almost
equal variations, one of which ends with an un-
usual battery mate in the centre of the board”.

No 23764 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.f4+/i
Rf3 2.Bxf3+/ii gxf3 3.Rxf2 bg+ 4.Kxb4 Sd3+
5.Kbs/iii Sxf2 (Rb8+; Kc6) 6.Rxf2 Kg1 7.Rxf3
Kg2 8.Rfi Kxf1 9.Kc6 Ke2 10.e4 Ke3/iv 11.e5
Kxf4 12.6 Kes 13.e7 Ra8 14.Kd7 Ray+ 15.Kd8
Kd6 16.e8S+ draws.

i) 1fxgq+? Kgi 2.Rai+ Kh2 3.Rhi+ Kg3
4.Rxh3+ Kxh3 wins, e.g. 5.Bxbs Ra8+ 6.Kb4 Se4
7.Be2 Kg2 8.Rc2 Re8 9.Rc1 Sg3 10.Bc4 Rxes.

ii) 2.Rxf2? bg+ 3.Kxbg Sd3+ 4.Kbs Rb8+
5.Kcq Sxf2 6.Bxf3+ gxf3 7Rxf2 Kg1 8.Rxf3 Kg2
wins.

iii) 5.Kc4? Sxf2 6.Rxf2 Kg1 7.Rxf3 Kg2 8.Rf1
Kxf1 wins, e.g. 9.Kds5 Ke2 10.e4 Kf3 11.e5 Kxf4.

iv) Rxf4 11.e5 Ke3 12.e6 draws.

“In a somewhat cumbersome position, the
introductory play looks more interesting than
the remaining play after the basic idea 5.Kbs!!
which is the highlight of this study”.

No 23765 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.5g3 fxg3 2.Qh8+
Sh6 3.Qxh6+ Qxh6 4.b8Q f1iQ+/i 5.Rxf1 g2+
6.Kxg2 Rgs+ 7.Qg3+ Rxgs+/ii 8.hxgs+ Kgg
9.Rg8+/iii Bgs 10.Rf4+ Khs 11.Rh4+ Bxh4 12.g4
mate.

i) g2+ 5.Kxg2 Rg5+ 6.Kxf2 wins.

ii) Khs 8.Res5 Rxe5 9.Qxes+ Qg5+ 10.Qxg5+
wins.

iii) 9.Re4+? Kgs 10.Re5+ Kg4 draws.

“This study has attractive play for both sides

and ends with a known model mate with two
self-blocks”.

No 23766 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Re8+
Kg7 2.exf6+/i Kf7 3.Se5+ Kxe8 4.f7+ Kf8/ii 5.0-
O, and:

— Kg7 6.g4 Qf6 7.Rb1 (Ra1? Qd8;) Qd8 8.Rby
d6/iii 9.f8Q++ Kxf8 10.Rb8 Qxb8 11.Sd7+
wins, or:

— d6 6.Rxf4 Qeé6/iv 7.Rf6 Qxf6 8.Sd7+ wins.

i) 2.5f2?2 Qb1+ 3.Sd1 Qe+ 4.Kf2 Qca+ 5.Kf3
Qd3+ 6.Kxf4 g5+ draws.

ii) Kd8 5.0-O d6 6.g4 wins.

iii) Qa8 9.Rb6 d6 10.Rxd6 Qa1+ 11.Kf2 Qb2+
12.Kf3 Qxc3+ 13.Ke4 Qe1+ 14.Kds5 wins.

iv) Qxfg 7.5xg6+ Kxf7 8.5xf4 wins.

“In two equal variations White wins by
knight’s forks”.

No 23767 M. Minski
3rd commendation
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No 23767 Minski  Minski  (Germany).
1.Bc1/i Bes/ii 2.Kf3 Bdg 3.Bhé/iii gxhé (Sfz2;
Bxgy) 4.f6 (Kg2 Sf2;) Sf2 (Bxf6; Kg2) 5.f7 Bes
6.f8Q Bxf8 7.Kxf2 draws.

i) 1.Bgs? Sf2+ 2.Khs Seq, or 1.Bh6? gxhé, or
1.Bb6? Bc3 2.Kf3 Bes, or 1.Kf3? Sg3 win.

ii) Sf2+ 2.Khs Se4 3.Bb2 Ke4 2.Bb2 draw.

iii) 3.f6? gxf6, or 3.Kg2? Sf2 win.

“This is an interesting miniature by the new-
ly-minted grandmaster”.

No 23768 V. Tarasiuk
4th commendation
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No 23768 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).
1.Se3 Kxb2/i 2.Bd4+/ii Kc1 3.Kb3 (Kc3? d2;) f2/
iii 4.Bc3 d2 5.Bb2+ Kbi1 6.Sd1/v f1Q 7.Sc3 mate.

i) d2 2.Kc3 Kc1 3.Kd3 f2 4.Ke2 wins.

ii) 2.5f1? Kc2 3.Kc4 d2 draws.

iii) Kd2 4.Sg4 Ke2 5.5f2 d2 6.Kc2 wins.

“I repeat my comment from the previous

study, this time from a newly-minted interna-
tional master”.

No 23769 B. Ilin¢i¢
sth commendation
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No 23769 Borislav Ilin¢i¢ (Serbia). 1.Sca+
(Qdé+; Keq) Kcg (Kds; Sez+) 2.Sez+ Kbs
3.Qe6+ c4/i 4.Qxc4+ Kaz/ii 5.Kc1 bz/iii 6.Qc3
Qf4 7.Qas+ Qay4 8.Sc4+ wins.

i) Kb2 4.Sc4+ Ka2 5.Kc1 b3 6.Qe2+ wins.

ii) Kb2 5.8d1+ Ka3 6.Qc1+ wins.

iii) Qas 6.Sc2+ Kag4 7.Sd4 wins.

“The Serbian veteran has made an ef-

fort to produce a competitive study for this
competition”

No 23770 D. Hlebec
special commendation
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No 23770 Darko Hlebec (Serbia). 1.dy g6
(Bxgs; d8Q) 2.Kdv/i fxg5 (Bxgs; d8Q) 3.d8S/i
h6 4.Sc6 bxcé 5.b7 c5 6.b8S/iii c4 7.5d7 cxb3
8.5f6 mate.

i) 2.d8Q? fxgs5 3.Qc7 h6 4.Qc6 bxc6 5.b7 c5
6.b8S c4 7.5d7 cxbz+ 8.Kxd2 stalemate.

ii) 3.d8Q? h6 and stalemate.

iii) 6.b8Q? c4 7.Qc8 cxb3 draws.

“This is a more advanced version of an al-
ready-known Darko study (HHdbVI#09549)
which, unfortunately, wasnt awarded at

the time. Therefore, it gets just a special
commendation.”

_198_
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Valery Kalashnikov (Russia) judged this informal tourney. Further details are not available.

No 23771 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Sd7+/i Qxdy 2.Qgs
Qd1 3.Qh6+ Kg8 4.Kh4 Rby/ii 5.Kh3 Qdy/iii
6.Qc6/iv Qe6/v 7.Kh2 Khy 8.Qg2 Rb2 (Qg6;
Qh3+) 9.5f2 a2/vi 10.Rg7+/vii Kh6 11.Qg5 mate.

i) 1.Qgs5? Qg6+, or 1.5h6? Qe2+ 2.Qggq Qh2+
3.Rh3 Qes+ 4.Kh4 Qf6+ draw.

ii) Qh1+ 5.Sh2 mate, or Qd4 5.Kh3 wins.

iii) Qfi+ 6.Kh2 Rb2+ 7.Sf2 mate, or Qhi+
6.Sh2+ wins.

iv) 6.Qg5+? Kf8 7.Qhs f6 draws.

v) Qxc6 7.Sf6++ Kf8 8.Rg8 mate, or Qfs
7.Qxc5 Qxcs 8.5{6++ Kf8 9.Rg8 mate.

vi) Qh6+ 10.Rh3 a2 11.Rxh6+ Kxh6 12.Sg4+
wins.

vi) Try: 10.Rh3+? Qxh3+ 11.Qxh3z+ Kg8
12.Qg2+ Khy draws. HH: black dual 11...Kg6
12.Qg2+ Khy, but also 12...Kf5 (Khs).

No 23772 Martin  Minski  (Germany).
1.Sh6/i Rei+/ii 2.Sxc1 d2 3.Rf8+ Ke3 4.Sgq+

No 23771 P. Krug

Bxg4 5.Re8+ Kf3 6.Rf8+ (Re1? Bh3+;) Bfs/iii
7.Rxfs5+, and:

— Kg4 8.Rfg+ Kxf4 9.Sd3 draws, or:

— Ke4 8.Res+/iv Kxes 9.5d3+ draws.

i) 1.5d4+? Ke3 2.5xe6 Rf2+ 3.Kg1 d2 4.Rh3+
Rf3 5.Rxf3+ Kxf3 wins.

ii) Bxb3 2.Rf8+ Kg3 3.Sf5+, or Rf2+ 2.Kg1
draw.

iii) Ke4 7.Re8+ Kfs 8.Re1 draws.

iv) Try: 8.Rf4+? Ke3 wins.

No 23773 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Kf6 Qg8/i 2.hs/ii
g3 3.Bh6 Bbi/iii 4.Bg7+ Khy 5.Bf8+ Kh8 6.Qe8
Khy 7.Qd7+ Kh8 8.Bg7+ Khy 9.e4 Bxe4 10.Bf8+
Kh8 11.Qe8 Bb1 12.Bg7+ Khy 13.Qg6+ Bxg6
14.hxg6 mate.

i) Qa6+ 2.Bd6 Qa1+ 3.Bes wins.

ii) 2.Bes? Qg6 mate.

iii) Bc2 4.Bg7+ Khy 5.Bf8+ Kh8 6.Qe8 Khy
7.Qd7+ Kh8 8.Qc8 Be4 9.Qe8 Qhy 10.Bgy mate.

No 23773 P. Krug

& M. Garcia No 23772 M. Minski & M. Garcia

1st prize and prize 1st honourable mention
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No 23774 P. Arestov
2nd honourable mention
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No 23774 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rb2+/i
Kg3 (Kgi; Re1+) 2.Rg7+ (a8Q? Ra6+;) Khj/ii
3.Rh7+ Kg3 4.Rg2+ Kxg2 5.a8Q+ Rc6 6.Qg8+
Qg6 7.Qds+/iii Kg3 8.Qes+ Kg4 9.Rg7 wins.

i) 1.Rh7+? Kg3 2.Rg7+ Kf2 draws.

ii) Qxg7 3.a8Q Qd4 4.Qg2+ Kh4 5.Qh1+ Kgs
6.Rg2+ Kf6 7.Qh8+ wins.

iii) 7.Rg7? Ra6+ 8.Kb2 Rb6+ 9.Kc1 Rc6+
10.Kd1 Rd6+ 11.Ke1 Re6+ draws.

No 23775 P. Arestov, M. Garcia
& M. Hlinka
commendation
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No 23775 Pavel Arestov (Russia), Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina) & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1.Kfs Re2/i 2.Kf4/ii e3/iii 3.bg+/iv

Kxb4 4.Be6 Kcs 5.Kf3 Re1 6.Keq Rgi/v 7.Kd3
Rgs/vi 8.Ke2 Rg6 9.Bf7/vii Rf6 10.Bg8 Rf8
11.Be6 Re8 12.Bf7 Rey 13.Bg8 Kd4 14.b3 draws.

i) Re1 2.b4+ Kxb4 3.Be6 Kcs 4.Kes e3 5.Keq
draws.

ii) Try: 2.b4+? Kxb4 3.Be6 Kcs 4.Kes 3 5.b4+
Kc6 6.bs+ Kcs 7.Keq4 Kd6 8.Bc4 Rc2 wins.

iii) Rxb2 3.b4+ Kxb4 4.Bds draws.

iv) 3.Kf3? Rxb2 4.b4+ Kxb4 5.Be6 Rb1 6.Kxe3
Re1+ wins.

v) Rd1 7.b4+ Kxb4 8.Bg4 draws.

vi) Rgé6 8.Bf5/xiv Rg5 9.Be4 draws.

vii) 9.Bf5? Rf6 10.Bd7 Kd4 11.b3 Rb6 wins.

No 23776 M. Hlinka & I’ Kekely
special commendation
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No 23776 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1...Bh5+ 2.g4 Bxga+ 3.Kxgq Rgi+
4.Kh3 f1Q+ 5.Qxf1 Rxf1 6.Rd4+ Kbs 7.Kg2 Sg3/i
8.Rd1 Rhi/ii 9.a3/iii Kc4 10.a4 Kb4 11.a5 Kxas
12.Rds5+ Kb4 13.Re5 draws.

i) Bf2 8.Rds5+ Kcg4 9.Kxf1 Kxds 10.Kg2 draws.

ii) Kc4 9.Ra1 Kc3 10.a4 Kb2 11.Rd1 Kc2 12.Ra1
Kd2 13.Ra2+ Kc1 14.Ra1+ Kb2 15.Rd1 Rh1 16.a5
Kc217.Ra1 Kd2 18.Ra2+ Kc119.Ra1+ Kb2 20.Rd1
positional draw.

iii) 9.Rc1? Kb4 10.Rb1+ Kc4 11.a4 Kc3 12.Ra1
Kb2 13.Rd1 Se4 14.a5 Sc3 wins.
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The informal tourney of the Romanian chess composition magazine was judged by Steffen Slum-
strup Nielsen (Denmark). In total 24 studies by 20 composers from 13 countries participated. The
provisional award was published in issue no. 6 (i-vizo21) with a single month of confirmation time,

after which it became final on 26vi2021.

No 23777 Martin ~ Minski
1.Rb8/i Rh7+/ii 2.Kd6 Rhé+ 3.Kd7 (Ke7 Qe4+;)
Qe4/ii 4.Rbs+/iii Kfs/iv 5.Rbg Rd6+/vi 6.Kc8
(Kxd6? Qxbg+;) Qxbg 7.Sd3+ Rxd3z model
stalemate.

i) 1.Rf8+? Kes 2.c8Q Rh7+ 3.Kd8 Qb6+ wins.

ii) Qe4 2.Rbs+ Kg6 3.Rxhs draws.

iii) Qxc1 4.¢8Q, or Qa1 4.¢8Q draws.

iv) 4.c8Q? Qe6+ 5.Kc7 Rh7+ 6.Kd8 Rh8+
7.Kc7 Rxc8+, or 4.Rf8+7 Kg5 win.

v) Kg4 5.c8Q Qe6+ 6.Kc7 Rhy+ 7.Kb8, or
Kg6 5.Rb6+ Kg7 6.Rxh6 draw.

vi) Qxb4 6.Sd3+ Ke4 7.Sxb4 draws.

“A tour de force of high technical level and

with good black counterplay (especially s...

Rd6+). During the first 11 half moves, not a
single piece is captured. Black and White go on
the attack alternately. Given the tactical nature
of the play it is easy to forget we are actually
dealing with a miniature”.

No 23778 Piotr Murdzia (Poland) & Martin
Minski (Germany). 1.Bd4+ (Rc1+? Kg2;) Rxd4

(Germany).

2.Rc1+ Sf1/i 3.a8Q/ii Bxa8 4.Sxd4 a1Q+ 5.Rxa1
Ray+ 6.Kb6 Rxa1 7.Sc2 Rc1 8.Se2+ Kf2 9.Sxc1
wins.

i) Kf2 3.5d1+ Ke2 4.Sg3+ Ke1 5.5c3+ Kf2
6.Sxh1+ draws.

ii) Logical try: 3.5xd4? a1Q+ 4.Rxa1 Rxay+
5.Kb6 Rxa1 6.Sc2 Ra8 wins.

“The starting position is messy, with four vs
four pieces and two miraculously unpromoted
pawns. However the idea, excellently imple-
mented with 3.a8Q, forcing a Black block on
this square, lifts the study to prize level. In the
end, Black to move is unable to win with rook,
bishop and knight against two knights. This
bears resemblance to Minski’s first prize study
of The Problemist 2016-17 (EG#22798). The
composers emphasize the use of all four cor-
ners in the study, but I don't consider this an
asset as the bishops are already on h8 and h1 in
the initial position”

No 23779 Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine). 1.b6
d3/i 2.e3/ii ba/iii 3.b7 b1Q 4.b8Q+ Qxb8 5.Bxb8
Bxe3+ 6.Bfg (dxe3? d2;) d4 7.g3 (Bxe3? dxe3;)

No 23778 P. Murdzia

No 23777 M. Minski
1st prize
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Kf7 8.Khg Kf6/iv 9.g5+ Kf5 10.dxe3 (Bxe3?
dxe3;) d2 11.e4+ Kxe4 12.Bxd2 draws.

i) b2 2.b7 b1Q 3.b8Q+ Qxb8 4.Bxb8 draws.

ii) 2.b7? Bay 3.Be3 Bb8 wins.

iii) Bxe3 3.b7 Bay 4.Be3 (e5) draws.

iv) Ke6 9.Kgs/v Kf7 10.Kh4 positional draw.

vi 9.g5? Bxfgq 10.gxf4 Kds 11.Kg4 Kc4 12.f5
gxfs+ 13.Kxfs Kb3 14.Kg6 Kc2 15.Kxgy Kxd2
wins.

“An earlier version of this study went una-
warded in my 45 JT but in fact this is a wholly
different work with a much better introduc-
tion. Black’s counterplay 1...d3 justifies the
queen exchange in the introduction (without
the exchange it would also have been difficult
to avoid Black-to-move). The position after 7.
g3 is amusing and one of suspense. The kings
fight it out, and in the end the check 11. e4+
saves the day for White. By the way, I consider
the pawns on e2 and g2 a weakness (Bft was
captured on f1), making the starting position
unnatural”.

No 23780 D. Gurgenidze & V. Neidze t
1st honourable mention

w7
%7//7/2/72
%% >y

2 1 EA
A
& & 8 5

d2a1 3204.21 6/4 Win

§

No 23780 David Gurgenidze & Vazha
Neidze (Georgia). 1.Kc1 Sbg 2.Raz+/i Sa2+
3.Rxaz2+ Kxa2 4.Ray+ Kb3 5.Rb7+ Kag (Qxby;
Scs+) 6.Sc3+/ii Kas 7.bg4+ Kaé6 8.Seq4 Qxhs
(Kxb7; Scs5+) 9.Scs5 mate.

i) 2.5¢c3? Qa6 3.Ra7 Saz2+ 4.Sxa2 Qxay 5.Rxay
stalemate.

ii) Try: 6.Rbs? Qxh3 7.5¢c3+ Qxc3 draws.

“We see a pleasant study on the evergreen
theme of placing the rook diagonally from the

king. The Georgian duo GM David Gurgenidze
and IM Vazha Neidze (1937-2020) have skilful-
ly added the try 6.Rbs, which lifts the study a
lot. One might consider beginning with 4.Ray+
but the stalemate after 2.Sc3 makes a good case
for adding the introduction, despite the ex-
change on a2”.

No 23781 A. Avni
2nd honourable mention
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No 23781 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Se6+
Kfs/i 2.Sd4+ Bxd4 3.Rxas+ Bcs/ii 4.Rxcs+/iii
Kt6 (es; Rxes+) 5.Rgs/iv hxgs (Kxg6; Bgy) 6.h6
Kfs5 7.Bg7 e5 8.Bxes/v Kxes 9.hy wins.

i) Kxhs 2.Sg7+ Kgs 3.Kf3/vi a1Q 4.h4+ Kxhg
5.Bxe7+ Bf6 6.Bxf6+ Qxf6+ 7.Rxf6 wins.

ii) e5 4.Rxa3 a1Q 5.Rxa1 Bxa1 6.Bxh6 wins.

iii) 4.Bg7? es5 5.Bxes5 Kxes wins.

iv) 5.Bxe7+? Ke6 6.Res+ Kxes 7.Bf8 Kf6 wins.

v) 8.h7? a1Q 9.h8Q Qb2+ draws.

vi) 3.Bxe7+? Kfs 4.Se6+ Kf5 5.Sd4+ Bxdg
6.Rxas+ Ke4 7.Rxa3 a1Q 8.Rxa1 Bxa1 draws.

“We see a pretty study with a good introduc-
tion in the style of Wotawa. I think that this
study brings about an interesting discussion.
The idea of 5.Rgs5! can be done with only five
pawns on the board instead ovf seven. I no-
ticed this and tried for some time to create a
good introduction, but failed. My question is
this: is it essential that the implementation is
economically perfect when presenting a small,
pretty idea like this? Traditional conventions
provide that it must be. Or may pawns be add-
ed for the sake of a better introduction ? I am
honestly in doubt™
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No 23782 E. Melnichenko
3rd honourable mention
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No 23782 Emil Melnichenko (New Zea-
land). 1.e7+ Ke8 2.Bc6+ Bdy 3.Bxds Be6 4.Bc6+
Bdy 5.Bxe4 Bg4 6.Bc6+ Bdy 7.Bxf3 Bg4 8.Bc6+
Bdy 9.Be4 Bgsq 10.d7+ Kxdy 11.Bc6+ Kxcé6
12.exd8Q wins.

“With a good systematic manoeuvre White
manages to capture three pawns. But the study
finishes somewhat blandly with a winning
endgame of queen vs two bishops”

No 23783 P. Krug & P. Arestov
1st commendation
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No 23783 Peter Krug (Austria) & Pavel
Arestov (Russia). 1.Rds/i Khg 2.Rxes Sf6/ii
3.Re7 Kh3 4.Rf7 Sg4 5.Rh7+ Kg2 6.h4 Kh3 7.Kb1
Sf6 8.Rh6 Sga 9.Rhs (Rh8? Sf6;) Sh2/iii 10.Rh8
(Rh7? Kg4;) Sg4 11.Kaz2 Sf6 12.Rh6 Sg4 13.Rhs
Sh2 14.Rh8 Kg4 (Sg4; Kxa3) 15.hs/iv Kgs 16.h6
Kg6 17.Rf8 (h7? Kg7;) Khy (Kxh6; Rh8+) 18.Rf4
Kxh6 19.Rh4+ wins.

i) Try: 1.Re1? a2 2.Kb2 Sf2 3.Rxe5+ Kh4 4.Re8
(Kxaz Sg4;) Kh3 5.Rh8+ Kg2 6.h4 Kg3 7.h5 Khg
8.h6 Khs 9.hy Kg6 10.Re8 Sd3+ (Sdi+) 11.Kxa2
Kxh7 draws.

ii) Sf2 3.Re8/v Kh3 4.Rh8+ Kg2 5.h4 Kg3 6.h5

Kg4 7.h6 Kgs5 8.hy Kg6 9.Rf8 wins.

iii) St6 10.Rf5 Sg4 11.h5 wins.

iv) 15.Kxa3? Sf3 16.h5 Sh4 draws.

v) But not 3.Re7? Kh3 4.Rh7+ Kg2 5.h4 Kh3
draws.

“We see long (too long for my taste) precise
play and an amusing systematic manoeuvre by
rook and knight. The finishing touch 17.R{8 is
attractive as well”.

No 23784 P. Arestov & A. Zhukov
2nd commendation
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No 23784 Pavel Arestov & Aleksandr Zhu-
kov (Russia). 1.e4 Kfg 2.Rbs/i g4/ii 3.e5 Kfs5
4.e6+/iii Kxe6 5.Kay/iv b6/v 6.Kb7/vi h6/vii
7.Kc6 g3/viii 8.Rb3 g2 9.Rg3/ix h5 10.Rxg2 wins.

i) Try: 2.Kxb7? h6 3.Kc6 Kes 4.Kc5 hs 5.Kcq
Kxe4 6.Kc3+ Ke3 7.Rbs g4 8.Rxhs g3 9.Rg5 Kf2
10.Kd2 g2 11.Rf5+ Kg3 draws.

ii) Kxe4 3.Rxgs wins, or h6 3.e5 Kfs 4.6+
see main line.

iii) 4.Kxb7? Ke6 5.Kc6 hs 6.Rd5 g3 draws.

iv) 5.Kxb7? Kf6 6.Kc6 g3 7.Rb3 hs draws.

v) Kf6 6.Kb6 Kg6 7.Kcs hs 8.Kd4 wins.

vi) 6.Kxb6? h6 7.Kcs Kes 8. Kcqa+ Keq 9.Kc3
Kes.

vii) Kf6 7.Kc6 g3 8.Rb3 see main line.

viii) Kf6 8.Kds5 Kfs 9.Kd4+ Kfs 10.Kd3 g3
11.Ke2 wins.

ix) 9.Rb1? Kf5 10.Rg1 h5 11.Rxg2 h4 draws.

“White avoids capturing pawn-by to avoid

a future stalemate with rook vs. h-pawn. This
stalemate remains hidden between the lines
(or outside the lines, if you like) and this takes
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away almost all the clarity and attraction of the
study”.

No 23785 A. Sergienko
3rd commendation
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No 23785 Andriy Sergienko (Ukraine).
1.£7/i Rf6 2.b6/ii f1Q 3.5xf1 Rxf1 4.Bgs+/iii Kdy
5.b7 Rai+ 6.Kb8 Rf1 7.Kay Ke6 8.Bf6/iv, and:
Rxf6 9.b8Q, or Kxf6 9.f8Q wins.

i) 1.Bas+? Ke8 2.b6 Rxf6/v 3.b7 Ra6+ draws.

ii) Try: 2.5f1? Kcy/vi 3.Be3 (Bas+ Kc8;) Rxf7
4.b6+ Kc6 draws.

iii) 4.b7? Rai+ 5.Kb8 Ke7 6.Bbg+ Kxf7 7.Kc8
Rg1 (Rh1) draws.

iv) 8.b8Q? Rai+ 9.Kb7y Rbi+ 10.Kc7 Rxb8
draws.

v) But not: Kf7? 3.Kay Rds 4.Ka6 Rd6 5.5f1
wins.

vi) But not: Rxf7? 3.b6 Kc8 4.Be3 Rby 5.Bxf2
Rb8+ 6.Kay Rb7+ 7.Ka6 wins.

No 23786 G. Dstmoe
4th commendation
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No 23786 Geir Sune Ostmoe (Norway).
1.Bg3+ Kc8 2.g6 Qesq 3.Bc2/i Qxc2 4.g7 Qc3
5.Kh7 (Bf4? Qh3+;) Qd3+ 6.Kh8 Qd4 7.Bf4/

ii Qfé/iii 8.Bgs Qxgs 9.g8Q+ Qxg8+ 10.Kxg8
draws.

i) 3.g7? Qh1+ 4.Kg8 Qxd1 wins.

ii) 7.Kh7? Qe4+ 8.Kh8 Qhi+ wins.

iii) Kdy 8.Bh6 Key 9.Khy Qesg+ 10.KhS8
draws.

“This is a technically perfect study, but also
a somewhat technical one in the bad sense of
the word; it failed to excite me. Often in such
studies where White attempts to lose his bish-
op(s) the advanced pawn is on the a-, c-, f- or
h-file and the motivation is stalemate. Here it
is about a positional draw. @stmoe had a sim-
ilar study awarded in the Kondratiuk MT 2018
(EG#22408)”.

No 23787 V. Samilo
sth commendation
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No 23787 Vladimir Samilo  (Ukraine).
1.5f6/i Sxf6 2.exf6/ii Rdi+/iii 3.Kxh2 Rd8
4.Sb6+/iv Kbs (Kas; Scq4+) 5.Sds5/v Rxds 6.c4+
Kxc4 7.Bf7 Kcs 8.Bxds Kxds 9.f7 Ke6é 10.£8Q
wins.

i) 1.Bxg4? Rey 2.5{6 Se3 3.Bd7+ Kb3 draws.

ii) 2.Sb6+? Kbs 3.Sxd7 Sxhs draws, but not:
Sxd7? 4.Be8 Kc6 5.6 wins.

iii) Kas 3.f7 Rd8 4.Sc7 wins.

iv) 4.Sc7? Rh8 5.f7 Rxhs+ draws.

v) 5.5d7? Rh8 6.f7 Rxhs+ draws.

“I would have begun this pleasant study with
4.Sb6. Again a try (5.5dy) gives the study that
little extra that made me include it in the award.
It is most unfortunate that the echo variation
2...Rd8 3.Sb6+ Kbs 4.Sd7 Rxd7 5.Be8 does not
work (3.Sc7 wins as well). This is a good study
for solving”.
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The Argentina Chess Composition Federation UAPA organized their 12th informal endgame
study tourney, and (also) named it as Francisco Benko-110 MT.

There were four sections and two judges. Peter Gyarmati (Hungary) judged the two thematic
sections, and Eduard Eilazyan (Ukraine) judged the win and draw sections without any set theme.

The tourney director was again Sebastidn A. Palomo. The provisional award was dated
15Xi2020/30xi2020. During the confirmation time, because of an anticipation, one study was elimi-

nated from the final award (5ii2021).

The set theme (only first two sections) was: studies with castling (by White, Black or by both
sides) either in the main line or in the thematic try. Both win and draw studies were allowed.

Thematic section: castling by White

Judge Peter Gyarmati received 16 studies by
13 composers from 7 countries.

No 23788 Yochanan Afek (the Netherlands/
Israel). 1.Bds+ Kxds 2.0-O-O Sd3+ 3.Rxd3+
Kcg4 4.Rd4+/i Kxc3 5.Rc4+ Kxcq 6.Kb2 Kd3 7.hy
a1Q+ 8.Kxa1 Kc2 9.h8Q wins.

i) Logical try: 4.Kb2? Kxd3 5.h7 a1Q+ 6.Kxa1
Kc2 7.h8Q b2+ 8.Ka2 biQ+ 9.Ka3 Qb3 mate.

No 23789 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.ds/i,
and:

— Kf72.0-0O Key 3.Kg2 Rh4 4.h3 Kd6 5.Kg3 g5
6.Rf6+ Kes 7.Rg6 Kfs5 8.d6 wins, or:
— Rh4 2.Rf1 Rg4 3.h4 Rxh4 4.d6 wins.
i) Try: 1.0-O? Rhg 2.d5 Rg4+ 3.Kh1 Rgs, or
1.Rf1? Rxh2 draws.

No 23790 Michael Pasman (Israel).
1.0-0-0O c2 2.Rdy Bhé6 3.Re7+ Kds 4.a4 Bgs

No 23788 Y. Afek

No 23789 O. Pervakov

5.Re8 b6 6.h3 zz Kdé6 7.Re4 Kds 8.Rd4+ Kcs
9.Rd3 Kc4 10.h4 Bh6 11.Rd4+ Kcs 12.Re4 Kds
13.Re8 Kd6 14.h5 Kds 15.Kd2 Kdé6 16.Rd8+ Kcs
17.Rc8+ Kb4 18.Rc6 wins.

No 23791 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.0-O-0O,
and:

— 0-0 2.Rhg1 Qxg3 3.Rxg3+ Khy 4.Rh1 mate,
or:

— a2 2.Kc2 Qd4 3.Qg4/ili Qes5 4.Qgs Qd4
5.Rxh8+ Qxh8 6.Ra1 Qf6/iv 7.Qxds RbS
8.Rxa2 Kf8 9.Ra8 wins.

i) Thematic try: 3.Rxh8+? Qxh8 4.Rh1

0-0-O 5.Rxh8 Rxh8 6.Qe1 Kby 7.Qa1 Ra8

8.Kxc3 Rag draws.

HH cooks the 2nd hon. mention: P. Arestov,
e1g3 3232.11 h3aifsf8azaq.hyg2 6/4 Draw. In-
tended: 1.Rg5+ Kf3 2.0-O-0O Bxa3+ 3.Sb2 Qxhy
4.Rxg2 Kxg2 5.Rd2+ Kf1 6.Rd1+ Ke2 7Rd2+ Kf3
8.Rd3+ Qxd3 stalemate.

No 23790 M. Pasman
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No 23791 P. Krug
1st honourable mention
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No 23792 V. Samilo
3rd honourable mention
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No 23793 P. Arestov
1st commendation
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However: 3...Qc8+ 4.Kb1 Bxb2 5.Kxb2 Qh8+
6.Kb3 Qxh7 wins (6EGTB).

No 23792 Vladimir  Samilo  (Ukraine).
1.g7 Sxg7 2.5xg7+ Kg6 3.Se6 Sxe6 4.dxe6 h2
5.0-0-0 Bgi 6.e7 Kf7 7.Rd8 Be3+ 8.Kc2 draws,
e.g. Kxe7 9.Rh8.

No 23793 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.0-O-O

Kxe3 2.Sg7, and:

— Sg3 3.5xhs5 Sfi 4.Rd3+ Kegq 5.Rd4+ Kxdg
6.5f4 g1Q 7.Se2+ Ke3 8.5xg1 draws, or:

— Sc3 3.Re1+ Kf2 4.Kd2 h4 5.Se6 Se4+ 6.Rxeq
g1Q 7Rfg+ Kg3z 8.Sd4 Kxfg 9.Se2+ Kif3
10.5xg1+ Kg2 11.Se2 h3 12.58f4+ Kg3 13.5xh3
draws.

No 23794 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.0-O/i b2 2.Rae1+
Kd4 3.Rf4+ Kcs 4.Rfs+ Kcg 5.Rf4+ Kb3 6.Rf3

No 23794 P. Krug
& M. Garcia

d2 7.Ref1 Kc2 8.Rxg3 d1S 9.Rxc3+ Sxc3 10.Rf2+
Kc1 11.Rxb2 Kxb2 12.Kf2 Kc2 13.Ke3 positional
draw.

i) 1.0-0O-0? d2+ wins.

No 23795 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.R8hy/i
Qxhy 2.0-0 b6 3.c6 Qh2+ 4.Kxh2 Rhy+ 5.Kg2/
ii Kay 6.d6 e2 7.Ra1+ Kb8 8.c7+ Kby 9.Ra8 e1S+
10.Kf2 Rxc7 11.dxc7 Kxcy 12.Kxe1 wins.

i) Try: 1.0-O? f5 and Black wins. Try: 1.Rg8?
Qdy 2.0-O Qg4+ 3.Kh2 Qh4+ 4.Kg2 Qg4+
draws.

ii) 5.Kg3? Kay 6.d6 e2 7.Ra1+ Kb8 8.Kf2 Rh2+
9.Kf3 Rh3+ 10.Kf2 Rh2+ draws.

No 23796 Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina).
1.Scs5/i Sd3+ 2.Sxd3 cxd3 3.Kf1/ii d2 4.Rh2 Rd4
5.Ra3+ Keq4 6.Rh4+ Kes 7.Rxd4 Kxd4 8.Rag+
Kes 9.Ra1 Sds 10.Kf2 Kfs 11.Rag+ Kes 12.Ra1
positional draw.

ond commendation
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No 23795 A. Jasik
3rd commendation
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e1a6 3500.46 7/9 Win
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No 23796 M. Garcia
4th commendation
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No 23797 P. Arestov

No 23799 P. Krug

& P. Kiryakov No 23798 P. Arestov & M. Garcia
1st prize 1st honourable mention 2nd honourable mention
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b3e8 1600.02 2/5 Win

i) Try: 1.Sd6? Rd4 2.Rhy Sd3+ 3.Kfi Rxdé
4.Rxe7+ Kd4 wins.

ii) Thematic try: 3.0-O? Rga+ 4.Kh1 Sfs
5.Rae1+ Kfg wins. Thematic try: 3.0-O-O?
Rc4+ 4.Kb1 Sds 5.Rhe1+ Kd4 wins.

Thematic section: castling by Black

Judge Peter Gyarmati received 13 studies by
6 composers from 6 countries. The 2nd prize
winner was eliminated from the final award
because of an anticipation.

No 23797 Pavel Arestov & Petr Kiryakov
(Russia). 1.Qc3/i O-O 2.Qg3+ Kf7 3.Qxes h6
4.Qg3 Rg8 5.Qc7+ Kg6 6.Kbg Rf8 7.Kxbs Rf6
8.Kas Rf7 9.Qc4 Rf6 10.Qg8+ wins.

i) Thematic try: 1.Qd4? O-O 2.Qxe5 hé
3.Qg3+/xiv Khy 4.Qd3+ Kg7 5.Qg3+ Khy draws.

HH cooks the 2nd prize: V. Tarasiuk, e1e8
0400.35 h1a8.d6g6h2a3byd4d7h3 5/7 Draw. In-
tended: 1.0-O O-0O-O 2.g7 a2 3.Ra1 Rg8 4.Rxa2
Rxg7+ 5.Kh1 Kb8 6.Ra8+ Kxa8 stalemate.

But: 5...bs 6.Ra8+ “perpetual check” How-
ever, Black can escape from the rabid rook:
6...Kb7, e.g. 7.Rb8+ Kc6 8.Rc8+ Kds 9.Rc5+
Kxdé6, and 10.Rds+ Kc7 11.Rcs+ Kd8 12.Rc8+
Ke7 13.Re8+ Kf6 14.Re6+ Kgs 15.Re5+ Kg6 and
no more checks, or: 10.Rc6+ Key 11.Re6+ Kf7
12.Rf6+ Ke8 13.Rf8+ Ke7 14.Re8+ Kf6 15.Re6+
Kgs 16.Res5+ Kgé6.

f4e8 0300.51 6/3 Win

e6e8 1643.33 6/8 Win

No 23798 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Kgs
dxcs 2.bxcs O-0O 3.Kg4 Rf1 4.¢6 Re1 5.Kf5 Res+
6.Ke6 Rxbs 7.c7 Res 8.Kd7 Kg7 9.hs Kf6 10.¢8Q
Rxc8 11.Kxc8 wins.

No 23799 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Bcs/i Sb6 2.Bxb6
axb6 3.Qcy/ii Beg+ 4.Qxcq4 O-O 5.Qcy Rae8+
6.Kds Rd8+ 7.Kes Rde8+ 8.Kfg Re7 9.Qxc2 Rf6
10.a5 bxas 11.Kg5 Ree6 12.Qc8+ Kg7 13.Qc3 Kg8
14.Qxf6 wins.

i) Try: 1.Qc7? Beg+ 2.Qxc4 Sey 3.Qcs O-O
4.Qxc2 Sxg6 draws.

ii) Try: 3.g7¢2 O-O-0O 4.gxh8Q Rxh8 5.Qxf1
Rh7 6.Qc1 Rcy positional draw.

No 23800 Michael Pasman (Israel). 1.Be6
Bg8+ 2.Kxg6 Bxe6 3.dxe6 O-O 4.g5 Rd8 5.Rc7
Kf8 6.Khy d3 7.Rc5 g6 8.Rfs+ Ke8 9.Kxg6 Rd6
10.Kh7 d2 11.g6 d1Q 12.Rf8+ Kxf8 13.g7+ Ke8
14.g8Q mate.

No 23801 Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine). 1.g7
0-0-0 2.518 c2 3.gxh8Q c1Q 4.Qh3 Qf4 5.Ke7+
Kby 6.Se6 Qd6+ 7.Kf7 Rdy+ 8.Kgi Rey 9.Kt6
draws.

No 23802 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia). 1.c7
0O-0O 2.Sc6 Sb3 3.Sd8 Scs5+ 4.Ke7 Sby 5.c8Q
Re8+ 6.Kf6 Sxd8 7.Qg4+ (Qdy) Kf8 8.Qg7 mate.

HH notes that in the final award, unlike
the provisional award, a wrong diagram was
printed.
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No 23800 M. Pasman No 23801 V. Samilo No 23802 V. Kalashnikov
3rd honourable mention 1st commendation 2nd commendation
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hse8 0443.44 7/8 Win e6e8 0304.21 4/4 Draw e6e8 0304.10 3/3 Win
No 23803 A. Avni No 23804 ]. Timman No 23805 A. Jasik
1st prize and prize 3rd prlze
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e8h6 0324.33 7/6 Win hih3 1840.38 8/12 Win h6b8 1614.13 5/7 Win
Win section 12.Qf1 Rey 13.Qb1 Rxg7 14.Qby Rgs 15.Qhy
Res 16.Qh2 mate.
The judge, Eduard Eilazyan, received 31 i) Try: 1.Qfi+? Kg3 2.Rhs Rb1 3.Rh3+ gxh3
studies by 24 composers from 17 countries. 4.Rg6+ Khg 5.Bey+ Khs 6.Rgs+ Khé6 7.Qxb1

No 23803 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Be2 Sxf2 Re8 8.Qbs d1Q+ draws.
2.Kf7, and: No 23805 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Sf6

o Rhg+ 2.Shs Rg1 3.Bxgi Rxhs+ 4.Kxhs hiQ+
g(;‘;’;"B}id?’ d1Q 4.5d4 Qxd3 5.Bd2+ Qxda 5.Qxh1a1Q 6.Kg6 Sc4 7.Bay+ Qxay 8.Qh8 mate.
.Sfs mate, or:

— d1Q 3.Bxds, and: No 23806 R. Becker

- Se4 4.Bd2+ Sxd2 5.Sd4 Rxhg 6.Sf5+ Kgs _ 4&1 priz; _
7.5xh4 Kxh4 8.Kxg7 wins, or: /% /% %/ 7

>
- Rd3 4.Se3 Rxe3 5.Bd2 Sxd1 6.Bc1 wins. > //

/ -
» /@)//%
/;%f// @}@
5 v

§
§

No 23804 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.Rhs+ Kg3 2.Rh3+ Kxh3 3.Qf1+ Kg3 4.Bcs, and:

— Bd4 5.Bxd4 diS 6.Rh6 Se3 7.Rh2 Sxf1 8.Bxf2

x

mate, or: / / / /
— &S 5.Rxd1 Bds4 6.Bxds Rh8+ 7Bxh8 Rb6 7
8.Bg7 Re6 9.Ra1 Rey 10.Qb1 a3 11.Qbs Re1+ f4h4 1333.012/5 Win

— 208 —



12th UAPA ty 2020

No 23807 M. Garcia
special prize
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No 23808 A. Gasparyan
1st honourable mention

B &

No 23809 A. Jasik
2nd honourable mention

=

3g1 0612.75 11/8 Win

No 23806 Richard Becker (USA). 1.Qc6
Ra3 2.Qh1+ Rh3 3.Qe1+ g3 4.Kxfs Rh2 5.Qeq+
Kh3 6.Kg5 Bd1 7.Qc6 Bg4 8.Qds5 Bc8 9.Qg8 Bga
10.Qh7+ Kg2 11.Qc2+ Kh3 12.Qc6 Raz 13.Qhi+
Rh2 14.Qf1+ Rg2 15.Qc4 Rb2 16.Qxg4+ wins.

No 23807 Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina).
1.Bxd4+ Khi1 2.h8Q Rxh8 3.Bxh8, and:

— Rb1 4.Sd4 Rf1 5.Sc3 Rf2 6.5f3 Rxf3 7.Se4 wins,

or:

— Rxa4 4.Sb4 Rxb4 5.Bf6 Rb1 6.Bxgs Rb2 7.Bd2
Rxd2 8.g5 Rh2+ 9.Kg4 Kg2 10.Kf4 Rh1 11.g4
Rfi+ 12.Ke4 Rei+ 13.Kfs Rfi+ 14.Kg6 Kg3
15.Khy Kxg4 16.g6 Rf6 17.g7 Khs 18.g8Q
(Kg8) Rxh6+ 19.Kg7 Rg6+ 20.Kf7 (Kf8)
Rxg8 21.Kxg8 Kg6 22.Kf8 Kf5 23.Ke8 (Ke7)
Kes 24.Kd8 Kxds 25.Kc7 wins.

No 23810 I. Yarmonov
& A. Zhukov
3rd honourable mention
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hsf2 3542.22 8/6 Win bic8 4353.21 6/6 Win

No 23808 Aleksey Gasparyan (Armenia).
1.Rf8+ Kxg2 2.Rg8+ Kf1 3.Rxgi+ Kxgi 4.Sc3
Bxe2+ 5.Sxe2+ Kf2 6.Rxd2 Rh7+ 7.Kg4 and:

— Kxe3 8.Bcz Rh2 9.Rd1 Rxe2 10.Bd4 ideal
mate, or:

— Rxh8 8.Sg3+ Kxe3 9.Sf1 mate.

No 23809 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Qc3
axb6 2.Bes Bay 3.Ba6+ Qxa6 4.Qh3+ Rdy
5.Qh8+ Kb7 6.c8Q+ Sxc8 7.Qh1+ Rds 8.Qxds
mate.

No 23810 Igor Yarmonov & Aleksandr
Zhukov (Russia). 1.Bxeq4 Qe6 2.Bxby+ Kay
3.5c6+ Bxc6 4.Bc8+ Bdy 5.Rxd7+ Kb8 6.Rb7+
Kxc8 7.d7+ Kxby 8.d8S+ Kc8 9.Sxe6 wins.

No 23811 Igor Yarmonov (Russia). 1.Qxd3/i
Rxb4+ 2.cxbg Sb6+ 3.Kas Sc4+ 4.Bxcq dxeq+
5.Bbs exd3 6.Sc4 Qxe2 7.Rxe2+ dxe2 8.Se5 Be8

No 23811 [. Yarmonov No 23812 P. Arestov

special honourable mention commendation
EEEE EEEE

AESE | [ om m m
3y ) /&/ A

Bl wal @@ m
AT B %/ ///@/
@,3 » %% ¥ %;%%
//¢78%7/ 5 B P

s g 2

a4f2 4444.85 13/10 Win g418 3110.30 6/2 Win
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No 23813 I. Aliev
commendation
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h8f7 4136.20 5/5 Win

No 23814 V. Kalashnikov
commendation
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No 23815 A. Pallier
1st prize
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c6h3 0104.25 5/7 Draw
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9.Bxe8 Ke3 10.5f3 Kxf3 11.Bxhs+ Kf2 12.Bxe2
wins.

i) Try: 1.e3+? Ke1 (Kg1) 2.Rd1+ Kf2 3.Qxd3
Rxb4+ 4.cxbg Sb6+ 5.Kas Sc4+ 6.Ka6 Qdé6+
7.Ka7 Qb6+ draws.

No 23812 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rb8+
Kg72.c7 Qcq+3.Be4 Qxcy 4.Rby Kh6 5.g7 Qd7+
6.Kg3 Qdé6+ 7.Kh3 Qd8 8.Rey Qxey 9.g85+/i
Kgs 10.Sxe7 wins.

i) Try: 9.g8Q? Qh4+ 10.Kg2 Qg4+ 11.fxg4
stalemate.

No 23813 Ilham Aliev (Azerbayan). 1.Rf3+
Sefg 2.Rxf4+ Sxf4 3.Qb7+ Qxby 4.hxg8Q+ Kf6
5.Qd8+ Kfs5 6.Qas+ Kf6 7.Qc3+ Kfs 8.Qc2+ Kf6
9.g8Q Qh1+ 10.Qchy wins.

No 23814 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia).

1.Sbs+/i Bxbs 2.Rxfs Bh4 3.Rg7+ Kb6 4.Rg6+
Rcé6/ii 5.Rxbs+/iii Kxbs 6.Sd4+ wins.

i) Logical try: 1.Rxfs? Bxd4 2.Sxd4 Rxd4
draws.

Draw section

The judge, Eduard Eilazyan, received 30
studies by 23 composers from 17 countries.

No 23815 Alain Pallier (France). 1.b6 Sd4+
2.Kd7 e2 3.b7 d2 4.b8Q d1Q 5.Qa8/i d5 6.Rh6+
Kg2 7.Rg6+ Kf2 8.Qf8+ Sf3 9.Sh6 e1Q 10.Sg4+
Kf1 11.Sh2+ Kf2 12.Sg4+ Kf1 13.Sh2+ positional
draw.

i) Thematic try: 5.Rh6+? Kg2 6.Rg6+ (Qa8+
Sf3;) Kf2 7.Qf8+ Sf3 8.Sh6 e1Q 9.Sg4+ Ke2
10.Re6+ Ses+ 11.Sxe5 dxes+ wins.

No 23816 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.b6 Kxb6
2.Kb4

— Se2 3.Kxc4 Sf4 4.Se7 draws, or:

No 23818 M. Hlinka

No 23816 A. Avni No 23817 ]. Timman & M. Garcia
and prize 3rd prize 4th prize
BB Eom  [WEEE [ EiU EE
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a4C5 0004.23 4/5 Draw

h4b8 3205.57 10/10 Draw

e1g8 3510.20 6/3 Draw
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No 23819 D. Gurgenidze
& V. Tarasiuk
special prize
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No 23820 A. Jasik
1st honourable mention
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hs5g1 0260.33 6/6 Draw

No 23821 P. Rewitz
2nd honourable mention
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a1a3 0443.11 4/5 Draw

— Kc6 3.Kxcq Kd7 4.Kd3 Ke8 5.Ke3 Kf8 6.5f6
gxt6 7.Kf2 draws.

No 23817 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.5d7+ Sxdy 2.exdy g5+ 3.Khs Qg8 4.Rf8+ Qx{8
5.5d6 exd6 6.Rc8+ Qxc8 7.d8Q biS 8.Qxd6+
Ka8 9.Qes e1B 10.Qxe1 Sc3 11.Qey Sbs 12.Qd8
and:

— Qb8 13.Qd7 a2 14.Qxbs a1Q 15.Qas+ Qay
16.bxay Qxas stalemate, or:

— Kb8 13.Qe7 a2 14.Qes+ Ka8 15.Qxbs Qe6
16.Qas+ Kb8 17.Qes+ Qxes stalemate.

i) Try: 1.Rxf6? g5+ 2.Khs Qh1i+ 3.Kxgs exf6+
4.Kxf6 Qxh6+ wins.

No 23818 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Be6+ Kgy
2.Bc4 Qd4 3.Rbhs Qxc4 4.Rh7+ Kf8 5.Rh8+
Key 6.Rihy+ Kf6 7Rhé6+ Kf7 8.R8hy+ Rgy
9.b7/i Qb4+ 10.Kd1 Qb1+ 11.Kd2 Qxby 12.Kc1
Qg2 13.Rxg7+ Kxg7 14.Rd6 Qg5+ 15.Kb1 Qg1+
16.Kb2 positional draw.

v) Try: 9.Kd2? Qf4+ 10.Kc3 Qes+ 11.Kd2
Qg5+ 12.Kc3 Ke8 wins.

No 23819 David Gurgenidze (Georgia)
& Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine). 1.Rhs+ Kg2
2.Rh4 Rg8 3.Sbg Ra8+ 4.Kb6 Rb8+ 5.Kas/i
Rbs+ 6.Kxag Rxbg+ 7.Kxbg a2 8.Rxggq+ Kf2
9.Rf4+ Ke2 10.Re4+ Kd2 11.Rd4+ Kc2 12.Rcq+
Kb2 13.Rf4 c5+ 14.Kbs a1Q 15.f6 Qay 16.Rf2+
Kc3 1767 Qb8+ 18.Kxcs Qay+ 19.Kd6 Qxfz
20.Ke7 draws.

i) Try: 5.Kc5? Rbs+ 6.Kcq g3 7.Rfg4 Rxbg+
8.Kxb4 a2 wins.

No 23820 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Rci+
Bxc1 2.Rxf2 e3 3.Re2 d3 4.Rei+ Kh2 5.d7 d2
6.Rh1+ Kxh1 7.d8Q Bc2 8.a7 diQ+ 9.Qxdi+
Bxdi+ 10.Khg e2 11.a8Q e1Q+ 12.g3+ Kgi
13.Qg2+ Kxg2 stalemate.

No 23821 Poul Rewitz (Denmark). 1.b7 Scé
2.b8Q Sxb8 3.Rh8 Rd8 4.Bhy Rdi+ 5.Bb1 Rg1
6.Rh1 Rgg 7.Rg1 Be6 8.Rxg4 Bxg4 9.Bfs Bhs
10.Bg6 Bf3 11.Be4 Bd1 12.Bc2 Be2 13.Bd3 Bxd3
stalemate.

No 23822 P. Arestov & P. Kiryakov
3rd honourable mention
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No 23822 Pavel Arestov & Petr Kiryakov
(Russia). 1.Re8+ Bey+ 2.Kg4 Bdy 3.Kf4 Rxh4+
4.Kg3 Rga+ 5.Kxg4 Kf7+ 6.Khs Bxe8 7.Kh6 Bc6
8.Kxh7 Be4+ 9.Kh8 Bf6 stalemate.

i) Try: 2.Kf4? Rf3+ 3.Kg4 hs+ 4.Kxhs Bxe8+
wins.
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No 23823 P. Arestov
special honourable mention
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No 23824 M. Pasman
commendation
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No 23825 L. Kekely
& M. Hlinka
commendation

7 7 T =

W B E | EoE K
NN 7@&/// NN
B oE E | NN mW N
BoE B w L EEER | EEE
W EEE | EEEE| K oECE E
B EAE E [ EoEE B AN EE
8 B B B B B B
g7a3 0340.20 4/3 Draw b6b8 3014.31 6/4 Draw d3h8 0331.22 4/5 Draw

No 23823 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.e4 Bc6
2.Bg4 Rxeq 3.Bf3 Rcgq 4.Bds Bxds 5.d7 Recy
6.Kh8 Rxd7 stalemate.

No 23824 Michael Pasman (Israel). 1.c7+
Ka8 2.Sc4 Sc8+ 3.Ka6 Qe2 4.e8Q Qxe8 5.Sb6+
Sxb6 6.Kxb6 Qf8 7.Be1/i f3 8.Bf2 zz Qf6+ 9.c6
Qfs 10.Ka6 Qc8+ 11.Kb6 Qfs 12.Ka6 Qc8+
13.Kb6 positional draw.

i) Thematic try: 7.Bf2? {3 zz 8.c6 Qb4+ 9.Ka6
Qa4+ 10.Kb6 Qaz+ 11.Kbs Qxc7 wins.

No 23825 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1.d7 Bbi+ 2.Kc3 Rc2+ 3.Kb3z Rd2
4.d8Q+ Rxd8 5.Sxd8 a2 6.Kb2 Bxesq 7.Kxaz
Bds+ 8.Kb2 g5 9.Kc3 g4 10.Kdg g3 11.Ke3 g2
12.Kf2 Kg7 13.Se6+ Bxe6 14.Kxg2 draws.

No 23826 1. Aliev
commendation
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g3€3 0416.11 4/5 Draw

No 23826 Ilham Aliev (Azerbaijan). 1.Bh6+
fa+ 2.Bxfq+ Sxfq 3.d7 Sc6 4.d8Q Sxd8 5.Rxd8
Rgi+ 6.Kh4 Kf3 7.Rg8 Sg6+ 8.Khs Sf4+ 9.Khg
Sg2+ 10.Khs Sfg+ 11.Kh4 12.Kg5 Rgi+ 13.Kh4
Rxg8 stalemate.

No 23827 P. Arestov & A. Zhukov
commendation
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No 23827 Pavel Arestov & Aleksandr Zhu-
kov (Russia). 1.Ra1+ Kd2 2.Rdi1+ Bxdi1 3.Qd3+
Kei1 4.Qeq+ Be2 5.Qhg4+ Kd2 6.Qf4+ Kc2
7.Qagq+ Kc1 8.Rai+ Kd2 9.Qf4+ Kd3z 10.Raz+
Qxa3 11.Qd6+ Ke3 12.Qxa3z+ Kf2 13.Qh3z Bf3+
14.Kh2, and:

— Rg2+15.Qxg2+ Bxg2 stalemate, or:

— Rg415.Qg3+ Rxg3 stalemate.
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The Argentina Chess Composition Federation UAPA organized its 13th informal endgame study
tourney.

There were three sections. Valery Kalashnikov (Russia) judged the thematic section, Amatzia
Avni (Israel) judged the win section (no theme) and Sergey Osintsev (Russia) judged the draw sec-

tion (no theme). Tourney director Sebastian A. Palomo received 93 studies by 39 composers from
21 countries.

The award was published in ii2021 and became final (one change in the thematic section) in
iv2021.

HH observes that, in contrast with previous UAPA ty’s, at least some of the studies in the award
were edited, which certainly is an improvement. We would like to see (only) awards in which the
solution and relevant lines are included and commented upon - and that all analysis is removed. Of
course, sometimes analyses are needed to prove the study’s soundness but, after a judge is convinced
of that, it can be removed from the solution. Ideally, an award should feature only thematic sublines.

All sublines should be unique - i.e. lines with (black) duals are not interesting.

Thematic section

The judge, Valery Kalashnikov (Russia) con-
sidered 24 studies by 18 composers from 14
countries.

The set theme was: “One or two rooks (white
or black) against queen. In the initial position
additional pieces are allowed”.

No 23828 P. Krug & P. Arestov
prize
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d6h7 1600.11 3/4 W1n

No 23828 Peter Krug (Austria) & Pavel
Arestov (Russia). 1.c7 (Qaz+ Kg6;), and:

— Rc32.¢8Q (c8R) Rxc8 3.Qd3+ (Qxc8? Rdi+;)
Kh8/i 4.Qd4+ (Kh7; Qfs5+) Khy 5.Qe4+ Kh8
6.Qes+ Kg8/ii 7.Qe6+ Kgz 8.Qdy+/iii Kf6/iv
9.Qe7+/v Kg6 10.Qe4+ Kf6 11.Qxb1 wins, or:

— Rg3 2.Qcq (c8Q? Rg6+;) Rg6+ 3.Kes Rer+
(Rgs+; Kfg) 4.Kfa/vi Re8/vi 5.Qf7+ Rgy
6.Qxe8 Rxcy 7Qeq4+ Kg8 8.Qg6+ Rgz
9.Qxh6 wins.

i) Kg7 (Kg8) 4.Qxb1 wins.
ii) 4.Qxb1? Rg8 5.Key Rg7+ 6.Kf8 Rg8+ 7.Kf7

Rg7+ draws.

iii) 8.Qey+? Kg8 9.Qe6+ Kgy returns. If
8.Qxc8? Rd1+ 9.Kes Rg1 draws.

iv) Kg6 9.Qxc8 Rdi+ 10.Key Rei+ 11.Kf8
Rf1+ 12.Kg8 wins.

v) 9.Qxc8? Rdi+ 10.Kc7 Re1+ and Black wins.

vi) 4.Kf5? Rh15.c8Q (Qf7+ Rg7;) Rhs+ 6.Kf4
Rh4+ 7.Kf3 Rxc4 draws.

vii) Rf6+ 5.Kg3 Rg1+ 6.Kh3 wins.

“We see two different stories preventing a
fortress. Yes, the queen is the strongest piece”.
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No 23829 M. Croitor
1st honourable mention
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No 23830 D. Gurgenidze
2nd honourable mention
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No 23831V. Kuzmichev
3rd honourable mention
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No 23829 Mihail  Croitor  (Moldova).
1.Rd8+/i Khy 2.Rd7+ Khé (Kh8; Re3) 3.Rd6+
Khs (Khy; Re3) 4.Rd1 Qh2/ii 5.Rg8 c2 6.Rh1
c1Q+/iii 7.Rxc1 Qh3+ 8.Kc7 Qf3 9.Rhi+ Qxhi
10.Rh8+ Kg4 11.Rxh1 wins.

i) 1.Rd1? Qh2 2.Rd8+ Kh7 and White cannot
win.

ii) Kh4 5.Rg8 (Rg7, Rg6) wins.

iii) Qxh1 7.Rh8+ Kg4 8.Rxh1 Kf3 9.Rc1 (Re1)
wins.

“This is an amiable duet of rooks, supervis-
ing all moves of the opponent on an almost
empty board. It is almost a classic!”.

No 23830 David Gurgenidze (Georgia).
1.a7 Qes+/i 2.Khg Qd4+ 3.Kh3/ii Qxa7 4.Re1/
iii, and:

— Qxf2 5.Re8+ Kxe8 stalemate, or:
— Qdy+ 5.Kg2 Qds+ 6.Kg1 Qgs+ 7.Khi, and:

- Qd2 8.Re3 Qxf2 9.Re8+ Kf7 10.Rf8+ Kxf8

stalemate, or:

- h4 8.Re3 Qg4 9.Kh2 Kf7 10.Rh3 Kf6 11.Re3

positional draw.

i) Qg2+ 2.Kxhs, and e.g. Qf3+ 3.Kg5 Qds+
4.Kf4 Qd4+ 5.Kg3 Qxay 6.Kg2 Qg+ 7.Kfi
fortress,

ii) 4.Rb3? Qd7+ 5.Kg2 Qds+ wins, e.g. 6.Rf3+
Ke7.

“The initial position breathes a theoretical
draw but we also see several stalemates”.

No 23831 Vladimir Kuzmichev (Russia).
1hy Qh2/i 2.Kgy/ii Qgz2+ 3.Kh8/iii Kf6/iv
4.Rb6+ Key/v 5.Re6+ Kxe6 stalemate.

i) Kg6 2.h8S+ draws, but not: 2.h8Q? Qaz+
3.Ke8 Qa8+, or: 2.Rg1? Qxg1 3.h8Q Qcs+ 4.Ke8
Qc8+ 5.Ke7 Qxh8 wins.

ii) 2.Kg8? Qa2+ 3.Kf8 Qxb1 4.h8Q Qb8+
5.Kg7 Qc7+ 6.Kf8 Qd8+ 7.Kg7 Qe7+ 8.Kg8 Kg6
wins.

iii) 3.Kf8? Kg6 4.h8Q Qa8+ wins. Now
4.h8S+ does not help: Khy 5.5f7 Qa8+ 6.Key
Qe4+ (Qay+) wins.

iv) Qa8+ 4.Kgy Qay+ 5.Kh6, and: Qa6+
6.Kg7 Qg6+ 7.Kh8, or here: Qe3+ 6.Kg7 Qd4+
7.Kg8 Kg6 8.h8S+ Kf6 9.Rf1+ draw.

v) Kgs 5.Rb5+ Kg6 6.Rb6+ draws.

“This is an artistic contribution to the theo-
ry of 5-piece endings. In the sublines there are
minor promotions”.

No 23832 P. Krug
4th honourable mention
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No 23832 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.e8Q Rf6+
2.Kb7/i Rf7+ 3.Kc6 Rf6+ 4.Kcy (Kdy) Rf7+
5.Kd6 Rf6+ 6.Ke7 Rf3 7.Qhs Re3z+ 8.Kdy (Kde,
Kd8) Rd3+ 9.Kcy Rc3z+ 10.Kby (Kb8) Rb3+
11.Ka8 wins.

i) Thematic try: 2.Kxay? Rf7+ 3.Kb6 Rf6+
4.Kc7 Rf7+ 5.Kd6 Rf6+ 6.Ke7 Rf3 7.Qhs Re3+
8.Kd6 Rd3+ 9.Kes5 Rg3 10.Ke6 Re3+11.Kd6 Rd3+
12.Kc5 Re3+ 13.Kd4 Rc6 14.Qes+ Rf6 15.Kd5 Kf7
16.Qc7+ Kg8 17.Qe7 Rg6 draws.

“There are no fewer than nine moves be-
tween the capture refusal and its point™

No 23833 Michael Pasman (Israel). 1.f8Q
d2 2.Bay+/i Raxay/ii 3.Qgy+ Kf1/iii 4.Qf6+ Ke2
5.Qxes5+ Kd1 6.Qhs+ Kc2 7.Qcs+ Kd3 8.Qbs+
Kcz 9.Qcs+ Kbz 10.Qbs+ Kaz 11.Qcs5+ Kbsz/
iv 12.Qbs+ Kc3 13.Qcs+ Kd3 14.Qbs+ Kdg
15.Qbg+ Ke3 16.Qc3+ Rd3 17.Qes+ Kf2 18.Qf4+
Ke2 19.Qe4+ Re3 20.Qg4+ Kd3 21.Qfs+ Kc3
22.Qcs+ Kbz 23.Qdg+ Kc2 24.Qxe3 (Qcs+?
Rc3;) Ra8+ 25.Kg7/v d1Q 26.Qe4+ draws.

i) Thematic try: 2.Qc5+? Kh1 3.Qxe5 Rh6+
4.Kg8 d1Q 5.Qeq+ Kg1 6.Qe3+ Kf1 7.Qf4+ Ke1
8.Qe3+ Qe2 and escapes from perpetual check.
HH: 2...Kg1 3.Qc2 Kg1 4.Qcs+ Khi is waste of
time for Black.

ii) Rdxay 3.Qcs5+ Kg2 4.Qds+ draws.

iii) Rxgy stalemate.

iv) Kb2 12.Qb4+ Ka2 13.Qc4+ Kb2 14.Qbg+
draws.

v) 25.Kh7? d1Q 26.Qe4+ Qd3 wins.

No 23833 M. Pasman
sth/6th honourable mention

No 23834 V. Tarasiuk
sth/6th honourable mention

The judge calls this “the perspective theme:
consecutive capture of rooks” HH has never
heard of this before.

No 23834 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine). 1.g7
Bg6+/i 2.Kxes/ii Rxf7 3.g8Q Rfs+ 4.Kd4 Rxas
5.Qxg6 Rxagq+ 6.Sbg (Kxc3? Rxa3+;) Rbxbg+
(Raxbg+; axb4) 7.Kxc3/iii Rcg+ 8.Kb3z Kd2/
iv 9.Qe8/v Kd3 10.Qbs/vi zz Kd4 11.Qfs Ke3
12.Qd7 Ke4 13.Qxa4 Rxaq 14.Kxa4 Kds 15.Kbs
wins.

i) Rxf7 2.g8Q c23.Sb4 (Sc5) Kb2 4.Sd3+ Kxa3
5.Bd2 wins.

ii) 2.Ke3? Rd8 3.Bxd8 Bxfy and Black wins.

iii) Try: 7axb4? Kb2 8.Qc6 Rxbg+ 9.Kd3
Rd4+ 10.Kxd4 c2 draws.

iv) Re4 9.Qc6+ Kd2 10.Qxa4 Rxaq 11.Kxa4
Kc3 12.Kbs wins.

v) Thematic try: 9.Qd6+? Rd4 10.Qc6 Kd3
11.Qbs+ Rdc4 zz 12.Qds+ Rd4 13.Qbs+ Rdcs4
positional draw.

vi) 10.Qxa4? Rxaq 11.Kxagq Kcg 12.Kas Kcs
draws.

“This is cheerful and dynamic action!”.

No 23835 Yuri Bazlov (Russia). 1.Rf2 (Rg2?
Qa8+;) Sf1/i 2.Sc1+ Sd2 3.Rxd2+ (Rc6+? Kbu;)
Kxc1 (Kxd2; Sb3+) 4.Rf2/ii Qa8+ 5.Kg7y Qhi
6.Ra2 (Rfg2 es;) Kb1 7Rag2 Qhg/iii 8.R2g4
Qhs 9.R4g5 Qh4 10.Rbs+/iv Kc2 11.Rc6+ Kd3
12.Rd5+ Ke3 13.Re6+ Kf3 14.Rf5+ Kg3 15.Rg6+
Kh2 16.Rh6 wins.

i) Qay 2.Rgg2 Sg4 3.Sd4++ wins.

No 23835 Y. Bazlov
special honourable mention
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No 23838 M. Hlinka

No 23836 H. Waelzel No 23837 A. Jasik & L. Kekely
commendation commendation commendation
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ii) 4.Rg1+? Kxd2 5.Rxa1 e5 draws.
iii) Qh3 8.Rgi+ Kc2 9.R6g2+ Kd3 10.Rg3+
wins.

iv) 10.Rb6+? Kc2 11.Rc6+ Kbz 12.Rbs+ Kag
draws.

This study was downgraded from 2nd prize
because it was anticipated by a study by V.
Khortov EG#05545).

No 23836 Helmut Waelzel (Germany).
1.Rd6/i Kh2 2.Rh6+ Kg1 3.Rhg6 Sg3+ 4.Rxg3
f2 5.Rxg2+ Kh1 6.R2g4/ii 1Q+ 7.Kgs Qbs+/iii
8.Kh6 Qes 9.Rh4+ wins.

i) 1.Rd8? Kh2 2.Rh8+ Kg1 3.Rhg8 Sg3+/iv
4.Rxg3 f2 5.Rxg2+ Kh1 6.R2g4 f1Q+ 7.Kg5 Qbs+
8.Kh6 Qb6+ 9.Khs Qbs+ perpetual check.

ii) 6.Rxf2? stalemate.

iii) Qci1+ 8.Khs Qdi1 9.Rh6 Qc2 10.Kg5+
wins.

iv) Sf2 4.Rg3 Sg4 5.R3xg4 f2 6.Rxg2+ leads to
the same position.

“We see a riddle on the first move with pre-
diction of the final and counter-play for stale-
mate. The solution of this miniature should be
clear to chess amateurs!”.

No 23837 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.f8R/i
Rai+ 2.Kxa1 hiQ+ 3.Ka2 Sc3+ 4.bxcz Qha+
5.5g2/ii Qxg2+ 6.Ka3 Qg7 7.a8R/iii wins.

i) 1.£8Q? Rai+ 2.Kxa1 hiQ+ 3.Ka2 Sc3+ re-
sults in stalemate.

ii) 5.Ka3? Qd6+ 6.Kag Qxf8 and Black wins,
or 5.Kb1? Qg1+ 6.Kb2 Qxay draws.

iii) 7.a8Q? Qxf8+ 8.Qxf8 stalemate.

No 23838 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely

(Slovakia). 1.f7 (g6+ Ra8;), and:

— Ra8+ 2.£8Q Rxf8+ 3.Rxf8 e1Q 4.g6 h3/i 5.g7
h2 6.Rc8+ Kd2 7.Rd8+/ii Kc3 8.Rc8+ Kdg
9.Rd8+/iii Kc3 10.Rc8+ Kb2 11.Rb8+ Kc1
12.Rc8+ Kd2 13.Rd8+ draws, or:

— Rxt7 2.Rxf7 e1Q 3.g6 h3/iv 4.g7 h2 5.Rc7+/v
Kb2 6.Rb7+ Ka3z 7.Ra7+ Kb4 8.Rb7+/vi Kaz/
vii 9.Ray+ Kb4 10.Rb7+ Kcs 11.g8Q Qxes+
12.Kh7 Qe4+ 13.Kh8 Qxb7 14.Qf8 draws.

i) Qxes+ 5.g7 h3 6.Khy Qe4+ 7Kh8 Qd4g
8.Rf3 draws.

ii) 7g8Q? Qxes+ 8.Khy hiQ 9.Qaz+ Ke3
10.Qay+ Kfg 11.Rf8+ Kg3 12.Rg8+ Kh4 wins.

iii) 9.g8Q? Qxes+ 10.Kh7 h1Q 11.Qd8+ Qhds
12.Qb6+ Keg 13.Qbg+ Kf3 14.Rc3+ Ke2 15.Rc2+

Ke3 16.Rc3+ Qxc3 17.Qxc3+ Qdz+ 18.Qxd3+

Kxd3 wins.

iv) Qxes+ 4.g7 h3 5.Khy Qes+ 6.Kh8 Qd4
7.Rf3 h2 8.Rfi+ Kd2 9.Rh1 Qes 10.Rxh2+ Qxh2
11.g8Q Qes5+ 12.Khy draws.

v) 5.g8Q Qxes+ 6.Rg7 h1Q wins.
vi) 8.g8Q? Qxes5+ 9.Khy h1Q 10.Qf8+ Kbs
wins.

vii) Kas 9.g8Q Qxes+ 10.Khy Qe4+ 11.Kh8
e.g. Qxby 12.Qa2+ draws.
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Amatzia Avni (Israel) received 32 studies by
26 composers from 17 countries. Gady Costeft
assisted in anticipation vetting. One study was
transferred to the next UAPA ty, three were
eliminated because of anticipations, and one
position was found to be illegal.

No 23839 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel
Keith (France). 1.by/i Bd6 2.Sd7/ii Se3 3.6 Sca+
4.Kba1/iii, and:

— Sc6 6.Se5 Sb8 7.Sc4+ Kd3 8.5xd6 wins, or:
— Sd4 5.f7 Se6 6.Scs/iv S8 7.Seq4+ Kd3 8.Sxd6
wins.

i) 1.8d7? Kc2 2.b7 Bes+ 3.Ka2 Bb2 4.b8Q Sc3
mate.

ii) 2.Se6? Bes+ 3.Kb1 Sc3+ draws.

iii) 4.Ka2? Sb4+ 5.Kb3 Sc6 draws, or 4.Kb2?
Sd4 (Sbg) 5.f7 Sc6 6.Kb3 Sas+ draws.

iv) 6.Kb2? Ke3 7.Kc3 Kf4 8. Kc4 Kfs, and: 9.Scs
Sf8 10.Kds5 Bb8 11.Sa6 Bay 12.Sb4 Bb8 draw by
repetition, or: 9.Kds Bh2 10.f8Q+ Sxf8 11.5xf8
Kt6 12.5d7+ Kfs5 13.Sc5 Kf6 draw by repetition.

“The echoess...Se6 6.Sc5!!and 5...S¢6 6.Se5!!
are lovely. The two drawing lines by repetition
in the following tries add value”

No 23840 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.f6 Sc6+ 2.Kc8/i Sd4/ii 3.Se2+/iii Sxe2 4.Bf2+/
iv Kxf2 5.f7 Sg3 6.8Q+ Kg1 7.Qcs5+ Khi 8.Qc1+
Kh2 9.Qf4 (Qcy) wins.

No 23839 P. Arestov

i) 2.Kc7? Sd4, and: 3.Se2+ Sxe2 4.f7 Sxg3
5.f8Q Sey4, or: 3.f7 Se6+ 4.Kd6 Sf8 5.Key Shy
draw.

ii) Bh3+ 3.Kc7 Sd4 4.f7 Se6+ 5.Kd6 Sf8 6.Key
Sg6+ 7.Kf6 wins.

iii) 3.f7? Se6 4.Kd7 Sf8+ 5.Ke7 Sh7 draws.

iv) 4.f72 Sxg3 5.£8Q Se4 with the famous
Karstedt fortress (HHdbV#89247).

“White will get a decisive material advantage
but a precise placing of the wK, plus the sacri-
fice of two pieces, is required to avoid a black

fortress. The first two prizes are presented in a
miniature form”

No 23841 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.Bf5+
g6/i 2.Qhs Qgi+/ii 3.Kxg1 e1Q+ 4.Kh2 Qe8
5.Bg5 Qf8 6.Bf6 Qe8 7.Rgs/ii Rby/iii 8.g4 Qb8+
9.Kg1 Rai+ 10.Bxa1 Qe8 11.Bes Rey/iv 12.f4/v
Rxes 13.Bxg6+ fxg6 14.Rxes Qf8 15.Qh4 Qcs+
16.Qf2 wins.

i) Rg8 3.Bgs Rgy 4.Qxh6+ Kg8 5.Bf6 Rhy
6.Rxg6+ fxg6 7.Qxg6+ Kf8 8.Qxhy wins.

ii) 7Rg4? Rag 8.f4 Bf3 9.gxf3/vi Rxf4 10.Rxfg
Qe2+ 11.Kg3 Qe1+ draws.

iii) Rag (Be6; Rg4) 8.g4 Qg8 9.ha/xv Rfg
10.Qxh6+ Kxh6 11.Rhs+ gxhs 12.g5+ Qxgs
13.hxgs mate.

iv) Bfs 12.h4 Rdy 13.Qxh6+ Kxh6 14.Rhs+
gxhs 15.g5 mate.

v) 12.h4? Rxes 13.Bxg6+ fxg6 14.Rxes Qf7
and Black wins.

vi) 9.Bgs Kg8 10.Qxh6 Qf8 11.gxf3 Qxhé
12.Bxh6 Khy and Black is safe — and wins.

& D. Keith No 23840 J. Timman
1st prize and prize
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No 23842 P. Krug

& M. Garcia No 23843 M. Pasman No 23844 D. Gurgenidze
1st honourable mention 2nd honourable mention 3rd honourable mention
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“The white army storms violently and takes (Kes? Sg8;) Kg8 (Sg8; Sf7 mate) 13.Shy Kh8
the bK by his throat, while leaving his own king 14.Kes (Ke4? Sg8;) Kg8 (Sg8; Ke6) 15.Ke6 Kh8
naked. The study scores very highly on origi- 16.5g5 Kg8 17.5f7 Sxf7 18.gxf7+ Kf8 19.hg4 g6

nality but the initial crowded position is pain- 20.Kf6 g5 21.h5 wins.
ful to look at. I put creativity before economy i) Thematic try: 2.Kd8? (Kcy) Bdy 3.Kxdy
and naturalness, airy position; hence, a prize”. Sg8 4.e8S Shé draws.

No 23842 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario ii) 3.e8Q? (e8R?) stalemate, or 3.Kf7? Sxey
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Sg6+/i Bxg6 draws.
2.hxg6+ Rh2 3.Rxh2+ Kg8 4.Bc2/ii Qxg3 5.Rf2/ iii) Sg8 5.Kdy Shé 6.Sd6 Kg8 7.Key (Ke8)
iii d1Q+/iv 6.Bxd1 c2+ 7.Bxc2 cxb3 8.Rb8+ Kh8 8.Kf8 wins.
Qxb8 9.Bxbz+ Kh8 10.Raz2/v Qfs (Qe8; Rh2 v) 5.Ke7? Sf5+, or 5.5d6? K8 draw, or 5.5¢7?
mate) 11.Ra8+ Qb8 12.Rxb8 mate. Kh8 6.5e8 Kg8 repeats.

i) 1.gxf4? Re2 2.5g6+ Khy draws. “5.Kes! is surprising and subsequently play

ii) 4.Bds5+? Kf8 5.Rh8+ Key 6.Rby+ Kdé6 is dictated by the idea of forcing a knight ex-
7.Rd8+ Kcs 8.Rbs+ Kxbs 9.Bxcq+draws, e.g. change and White executing a triangle with

Qxc4 10.bxcq+ Kxcq 11.Kc2 b3 +. some minor duals”,
iii) 5.Re2? Kf8 6.Rbe6 Qgi+ 7.Ka2 Qaz+ No 23844 David Gurgenidze (Georgia). 1...
8.Kb1 Qg1+, or 5.Rh1? Qe1+ 6.Ka2 Kf8 draw. Sb8+ 2.Kb6 Sxas+ 3.Kas e1Q+ 4.Kxaq Qeq+/i
iv) Qxf2 6.Rb8+ Qf8 7.Rxf8+ Kxf8 8.bxcg 5.Kas Qe1+ 6.Kb6 Qxe8 (Qe3+; Qcs) 7.Qf3/ii
wins. Qf8 8.Qg2 Qg8 9.Qhu/iii Qh8 10.Qe4/iv Qe8
v) 10.Rc2? Qc7 11.Rxc7 stalemate, or 10.Re2? 11.Qa4+ wins.
Qes 11.Rxes stalemate, or 10.Rf3? Qc8 11.Bds b3 i) Qai+ 5.Kb3 Qb1+ 6.Kc4 Qes+ 7.Kcs Qes+
12.Rf2 Qc2+ 13.Rxc2 bxca+ 14.Kxc2 stalemate. 8.Kd6 wins.
“We see interesting play and counterplay, de- ii) 7.Qxe8? stalemate.
cided by the accurate 10.Raz2!”. iil) 9.Qxg87 stalemate, or 9.Qe4? Qg1+ draws.
No 23843 Michael Pasman (Israel). 1.7 iv) 10.Qd5? Qd8+ 11.Qxd8 stalemate.
Be6+ 2.Kxe6/i Sg8 3.e85/ii Sh6 4.h3 (Sc7? Sg4;) “White’s winning manoeuvre Qf3-g2-hi is

Kg8/iii 5.Kes/iv Kf8 6.Sc7 (Sd6? Sg8;) Kg8 (Sg8; noteworthy; usually this kind of play demon-
Se6+) 7.5e6 Kh8 8.Sg5 (Sd8) Kg8 9.Keq (Kfg) strates a wQ harassing a bQ; here it is the other
Kf8 10.Se6+ Kg8 (Key; Kes) 11.Kf4 Kh8 12.5g5 way around”.
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No 23845 A. Jasik
4th honourable mention
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No 23845 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.f7+
Khy/i 2.Ke8 (Sg6? Bf6+;) Bgy/ii 3.5g6/iii Qxg6
4.Rh4+ Bh6 5.g3 Kg7/iv 6.Rg4 Bgs 7.Rxgs Qxgs
8.f8Q+ wins.

i) Kg7 2.Kd7, and: Qxh8 3.Re8 Kxf7 4.Rxh3,
or Qhs 3.Rg4+ Khy 4.£8Q win.

ii) Qhs 3.Sg6 Qxds 4.5f8+ Khé6 5.Re6+ Khs
6.g4+ Khy 7.5g6+ Kgs 8.£8Q wins.

iii) 3.f8Q? Bxf8 4.5f7 Qa6 5.Kxf8 Qa8+ 6.Key
Qxds draws.

iv) Qfs 6.Rxh6+ Kg7 7.Rh7+ Kxhy 8.f8Q, or
Kh8 6.Rxh6+ Qxh6 7.f8Q+ win.

“Before embarking on his main idea, White
has to avoid a sly stalemate trap”.

No 23846 I. Richardson
sth honourable mention
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No 23846 Itay Richardson (Israel). 1.Kg2/i
d1Q 2.Sc1 Qxc1 3.Req+ Kxeq 4.a7 Qg1+ 5.Kxg1
c1Q+ 6.Kg2/ii Qcé6/iii 7.Bds+/iv Kxds (Qxds;
Sf6+) 8.a8B/v Qxa8 9.Sb6+ wins.

i) 1.Re4+? Kgs5 2.Kg2 d1Q 3.Sc1 Qxdy draws.

ii) 6.Kh2? Qcy7+ 7.Kg2 Qxay and Black wins.

iii) Qc8 7.Bds+ Kxds 8.Sb6+ wins.

iv) 7.a8Q? Qxa8 8.Bds+ Qxds 9.Sf6+ Kdg+
(Kes+) 10.Sxd5 Kxds draws.

v) 8.a8Q? Kd4+ 9.Qxc6 stalemate.

“We see a wealth of combinational elements,
all known but the synthesis is impressive. The

composer, a grandson of the famous Yehuda
Hoch, is only 14 years old”.

No 23847 M. Pasman
special honourable mention
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a2C1 0000.32 4/3 Win

No 23847 Michael Pasman (Israel). 1.e4/i

Kd2 2.Kbz1/ii g4 3.Kb2/iii, and:

— Ke3 4.e5/ivdxes 5.c5 e4 6.c6 Kf2 7.c7 €3 8.c8Q
e2 9.Qxg4 e1Q 10.Qh4+ wins, or:

— g3 4.Kb1 Ke3/v 5.e5 dxes 6.c5 e4 7.c6 Kf2 8.c7
€3 9.c8Q wins.

i) 1.Kb3? Kd2 2.e4 Kd3 draws.

ii) 2.Kb2? g4 3.Kb1 Ke3, and: 4.c5 dxcs s5.e5
Kdz2, or: 4.e5 dxes 5.c5 Kf2 (e4) 6.c6 e4 7.c7 €3
8.c8Q e2 9.Qcs5+ Kfi 10.Qc4 (Qfs Kgi;) Kf2
11.Qf4+ Kg1 12.Qe3+ Kf1 draws. If 2.g4? )Kb3?)
Kds.

iii) 3.g3? (Ka2? Kd3;) Ke3 4.e5 dxes 5.c5 e4
(Kf2, Kf3) 6.c6 Kf2 (Kf3) 7.c7 €3 8.c8Q e2 9.Qc2
Kf110.Qd3 Kf2 draws.

iv) Try: 4.c5? dxcs 5.e5 Kd2 6.Kb3z Kd3 7.Kb2
Kd2 draws.

v) Kd3 5.e5 dxes 6.c5 e4 7.Kc1 Ke2 8.¢6 €3 9.c7
Kf2 10.¢8Q, or Kd1 5.e5 dxes 6.c5 e4 7.c6 €3 8.c7
e29.c8Q e1Q 10.Qc2 mate, or Ke1 5.e5 dxes 6.c5
e4 7.c6 e3 8.c7 e2 9.c8Q wins.

“When Van der Heijden’s study (HHdbVI
#17051) with the astounding key 1.Kh2-hi!!
came out, it attracted a lot of attention. Recent-
ly Sprenger added some content to this matrix
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No 23850 L Kekely
& M. Hlinka
3rd commendation
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g8hs 011713 5/6 Win

(FMRE 2020) and now Pasman has added an-
other brick - White must carefully choose his
second and third moves”.

No 23848 Daniele Gatti & Mario Micaloni
(Italy). 1.g7/i g1Q/ii 2.Rh2+ Kgs/iii 3.gxh8Q
Kf4+ 4.Kf8/iv Qcs5+ 5.Ke8 Qez+ 6.Kd8 Qb6+
7.Kc8 Qe6+ 8.Kb8 Sa6+/v 9.Ka8/vi Qds+ 10.S¢c6
Qxc6+ 11.Ka7 Qc7+ 12.Kxa6 Qc6+ 13.Kas Qcs+
14.Kagq Qc4+ 15.Ka3 biS+ 16.Bxb1

i) 1.Rxg2? Sxc2 2.g7 Sg6 draws.

ii) St7 (Sg6; Bxg6+) 2.Rxg2 Sh6+ 3.Khy Sxc2
4.Rh2+ Kgs 5.Rxh6 b1Q 6.g8Q+ draws.

iii) 4.Qg7? (Kxf7? Qxay+;) Qxgz+ 5.Kxgz
Sxc2 6.Rxc2 b1Q and Black wins.

iv) Sxc2 9.Qh4+ Qg4 10.Qf2+ Kgs 11.Qcs5+
wins.

v) 9.Kb7? Scs+ 10.Kc7 Sa6+ 11.Kby Scs+
draws.

“The king march, although performed many
times before, is always attractive”

HH thinks that this study is unsound. In
line iv) Black continues with 11...Kg6 12.Qb6+
Kgs 13.Qh6+ Kf5 14.Rh5+ Keg, or 12.Qd6+ Kfs
13.Rf2+ Ke4 as 14.Sb5? b1Q and the bS is pinned.

No 23849 Borislav Ilin¢i¢ & Branislav Dju-
raSevi¢ (Serbia). 1.5f6/i h6 2.Qd2 e3 3.Qc2 g6
(gxf6; Qh2) 4.Qb2 Kgy/ii 5.Sds5+/iii Khy/v
6.Qf6 Bcg 7.Qxf7+ Kh8 8.Rxh6 mate.

i) 1.5xg7? Kxgz, or 1.Qb2? Rg8 draw.

ii) Qcs 5.Rxh6+ Kg7 6.Rh7+ wins.

a2h8 4431.37 7/11 Win

f2h1 0017.24 5/7 Win

iii) 5.5Sd7+?¢ (Shs+? Kf8;) Kh7 6.Qf6 Bcg and
Black wins.

“The manoeuvre Qd2-c2-b2 is nice, as is the
distinction between 5.Sd7? and 5.Sd5!”.

No 23850 Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka
(Slovakia). 1.Bb7+ Se4+ 2.Bxeq+ fxe4 3.a7 e3+
4.Ke1 13 5.5xe2 f2+ 6.Kf1 Sf3 7.a8B Kh2 8.Bxf3
wins.

“White’s advanced a-pawn is unstoppable,
yet an anti-stalemate care is required”

No 23851 P. Rewitz
4th commendation
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b3c6 0030.63 7/5 Win

No 23851 Poul Rewitz (Denmark). 1.e5 Bf8/i
2.g5/ii Kds/iii 3.Kc3 Bxbg+ 4.Kxbg Kxdg 5.h3/
iii Kxes 6.Kc5 Kfs 7.Kd6 es5 8.Key e4 9.Kxf7 e3
10.Kg7 e2 11.f7 €1Q 12.f8Q+ Kxg5 13.Qf6+ and
mate in two.

i) Bc7 2.h4 Kds 3.g5/iv Kxd4 4.h5 gxhs 5.g6
Kxes 6.g7 wins.

ii) 2.h4? Kds 3.Kc3 Bxb4+ 4.Kxb4 Kxd4 5.5
wins.
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g5h8 0331.31 5/4 Win

iii) 5.h4? Kxes 6.Kcs Kfs 7.Kd6 es5 8.Key
e4 9.Kxf7 e3 10.Kgy e2 11.f7 e1Q 12.£8Q+ Kg4
draws, e.g. 13.Kxg6 Qe4+ 14.Kh6 Kxhg.

iv) But not 3.hs5? gxhs, and: 4.g5 Bd8 5.g6
fxg6 6.f7 Bey, or: 4.gxhs Kxd4 5.h6 Bxes 6.hy
Bxf6 win.

“It is doubtful if the first four moves add to
the study. 5.h3! vs. 5.h4? is the point”.

No 23852 Valery Kalashnikov  (Russia).
1.d7/i Rd8 2.e6 Bg8 3.Kf5s Rxe8 4.dxe8S Bxe6+
5.Kxe6 Kg8 6.Ke7 Kh8 7.5f6 wins.

i) 1.5c7? Bg8 2.e6 Rxc7 3.d7 Res+ 4.Kf4 Rds
5.7 Rxd7 6.e8Q Rd4+ 7.Ke3 Rd3+ 8.Kxd3 stale-
mate. HH notes - seeing the comment of the
judge — that this line had many black duals.

“This study features the destruction of a for-
tress by the knight phoenix Most of this work
is anticipated and the interest lies in the correct
choice of first move, avoiding a fortress”.

No 23853 Mihail Croitor (Moldova). 1.Kb2
(Ka2? Kbs8;) Kby 2.Kb3 Kb6 3.Kbg Kc6 4.Kcg
Kdé6 (es; eq) 5.Kdg g6 6.g3/i Ke6 7.Keq Kf6
8.Kf4 e6 (gs+; Kes) 9.e3 (e4? g5+;) g5+ (e5+;
Kg4) 10.Keq (Kg4? Kg6;) es5 11.Kf3 Kg6/ii 12.e4
Khs 13.Kf2 Kg4 14.Kg2 Khs 15.Kf3 Khé/iii 16.g4
wins/iv.

i) 6.Ke4? e5 7.e3 Ke6 8.g3 Kd6 draws.

ii) Kfs (Ke6) 12.e4(+) wins.

iii) Kg6 16.Kg4 Kh6 17.Kf5 Khs 18.Kxes wins.

iv) e.g. Kg6 17.Ke3 Kf6 18.Kd3 Ke6 19.Kcq
Kdé 20.Kbs.

a1a8 0000.22 3/3 Win

ayh3 3510.22 6/5 Draw

“It is quite surprising that in this simple sym-
metrical position, White’s turn to move is de-
cisive, due to opposition and zz. This work will
be valuable training material for students of
the game. Yet we have to examine the human
contribution to computer work. Now, in the
initial position the software announces “mate
in 41 moves”. The author follows the moves on
the screen, investing neither effort, nor a sin-
gle drop of imagination, just paste and copy.
Despite the intriguing initial position, while
acknowledging the composer’s general excel-
lence, I feel that this work deserves at best a
commendation”

HH: one might ask the same question for
any win study that the judge composed himself
with more pieces in the initial position, and
where the black moves (coincidentally) post-
pone the mate as long as possible.

Draw section

Sergey Osinstev (Russia) considered 37
studies by 25 composers from 17 countries, and
put half into his award, which is excessive.

No 23854 Michael Pasman (Israel). 1.Bc4/i
Qxc4 2.Rh8+/ii Kg4 3.Rg8+ Qxg8/iii 4.Rg7+
Khs/iv 5.Rxg8 b3 6.Rb8/v Rxaz2+/vi 7.Kby/vii
c4 (Kg6; Kc6) 8.Kc6 (f7¢ Rf2;) Kg6 9.Kds Re2
10.Ke6 Re2+ 11.Kds Rcz2 12.Ke6 Rf2 13.Kds Rfs
14.f7/viii Kxf7 15.Rb6 Kg7 (Rh2; Kcs) 16.Kcs
Rf6 17.Rb4/ix Rf4 18.Rb6 positional draw.
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c7f8 0042.33 7/5 Draw

i) 1.£7? (Ba6?) Rxa2+ wins.

ii) 2.Rh7+? Kg4 3.Rg8+ Kf5 wins.

iii) Kfs 4.f7 Qxa2+ 5.Kb8 Qh2+ 6.Rc7 draws.

iv) Kfs5 5.Rxg8 Kxf6 6.Kb6 c4 7.Kbs c3 8.Rc8
Kes 9.Kxb4 Rb1+ 10.Kas Kd4 11.a4 Kd3 12.Rd8+
Kc4 13.Rc8+ Kd3 14.Rd8+ Kc2 15.Ka6 draws.

v) 6.£7¢ b2 7.Rg1 Rxg1 8.£8Q b1Q wins.

vi) c4 7.f7 Rxa2+ 8.Kb6 Rf2 9.Kcs draws.

vii) 7.Kb6? Ra8 8.Rxa8 (Rby c4;) b2 9.Rh8+
Kg6 10.Rh1 ¢4 11.Rfi Kf7 12.Kc5 ¢3 13.Kd4 c2
wins.

viii) 14.Kc5? Kxf6, or 14.Rb6? Rxf6 win.

ix) 17.Rb7+? Rf7, or 17.Rb8? Rf8 win.

“This is a great discovery in a rook ending,
with inventive play on both sides”

No 23855 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.Sb3 Bg3+/i 2.Kdy Bf2/ii 3.Sd4/iii Bxd4 4.Bds
(S£3? h1Q;) exds 5.5f3 h1Q 6.5g5/v Qh3+ 7.Se6+
(Sxh3? Be3s;) Qxe6+ 8.Kxe6/vi Bes 9.Kxds Bxas
10.Ke6 Bbg 11.Kdy positional draw.

i) Bf2 2.5f3 h1Q 3.Sg5 Bg3+ 4.Kb6 Bf2+ 5.Kc7,
or h1Q 2.Sc5 Bg3+ 3.Kdy Qdi+ 4.Kc6 Qdé+
5.Kbs draw.

ii) h1Q 3.Scs5 Qdi+ 4.Kc6 draws.

iii) Logical try: 3.5c5? Bxcs 4.Bd5 exds 5.5f3
h1Q 6.Sg5 Qh3+ 7.Se6+ (Sxh3 Bes;) Qxe6+
8.Kxe6 d4 (bxa3) wins.

v) Logical try: 6.Sxd4? Qh3+ (Qe1; Qe3)
7.5e6+ Qxe6+ 8.Kxe6 d4 wins.

g1a3 1303.02 2/5 Draw

c2e2 0313.20 4/3 Draw

vi) Now, unlike in the try, the bB blocks his
pawn.

“This is an excellent logical study, refusing to
capture the bB. Small duals in thematic tries
reduce the impression but the additional lines
are good”.

No 23856 Petr Kiryakov & Valery Kalash-
nikov (Russia). 1.Qf1 Sd4 2.Qc1+/i Kb3 3.Qd1+
Kc3 4.Qai+ Kds/ii 5.Qdi+ Ke3 6.Qci+ (Qe1+?
Se2+;) Ke4 7.Qe1+ Kfs5 8.Qas+ Kgg 9.Qxaz Sf3+
10.Kg2/iii Sh4+ 11.Kg1 Kh3 12.Qe2 (Qc2? Reé6;)
Rf513.Qc2/iv Rf8 (Sf3+; Khi1) 14.Qe2 Rf6 15.Kh1
(Qc2? Re6;), and:

— Rf216.Qxf2 gxf2 stalemate, or:
— g2+16.Kg1 Sf3+ 17.Qxf3+ Rxf3 stalemate, or:

— Rc6 16.Qh2+ Kg4 (gxh2 stalemate;) 17.Qe2+

Kh3 18.Qh2+ positional draw

i) 2.Qxf6? a1Q+ 3.Kg2 Qb2+ 4.Kxg3 Se2+
wins.

ii) 5.Qxa2? Se2+ 6.Kg2 Rf2+ 7Kh3 Sgi+
(Sf4+) wins.

iii) 10.Kf1? Sd2++ 11.Ke1 Rfi+ 12.Ke2 Rfza+
13.Kd3 Kh3, or 10.Kh1? Rhé6+ 11.Kg2 Rh2+
12.Kf1 Rh1+ 13.Ke2 Re1+ win.

iv) 13.Kh1? Res 14.Qxe5 (Qh2+ Kgs4;) g2+
15.Kg1 Sf3+ wins, or 13.Qe6? Sf3+ 14.Kh1 g2
mate.

“This is an excellent study! The battle of the
wQ with Black’s superior forces ends with three
stalemates”.
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No 23857 Pavel Arestov (Russia), Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina) & Vladislav Tarasiuk
(Ukraine). 1.a6 Rg7 2.Bcg+/i Kxf2/ii 3.Kc3/iii
Sf4/iv 4.Kb4 Ke3 5.Kcs (Kbs? Kd4;) Re7+ 6.Kbs
Kd4 7.Bb3/v Rhy 8.Kb6 Rhé6+ 9.Kbs Rh3 10.a7/
vi Rxb3+ 11.Kc6 Rc3+ 12.Kby draws.

i) 2.Kc3? Sxf2 3.Bds Rcy+, and: 4.Kd4 Sd1
5.Bb7 Sc3 6.a7 Sbs+, or 4.Kb4 Sd3+ 5.Kbs Rcs+
6.Kb6 Rxds 7.a7 Rd8 win.

ii) Kf3 3.Bds+ Kf4 4.Bb7 draws.

iii) Try: 3.Bds? Rc7+ 4.Kb3 Sf4 5.Bby Sd3
6.Kagq Sb2+ 7.Kbs Sc4 8.Bds Sd6+ 9.Kb6 Rey
10.Kc5 Sc8 11.Bby Rc7+ 12.Kbs Sdé+ 13.Kas
Sc4+ wins.

iv) Ke3 4.Bds Sf4 5.Bby Se6 6.Kc4 draws.

v) Thematic try: 7.Ba2? Rhy 8.Kb6 Rhé6+
9.Kbs Se2 10.a7 Sc3+ 11.Kas Rhs+ 12.Ka6 Sbs
13.Bf7 Rc5 14.a8Q Sc7+ 15.Kb7 Sxa8 16.Kxa8 Rcy
17.Bb3 Kcs 18.Kb8 Kb6 wins. HH: divergence!

vi) 10.Bf7? Ra3 11.Kb6 Sd3 12.a7 Scs 13.Be8
Ra6+ wins.

“This study has subtle play by both sides! The
only pity is that the final play did not follow
the scenario of a thematic try, so it looks less
interesting”.

No 23858 M. Hlinka
& L. Kekely
5th prize
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f3a2 0630.41 5/5 Draw

No 23858 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.g8Q Rf5+ 2.Ke4 Bd3+ 3.Kxd3 Rxf7
4.Qxf7 Rd1+ 5.Kc3/i, and:

— g1Q 6.d6+ Kar 7.Qf6 Qe3+ 8.Kc2+ Rdg
9.Qfi+ Ka2 10.Qf7+ Kaz 11.Qay+ Kxbg
12.Qb6+ Kc4 13.Qc6+ perpetual check, or:

— Rei+ 6.Kd2 g1Q 7d6+ Kbz 8.Qf6+ Ka3
9.Qf3+ Ka210.Qf7+ Kb211.Qf6+ Kb112.Qf5+
Kaz2 13.Qf7+ perpetual check.

i) 5.Kc2? g1Q 6.d6+ Ka1 wins.

“The central position of the study is para-
doxical, when a move without a check is good,
but a move with a check in a try is bad! The
threat of check is stronger than actual check!”.

No 23859 R. Becker
special prize
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b3ds 3040.41 6/4 Draw

No 23859 Richard Becker (USA). 1.Be4+/i,
and:

— Bxe4 2.e8Q Qb6+ 3.Kc3z Qcs+ 4.Kb3z Qcg+
5.Ka3 Qc3+ 6.Ka2 Qc2+ 7.Kaz Qci+ 8.Kbyg/
ii Qb2+ 9.Kas Qa3+ 10.Qag Qcs+ 11.Kxa6
Qc8+ 12.Kay Qcy+ 13.Ka8 Qb6 14.h3/iii Bf3
15.Qb3+ Keg 16.Qc3 Bg2 17.Qd2 Kf3 18.Qe1
Qcy 19.f5 Qb6 20.f6 Qcy 21.f7 Qxf7 22.Kb8
draws, or:

— Kd4 2.e8Q Qb6+ 3.Kag/iv Bxe4 4.Qes+ Kd3
5.h4/v Qc6+ 6.Kas Kcg 7.f5 Qbs+ 8.Qxbs+
axbs 9.f6 Bg6 10.g4 b4 11.hs Bf7 12.h6 b3
13.h7 b2 14.h8Q b1Q 15.Qc8+ draws.

i) Thematic try: 1.e8Q? Qb6+ 2.Kc3 Qd4+
3.Kb3 Qc4+ 4.Kaz Qcs+ 5.Kb3z Qxc2+ 6.Kaz
Qc1+ 7.Kbg Qb2+ 8.Kas Qaz+ 9.Kb6 Qcs+
10.Kxa6 Bc8 wins.

ii) 8.Ka4? Bca+ 9.Kas Qasz+ 10.Kb6 Qdé6+
wins.

iii) Thematic try: 14.g4? Bf3 15.Qa3 Keg
16.Qc3 Kxfg+ wins, or 14.h4? Bf3 15.Qa3 Keg
16.Qc3 Bg2 17.Qd2 Kf3 wins.

iv) 3.Ka3? Bxe4 4.Qes+ Kd3 5.f5 a5 6.f6 Qb4+
wins.
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v) Thematic try: 5.f5¢? Bf3 6.Ka3z Kc2 wins.
Thematic try: 5.g4? Qc6+ 6.Kas Kc4 7.f5 Qbs+
8.Qxbs+ axbs 9.f6 Bds 10.h4 b4 11.hs b3 12.h6
b2 wins.

“The author comments: “This is a logical
study with a systematic manoeuvre and a sac-
rificial key showing the foresight effect. Each
of the two main lines is solved with a different
unique move by the h-pawn’ But two different
logical studies in one, even united by a pawn
play, is not always good because of the huge
amount of information”

No 23860 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia).
1.5g6+ Qxg6/i 2.Rh2+ Qhy 3.e7 (Rxhy+? Sxhy;)
Sd7+ 4.Kc6/ii Sxf6 5.Rxh7+ Kxhy 6.e5 Se8/iii
7.t6 Kg6/iv 8.Kd7 Kf7 9.6+ Kxf6 10.Kxe8 d2
11.Kf8 d1Q 12.e8Q Qd6+ 13.e7/v Qds 14.Qg6+
Kxg6 15.e8Q+ Kf6 16.Qe7+ draws.

i) Sxg6 2.Rh2+ Kg8 3.f7+ wins.

ii) 4.Kc7? Sxf6 5.Rxh7+ Kxhy 6.e5 Se8+ wins.

iii) d2 7.ext6 d1Q 8.f7 draws.

iv) d2 8.f7 d1Q 9.f8Q draws.

v) 13.Kg8? Qg3+ 14.Kf8 Qg7 mate.

“There was a complete change of teams! Only
the promoted queens remained on the board”.

No 23861 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.e7+/i Kxey
2.Qf7+ Kd8 3.Qxf4 dxciS+ 4.Kd1 Qhi+ 5.Kc2
Qg2+ 6.Kxc1 Qgi+/ii 7.Kd2 Qxg6 8.Ke3 Qg1+
9.Kxe4 Qb1+ 10.Ke5 Qbs+/iii 11.Ke6/iv Qds+

e2f8 4031.23 5/6 Draw

dyg8 3501.33 7/6 Draw

12.Kf6 Kc8 13.Qes Qc4 14.Key ¢5 15.Kd6 Qd4+
16.Qds5 Kd8 17.Kc6+ Qxds+ 18.Kxds draws.

i) Try: 1.Qa8+? Key 2.Qxh8 dxc1Q wins.

ii) Qxg6 7.Qbs8+ Kdy 8.Qay+ Ke6 9.Qaz+
Kf6 10.Qb2+ Ke6 11.Qa2+ Kfs 12.Qf2+ Keé6
13.Qaz+ perpetual check.

iii) Qb8+ 11.Ke6 Qxf4 model stalemate.

iv) Thematic try: 11.Kf6? Kc8 12.Qe5 Kby
13.Ke6 Qxes+ 14.Kxe5 Kb6 wins.

“Of course, such stalemates have already
been seen before, but there is an interesting
previous “black” logic and a long continuation
of the play”.

No 23862 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Sf2 Rf4/i
2.5g4, and:

— hxgq 3.Rbe1 Rf7+ 4.Rxf7 Qxe1 5.Rey Qas
6.Re8+ Kf7 7.Re7+ draws, or:

— Rxg4 3.Rfer/ii Qxgs 4.Rb8+ Kf7 5.Rez+
Qxe7+ 6.dxe7 Rd4+ 7.Kc6 Kxey 8.Rb7+ Kf6
9.Rxay draws.

i) Res 2.Rb8+ Kgy 3.Sg4 Qh3 4.Rby Kg8
5.Rb8+ Kg7 6.Rby Qxgq+ 7.Kc6+ Kg8 8.Rb8+
Kg7 9.Rb7+ perpetual check.

ii) 3.Rbe1? Qxgs, or 3.Rb8+? Kg7 4.Rbf8 Qb3
win.

“The two lines are united by the idea of
choosing a wR to attack the queen, but the
lines are not equal and have different ideas”

No 23863 Aleksey Gasparyan (Armenia).
1.Rxg7+/i K8 (Kxg7; Sxf5) 2.bxcy Rf1/ii 3.Rg8+/
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e8a7 0030.21 3/3 Draw

No 23865 R. Becker
special honourable mention
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iii Kxg8 4.Bxcq4+ Rty 5.Sg6/iv Kgy/v 6.Bxf7
Kxf7 7.e6+/vi Ke8/vii 8.bs dxe6 9.Se5 Qb7 (Qas;
Kxe6) 10.Sc6 Qc8 11.Se5 draws.

i) 1.Sxf5? Sxbs+ 2.Ke7 Sd4 3.Sxd4 Qb8 (Qb7)
wins.

ii) Rf2 3.Rg2 Rf1 4.5g6+ Ke8 5.Se7 (Sf4) Rd1+
6.Sds5 Rxds+ 7.Kxds draws.

iii) 3.Bxd7? (Rxdy)? Rdi+ wins.

iv) 5.Bxf7+? Kxf7 6.e6+ dxe6 wins.

v) Qxc7+ 6.Kxc7 ds+ 7.Kd6 dxc4 8.e6 draws.

vi) 7.5f4? Qe8 8.bs Qe7+ 9.Kds Qf8 10.Ke4
Qb4+ wins.

vii) Kf6 (dxe6; Ses+) 8.exdy7 Qa6+ 9.Kcs
Qay+ 10.Kc6 Qa6+ 11.Kcs, or Kxgé 8.exdy
Qa6+ 9.Kcs Qaz+ 10.Kc6 Qa6+ 11.Kcs draws.

“Understandably, the author’s desire to in-
clude in the introduction both the sacrifice of
the rook (for a pawn), and the refusal to cap-
ture, and the choice of the square for the bR,
but this has led to a chaotic and tense initial
position and the shedding of the blood of an
innocent bS”.

No 23864 Jarl Ulrichsen (Norway). 1.Kf7/i
Kbé6 2.e3 Kby 3.Kf6/ii Kc6 4.Ke6 Bh2 (Kcs; d4+)
5.Kf5 Kds5 6.Kg4 Ke6/iii 7.Kf3 Kf5 8.Kg2 draws.

i) 1.Kd7? Kb6 2.Kd6 e4+ 3.Kds e3 4.Ke4 Bf2
wins, or 1.Ke7? Kbé6 2.e3 Kcy 3.Ke6 Kc6 oppo-
sition, wins.

ii) 3.Ke7? Kc7 4.Ke6 Kc6 5.Kf5 Kds wins.
iii) Bg1 7.Kf3 zz.

“This is an interesting find! However, unfor-
tunately, there is no purity of the try and it does
not end with the position of mutual zugzwang
by analogy with the solution®.

No 23865 Richard Becker (USA). 1.Se4/i
Scs+ 2.Kf7/ii Sxeq 3.Bxeq f2 4.Bfs+/iii Kxg3
5.Bd3 Rd2 6.Bc4 Rd4 7.Be2 Rd2/iv 8.Bc4 Rd6
9.Kg7 Rd7+ 10.Kg6 Rd6+ 11.Kg7 Kg4 12.h6 Kgs
13.hy Rd7+ 14.Kg8 Kg6 15.Bf7+ Kgs 16.Bc4 Kg6
17.Bf7+ Rxf7 18.h8Q Rey 19.Kf8 Rf7+ 20.Kg8
f1Q 21.Qh7+ Rxhy

i) Thematic try: 1.Sd3? Scs+ 2.Kf6 (Kf7) Sxd3
3.Bxd3 Rd2 4.Bcq Rd4 5.Bbs Rds 6.Bfi+ Kgg
7h6 Rd6+ 8.Kg7 Kgs 9.hy Rd7+ 10.Kg8 Kg6
wins.

ii) Thematic try: 2.Kf6? Sxeq+ 3.Bxeq f2
4.Bf5+ Kg2 5.Besq+ Kf1 6.h6 Re2 7.Bf5s Kg2 8.hy
f1Q 9.h8Q Qa1+ wins.

iii) Thematic try: 4.Bd3? Rd2 5.Bc4 Kg4 6.h6
Kgs 7h7 Rdy+ 8.Kg8 Kgé6 9.Bf7+ Rxf7 10.h8Q
f1Q wins.

iv) Rd6 8.Kgy Kf4 9.h6 Kg5 10.hy Rdy+
11.Kg8 Kg6 12.Bhs+ Kgs 13.Be2 Kg6 14.Bhs+
Kxhs 15.h8Q+ Kg6 16.Qh4 draws.

“The author commented: ‘Synthesis of three
thematic tries from two old studies. The real
thematic (logical) try is only the third. In the
first try it is a simple choice of move. Also, the
play is not going according to the scenario of
second try because of duals”

— 225 —



13th UAPA ty 2020

No 23866 D. Gurgenidze
special honourable mention
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No 23866 David Gurgenidze (Georgia).
1.Ray+ Kb2 2.Rg7 Sg4 3.Rxg4 h2 4.Rxb4+, and:
— Ka3 5.Rb3+ Kag 6.Rb4+ Kas 7.a4 g1Q 8.Rbs+

Kxa4/i 9.Sc3+ Ka3 10.Sbi+ Ka2 11.Sc3+

Ka1 12.Ras+ Kbz 13.Rb5+ Ka3 14.Sb1+ Kaz

15.5¢3+ Ka1 16.Ra5+ Kb2 17.Rbs+ perpetual

check, or:
— Ka1 5.8e3 g1Q 6.Sc2+ Kxaz 7.Rag+ Kbz

8.Rbg+ Ka2 9.Rag+ perpetual check.
i) Ka6 9.Sbg+ Kay 10.Sc6+ Ka6 11.Sbg+ per-

petual check.
“We see a technical synthesis of very well-
known positional draws”.

No 23867 A. Avni
commendation
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No 23867 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Qby/i
Res+/ii 2.Kag4 Qxd4 3.Rxga/iii Qxg4 4.Qb4, and:
— Qd4 5.Qxcs5+ Qxcs stalemate, or:
— Kg85.Qxcs5 c3+ 6.Ka3 c2 (cxd2) 7.Qc4+ Qxc4
stalemate, or:
— ¢35.Qxg4 c2 6.Qd4 c1Q 7.Qd8+ Kg7 8.Qe7+
Kh6 9.Qxf6+ Khs10.Qg6+ Kh4 11.Qg3+ Khs
12.Qg6+ perpetual check.

i) 1.5e6+? Qxe6 2.fxe6 hxg2 3.Rxg2 f5 wins.

ii) Rb8 2.Se6+ Ke8 3.Sg7+ Kf8 4.Se6+ Kg8
5.Rxg4+ Kh8 6.Rhg+ Kg8 7.Rg4+ perpetual
check.

iii) 3.Qa8+? Kg7 4.Qay+ Khé 5.Rxh3+ Kgs
wins.

“The study has two echo stalemates and two
perpetual checks - that is a lot! But there are
also many technical pawns”.

No 23868 D. Gatti
commendation
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No 23868 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.Kf6/i h3/
ii 2.Bfs/iii h2/iv 3.Bxd7 h1Q 4.Bc6+ Kc8 5.Bxa8
Qf3+ 6.Ke6/v Qhz+ 7.Kf6 Qf3+/vi 8.Ke6 Qg4+
(Qes+; Bes) 9.Kf6 Qf4+ 10.Ke6 Qg4+ 11.Kf6 h4/

vii 12.Bc6 h3 13.d7+ Kxc7 14.Kf7 Qfs5+ 15.Bf6/
viii draws.

i) 1.Kf7? Kc8 2.Bd3 Qxds+ wins.

ii) Qe8 2.Bf5 Kc8 3.Bd3 Kby 4.Bf5 positional
draw (HH: also 4.Bf1 and 4.Bh6 draw here).

iii) 2.Ke7? h2 3.Be4 Qg8 4.Bf6 h4 5.Kxd7 h1Q
6.Bxh1 Qf7+ 7.Be7 Qfs+ 8.Kd8 Qc8 mate.

iv) Qe8 3.Bxh3 Kc8 4.Bfi Kby 5.Bh3 posi-
tional draw. (HH: many other drawing moves
at move 5).

v) 6.Kez? (Kgs? Qg3+;) Qeq+ 7.Kf7 Qhy
8.Bc6 h4 9.d7+ Kxc7 10.d6+ Kd8 wins.

vi) Qc3+ 8.Kf7 Qg3 9.Bf8 draws.

vii) Qg3 12.Bf8 h4 13.Bc6 h3 14.d7+ Kxcy
15.Be7 Qf4+/xi 16.Kg6 Qeq+ 17.Kt6 draws. HH:
also 13.Be7, 14.Be7, 17.Kt7.

viii) 15.Ke7? Qeq+ 16.Kf7 Qhy 17.d6+ Kd8
wins.
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“The wBs and strong pawns successfully
oppose the following bQs, depriving them of
all chances. The author was able to create play
without duals in multiple line”.

HH does not agree with the last statement.

No 23869 A. Jasik
commendation
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No 23869 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Bbg+
Sc3/i2.Bxc3+ Kf2 3.Qxe8/ii Bxe8 4.h7 (f72 Bxf7;)
Qh3 5.h8Q Qxh8 6.f7 Qf8 7.Bb4 Qg7 8.Bc3 Qf8
9.Bb4 positional draw.

i) Kf2 2.Qxe8 Bxe8 3.f7 draws.

ii) 3.Bd4+? Kf3 4.Qxe8 Bxe8 5.hy Qh3 6.f7
Qd7+ wins.

“We have a simple study with an original po-
sitional draw at the finale”.

No 23870 P. Rewitz
commendation
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No 23870 Poul Rewitz (Denmark). 1.Key
Kg7/i 2.Kxe8 Rh1 3.Kdy Ra1 4.Kc6 Rxaq 5.Kbs
Re4 6.Ka6/ii Re6+ (Rey; g6) 7.Kxa7 Rg6 8.Ka8/
iii Kg8 9.Kay Kf8 10.Kb8 Kf7 11.Kby Ke8 12.Kc8/
iv Ke7 13.Kcy draws.

i) Sc7 2.Kf7 Rh1 3.g6 Rfi+ 4.Bf6+ Rxf6+
5.Kxf6, or Sg7 2.Kf7 Rh1 3.g6 Rfi+ 4.Bf6 a5 5.g5
draws.

ii) 6.g6? Rxg4 7.Ka6 Rag+ wins, e.g. 8.Kbs
Ras.

iii) 8.Kb8? Kf8 9.Kb7 Kf7 10.Kc8 Ke8 11.Kcy
Ke7 wins.

iv) Or 12.Ka8 Kd8 13.Kb8 Rb6+ 14.Kay Kcy
15.26.

“We see a fight for distant opposition”

No 23871 M. Gelly
special commendation
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No 23871 Marc Gelly (France). 1.Sb3 e2/i
2.5c1+/ii Kxb1 3.Sxe2 f3 4.Sc3+ bxc3/iii 5.g4
(Rh8? g4;) f2 6.Rh8 £1Q 7.Rb8+ Kc2 8.Rb2+ Kd3
9.Rd2+ Kcg4 10.Rd4+ Kbs 11.Rbg+ Kc6 12.Rb6+
Kds 13.Rd6+ Kc4 14.Rd4+ Kb3 15.Rbg+ Kc2
16.Rb2+ Kxb2 stalemate.

i) Kxb3 2.g4 e2 3.Sd2+ Kc2 4.5f3, or Kxb1
2.Kg4 Kc2 3.Rxh6 draw.

ii) 2.Sc3+? Kxb3z 3.Sxe2 f3 4.Sc1+ Kc2 5.5d3
b3 6.Rh8/ix g4 7.Sxc5 b2 8.Rb8 biQ 9.Rxb1
Kxb1 wins.

iii) Kc2 5.g4 f2 6.Sd1 b3/x 7.Rh8 b2/xi 8.Rb8
b1Q 9.Rxb1 Kxb1 10.Sxf2 draws.

“Of course, the idea of the ‘crazy rook’ that
chases the king around the pawns has already
been implemented earlier but the author, un-
like his anticipations, has created original play
with Knight sacrifices and the king’s self-iso-
lation. The author did not have enough tech-
nique for a cleaner implementation of a com-
plex idea. Unfortunately, the intended interest-
ing tries did not become thematic because of
the duals”
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Study Composition Tourney “Jan Timman-70"

To honour the 70th birthday of Jan Timman, chess legend and prolific study
composer, the Royal Dutch Chess Federation (KNSB) announces an endgame study
composition tourney (free theme).

Judge: Jan Timman
Director: Harold van der Heijden
Organisational Support: Jan Sprenger
Prizes: 150/125/100/75/50 € (sponsored by KNSB)

Special prizes, offered by friends and colleagues of Jan Timman:

Hans Bohm: 15 chess king statues, made by artist Henk Kos and Margreet Wevers

(www.schaakkunst.nl);

— Harold van der Heijden: two HHdbVI study databases (www.hhdbvi.nl);

— Jan Sprenger: 100 € for the best study by a strong practical player (criteria: 2000+
rating, not more than ten entries in HHdbV]I);

— KNSB: chess books by Jan Timman

Timeline:

Deadline for submissions: 1 October 2021
Preliminary award: 14 December 2021 (70th birthday JT)
Deadline for claims: 14 January 2022
Final award: 30 January 2022

Coproductions are allowed. There is a maximum of three studies per composer.
Double money prizes will not be awarded; instead, the composer will receive the
more valuable prize.

Submissions should be sent in pgn format to the tourney director Harold van der
Heijden (heijdenharold@gmail.com), with “Jan Timman 70” in the subject line.

The results of the tourney will be published on the website of the KNSB and in the
endgame study magazine EC.
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