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Editorial

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

In my editorial for EG225, I announced
an article for EG about the so-called “turtle”
theme — name coined by Reyk Schifer, the au-
thor of a German article on his club’s website.
After consultation with our Tasks and Themes
editor Siegfried Hornecker, the motif has been
renamed into “the great barrier”. It is always
exciting to see a new idea. The amusing thing
was that, when I advised Reyk on the use of
CQL to find similar examples in my database
(HHdbVI), it turned out that I had composed
some studies with the theme myself! We thank
Reyk for the very interesting article and wel-
come him as a new subscriber to EG.

If anyone of our readers comes across simi-
lar articles, please contact me.

Recently, Martin Minski and Klaus Rubin
visited our editor Siegfried Hornecker at home
in Glistrow, and Martin sent me some nice pic-
tures. That reminded me that we haven’t had a

picture of Siegfried in EG so far. Both Martin
and Siegfried gave permission to print one of
the pictures in this issue.

Regarding CQL there is also some news: its
programmers, Lewis Stiller and Gady Costeft,
have now released version 6.1, and one of its
great features is that it now also serves as an
interface to HHdAbVTI (not for earlier versions)
allowing users to search the database for the
metadata in the database. Be sure to have look
here: http://www.gadycosteff.com/cql/

In the previous EG we also had an updat-
ed list of “Friends of EG”. Those friends had
paid their extra contribution for the next peri-
od by themselves. Unfortunately, we forgot to
ask the other friends and apologize for that. If
you want to remain or become a friend of EG,
please contact Marcel Van Herck (mvh361@
gmail.com .

EG originals

Announcement: EG 2020-2021

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

We will not publish all the submitted studies, as some magazines and
websites do. Our editor, Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen, will only select
compositions of a sufficiently high level for publication.

Please send your originals in PGN-format to the editor Steffen Slumstrup

Nielsen at stjeffen@gmail.com

The judge for the 2022-2023 tourney is Jan Timman.
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Originals

BY STEFFEN SLUMSTRUP NIELSEN
JUDGE FOR 2020-2021: ARPAD RuUsz

Is there such a thing as a national compos-
ing style in studies? In Israel there is certainly a
strong composing tradition. This is beautifully
illustrated by our first contributor, Itay Rich-
ardson, who is the grandson of IM of com-
posing (and twice 12-point scorer in the FIDE
Album!), Yehuda Hoch. The two of them have
already published ten joint compositions, de-
spite Itay having only just turned 15. Here is
Itay on his own.

No 23872 I. Richardson
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No 23872 Itay Richardson (Israel). 1.Re6/i
Qd8/ii 2.Ra8/iii Qxa8/iv 3.cxby Qd8/v 4.Re8+/
vi Kxe8 5.b8R/vii Qxb8 6.Bxb8 Kf7 7.Bes wins.

i) 1.Re1? Rbg wins, 1.Re7? Qxh2+ 2.Rxh2
Rxe7 draws.

ii) Rb4 2.Rf6+ Ke7+ 3.Bxb8 wins.

iii) 2.cxb7? Qh4+ and mate.

iv) Rb8 3.Re8+, avoiding 3.Rxb8? Kf7+
4.Kh7 (Rxd8 stalemate) Qh8+ 5.Rxh8 (Kxh8)
stalemate.

v) Qxby 4.Bd6+ Kf7 5.Re7+ Qxey 6.Bxey
Kxey 7.Kg7 wins.

vi) 4.b8Q? Kf7+ 5.Khy (Qxd8 stalemate)
Qh8+ 6.Qxh8 (Kxh8) stalemate.

vii) Phoenix! 5.b8Q? Kf7+ 6.Qxd8 stalemate.

The style of the study reminds us of anoth-
er Israeli composer, Yochanan Afek. It features

the Phoenix theme, underpromotion, mate and
stalemate and a short pointed, tactical solution.

In the next study Karsten Miiller remains
faithful to his preference for practical, game-
like studies. We have a real endgame here. The
notes (slightly edited) are Karstenss.

No 23873 K. Miiller
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No 23873 Karsten Miiller (Germany). 1.Kdy
Kgs 2.Kc6 Kxgg 3.Kbs/i Kf3 4.d4/ii cxd4/iii
5.Kxas/iv Ke2 6.Kbg (Ka4) d3 7.Kb3 Bd4 8.c5
d2 9.Ka2 diQ 10.Bxdi+ Kxdi1 11.Kb1 Kd2 12.¢c6
Bes 13.c7 Bxc7 14.Kxb2 draws.

i) 3.d4 cxd4 4.Kbs Kf3 will transpose.

ii) Continuing the journey to the coast di-
rectly with 4.Ka4? is wrong. 4...Bd4 5.Kb3 Ke2
6.Ka2 Kd2 7.Kb1 Kc3 8.Bag Kbg 9 Bc2 a4 10.Bd1
a3 11.Bc2 Kc3 12.Bb3 Bes 13.Ba2 Bgy 14.d4 cxd4
15.¢5 d3 and Black wins. Also 4.Kxas? Ke2 5.Kag4
Kd2 6.Kb3 Kc1 7.d4 Bxd4 loses.

iii) Bxd4 s5.Ka4/v Ke2 6.Kb3 Kd2 7.Bfs/vi,
and: Kc1 8.Ka2 Kd2 9.Kb3, or a4+ 8.Ka2 Kc3
9.Be6 draw.

iv) Now the pawn must be taken. Sometimes
material is important after all.

v) 5.Kxas? Ke2 6.Kag Kd2 7.Kb3z Kc1 wins.
vi) 7.Bb1? a4+ 8.Ka2 Kc3 wins.

The wK travels coast to coast, the bK travels
coast to coast. White must sacrifice with d3-d4.
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Originals

In general, the material is less important than
positional considerations.

The last study in our selection is by Ukraini-
an composer Vladimir Samilo. The pawn end-
game is a synthesis of two ideas split up into
two mainlines.

No 23874 V. Samilo
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No 23874 Vladimir Samilo (Ukraine). 1.b4
Kc7 2.Kf2/i, and now:
— Kb6 3.Ke3 c5/ii 4.bxcs+ Kxcs 5.Keq Kdé6
6.Kd4 Ke6 7.Kxc4 Kf6 8.Kbs Kxg6 9.c4 Kt7
10.C5 g5 11.¢6 g4 12.¢7 g3 13.c8Q wins, or:

— Kdé6 3.Kf3 (Kez? Kes;) Kes 4.Kez Kds 5.Kf4
Ke6 6.Keq Kf6 7.Kd4 Kxg6 8.Kcs Kf7 9.Kxc6
g5 10.bs g4 11.b6 g3 12.b7 g2 13.b8Q g1Q
14.Qf4+ (Qcy+) wins.

i) 2.Kg2? Kbé (Kde6?; Kf3) 3.Kf3 Kbs 4.Keq

Ka4 5.Kes Ka3z draws.

ii) Kbs 4.Kd4, but not 4.Ke4? Ka4 5.Kes Ka3z
draws.
iii) Try 8.Kds? Kxg6, and then: 9.Ke6!? Khy/

vi, or 9.c4!? Kf7/vii draw.

iv) Kds 4.Kf4 Ke6 5.Ke4 wins.

v) 10.Kds5? g4 draws, but not 10...Key?
11.Kxc4 wins.

vi) But not Khé6? 10.c4 g5 11.c5 g4 12.c6 g3
13.¢7 g2 14.c¢8Q g1Q 15.Qh8+ wins.

vii) But not Kf6? 10.Kd6 g5 11.c5 g4 12.c6 g3
13.¢7 g2 14.c¢8Q g1Q 15.Qf8+ wins, echo.

A synthesis of two pawn endings after 2...

Kbé6 (with the known point 8.Kbs) and 2...Kdsé.
Vladimir points to Kichigin/Kovalenko, Best

Problems 2006 (HHdbVI#14127) as a partial

predecessor.
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Erratum

BY HAROLD VAN DER HEIJDEN

EG221, p. 206. HH had found a dual in the
study by Yuri Bazlov, which won 1st place in
the draw section, after which the judge (Janos
Mikitovics) in addition found the study to be
unsound. The award was already final.

Now Marcel van Herck points out that 6...
Qb8 is not a cook, as White should play 9.bé!
as in the main line of the study (!). Further, the
extra solution found by HH can be avoided
by eliminating the moves 6...Qg8 7.Bc8 Qe8+
8.Bdy from the solution, and playing 6...Qb8
immediately. We print the solution with dia-
gram in full:

No 23223 Y. Bazlov
1st place Mikitovics-70 JT 2020,
draw section
Amended solution
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No 23223 Yuri Bazlov (Russia). 1.Sf5+/i
Kf4 2.Kdy/ii Sb6+ 3.Kc6/iii Rc4+ 4.Bxcq4 Sxa8
5.Be6/iv Qe8+/v 6.Bd7 Qb8 7.Bf6 Ke4 8.Bes h4/

vi 9.b6/vii axbé/viii 10.Sxh4/ix Bxdg 11.Sg3+

Kxes 12.5xf3+ Kfg 13.Se2+ (Sxd4? Kxg3;) Kxf3

14.Kbs Qxby/x 15.Sxd4+ Ke3 16.S¢6. and:

— Ke4 17.Be6/xi Kf4 18.Bdy (Bh3) positional
draw, or:

— Kf417.Bh3 (Be6? Keg;) Kgs 18.Be6 (Bdy) po-
sitional draw.

i) 1.Bf6? Qxg8+ 2.Key Qds 3.b8Q Bh2, or
1.Kf7? Rxbs 2.b8Q Rxb8 3.Rxb8 Kd2 4.Bf6 Qhé6
5.5f5 Sd6+ 6.Sxd6 cxd6, or 1.b8Q? Qxg8+ win.

ii) 2.b8Q? Qxg8+ 3.Kdy Qds+ wins.

iii) 3.Kxc7? Rcq+, e.g. 4.Bcs Bxdg 5.Bxcq
Bes+ 6.Kc6 Sxa8 7.Be6 Kgs 8.5d6 Qb8 9.Kds
Bh2, or 3.Ke6? Bxd4 e.g. 4.Sxd4 Qhé6+ 5.Kf7
Rxd4 6.Rd8 Rxd8 7.Bxd8 Sd7 win.

iv) 5.5g7¢ Qb8 6.Bf7 Bxd4 7.Sxhs+ Ke3
8.Bgs+ Kd3 9.5f4+ Kc3 wins.

v) f2 6.Sxf2 Bxf2 7.b6 axb6 8.Kd7 bs 9.Bd8
Sb6+ 10.Kxc7 Bxd4 11.Sxd4 draws.

vi) Kd3 9.Bc8 f2 10.Sxf2+ draws.

vii) 9.5xh4? Bxd4 10.Sg3+ Kxes 11.5xf3+ Kfg
draw.

viii) Sxb6 10.Bxc; Qg8 11.Sd6+ Kxdg
12.Bxb6+ draws.

ix) 10.Sd6+? cxd6 11.Bxd6 Qa7 12.b8Q Qa4+
13.Kb7 Qxd7+ wins.

x) Kxe2 15.Bc6, and Qxby 16.Bxby c6+
17.Kxc6, or: Qg8 16.bxa8Q Qb3+ 17.Ka6 Qaz+
18.Kb7 draw.

xi) 17.Bh3? Kds 18.Bg2+ Kd6 wins.



Studies for Practical Players:

The 4th phase of the game

BY KARSTEN MULLER

After the opening, middlegame and end-
game comes the 4th phase of the game, when
both sides have promoted a pawn to a queen.
The main guideline is that he who gives the first
check wins, which means that the side with the
safer king has a very large, often decisive, ad-
vantage. I will look here at battles queen and
rook against queen and rook. As 4th phas-
es they often result from rook endings but
of course they can also result as late middle-
games without promotions.

A) An attacking king

The king is not only an object of attack, it
can also be a valuable attacking unit:

M.1 Jan van Mechelen -
Robert Ris
Belgium Champ 2012
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White to move

At very first sight it seems that White is
lost as Black will give the first check but there
is a study-like salvation: 89.Re1 Rh3+ (89...
Qxe1+?? 90.Kf3+ Kfi 91.Qg2 mate) 90.Kgg
Qxe1 Amazingly 9o0...Kg2 draws as well.
91.Kxh3+ Kf2 92.Qg3+ Ke2 93.Qxe1+ ¥2-%

In studies this can be realised more
beautifully:

M.2 ArpadRusz
5th prize Olympic ty 2012
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White to move
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M.2 4.Qa6+ Kd7 (4...Kf7 must be met by
5.Rf1! wins. However, not 5.g6+? Kg7 6.Qay+
Rby 7Qai+ Qf6 draws and White’s pawn
shields the bK in typical fashion - see the next
topic) 5.Qd6+ Ke8 (Kc8; Qc6+) 6.Re1+ Re3
7.Qd3! A beautiful cross pin 7...Qf8+ 8.Kc6!
The king comes into the attack. 8...Rxe1 9.Qd7
mate (EG#18765).

B) The pawn shield

An attacking pawn can be a disadvantage
when it blocks attacking routes:

M.3 Vladimir Kramnik —
Alexander Grischuk
Wijk aan Zee 2005

7 7 7
7
%7%

\

h
= E B W
o
B E o
e m B
B oW

White to move

TSN

\

_




Studies for Practical Players: The 4th phase of the game

M. 4 Pavel Arestov
& Anatoly Skripnik
sth hon. mention
Polish Chess Federation 2015
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White to move

M.5 Denis Khismatullin -

Pavel Eljanov
European Champ 2015
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White to move

M.6 Jaroslav Polasek
Ceskoslovensky sach 2010
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Without the pawn on g3, Qg2+ would mate
in 19 moves but, as matters stand, the position
is a draw: 54.Ra5+ (54.Qg8+ is met by 54...Rg6
55.Qds+ Khé draws) 54...Kg4 55.Qg8+ Kf3!
The right way. 55...Kh3? 56.Rh5+ Kg2 57.Qa8+
Kf2 58.Rh2+ Kxg3 59.Rg2+! wins. 56.Qf7+ Kg2
The king hides behind the pawn shield. Of
course not 56...Kxg3 57.Rgs5+ wins. 57.Ra2+
Kg1 58.Qaz+ Kf1 59.Qf7+ Kg1 60.Qay+ Kf1
61.Ra1 Rd1 62.Qf7+ Kg1 63.Qaz+ Kf1 64.Rxd1
Qxd1 65.Qd4 Qag+ 66.Kd3 Qb3+ 67.Qc3
Qds+ -1

In the next study the attacking king first
hides behind a pawn shield and then destroys
it:

(M.4) 4.Kb3! b6 5.Ka3! b5 6.Kb3! bg 7.Ka4!
b3 8.Kxb3 Now the king must destroy the
pawn shield. 8...Qxg2 (Qh8 9.Rg1 mate; Rfs
9.Qe2 mate) 9.Qd1 mate (EG#21105).

C) A safe place for the attacking king

Sometimes even the rook can be sacrificed:

(M.5) 44.Kg1!! A really amazing move! 44...

Qxd1+? Now the wK is safe and Black is lost.
The only defence was 44...Rds!! 45.Kh2 (45.
Qxf7 Qxdi+ 46.Kh2 Rfs 47.Qe7+ Khé draws)
45...Kt6 46.e4 Rcs 47.Qd6+ Kg7 48.Rxd3 Rxc6
49.Qes5+ Rf6 50.Rf3 Qc6 and Black should
be able to hold. 45.Kh2 Rxc6 46.Qe7+ Khé6
47.Qf8+ Kgs 48.Qxf7 Rf6 49.f4+ Kh6 50.Qxf6

Qe2 51.Qf8+ Khs 52.Qg7 h6 53.Qes+ Khyg
54.Qf6+ Khs 55.f5 gxf5 56.Qxfs5+ Kh4 57.Qg6é
1-0

In the next study the safe place for the wK
will be a2:

(M.6) 1.Kegq+! Kg8 2.Qds+ Rf7 3.Rg2+
Kh8 4.Qhs5+ Rhy 5.Qes5+ Rg7z 6.Rh2+ Kg8
7.Qds+ Rf7 8.Kd3! Qa3+ 9.Kc2! Qag+! Af-
ter 9...Qf8 the king can hide directly: 10.Kd1
wins. 10.Kb1! Qb4+ 11.Rb2 Qf8 12.Ka2! Kh7y
(12...Qe7 13.Qg2+ Kh8 14.Qh3+ Kg8 15.Qg3+
Kh8 16.Rh2+ Rhy 17.Qb8+ wins) 13.Rh2+ Kg8
14.Rhs! wins.

The next practical game is complicated:

M.7 Ek Smirnova -
D. Panchenko
Kolomna rapid 2018
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White to move

70.¢62 Now White’s open king will be the
undoing. 70.c6!! opens roads towards the bK
and draws, e.g. 70...a3 (70...bxc6? 71.e6 a3
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Studies for Practical Players: The 4th phase of the game

72.7 a2 73.f8Q a1Q 74.e8Q+ Rxf8 75.Qxf8+
Ka4 76.Qa8+ Kb4 77.Qb7+ Ka4 78.Qa6+ wins)
71.cxby Rd8+ (a2?; Rg8) 72.Ke3 a2 73.Rg8 b1Q
(a1Q) 74.b8Q+ Rxb8 75.Rxb8+ Kc4 76.Rc8+ (76.
Rxb1? axb1Q 77.8Q Qei1+ 78.Kf3 Qfi+ wins)
76...Kds 77.Rd8+ Kxes 78.Re8+ (f8Q) 78...Kds

79.Rd8+ Kc6 80.Rc8+ Kd7 81.Rd8+ draws) 7o0...

a3 71.e7?! (71.Rb1 was more tenacious, but does
not save the day, e.g. 71...Kb3 72.e7 a2 73.Rxb2+
Kxb2 74.£8Q a1Q 75.e8Q Kb3+ 76.Kds Qdi+
77.Ke4 Qe2+ 78.Kd4 Qxe8 79.Qf3+ Kc2 80.Qd3+
Kc1 81.Qcqg+ Kdi1 82.Qb3+ Kez2 83.Qdz+ Kfz
84.Qf5+ Kg3 85.Qgs+ Kh3 86.Qf5+ Kh4 87.Qf4+
Khs 88.Qfs+ Khé6 89.Qf6+ Khy 90.Qhg+
Kg7 91.Qg3+ Qg6 92.Qc7+ Qf7 93.Qg3+ Khy
94.Qhg+ Kg8 95.Qd8+ Qf8 96.Qds+ Khy
97.Qe4+ Kh6 98.Qhg+ Kg6 99.Qg4+ Kf7 100.
Qd7+ Kf6 wins) 71..

.a2 72.e8Q (72.f8Q ai1Q,

and: 73.Qxh8 b1Q+ 74.Kds Qfs+ 75.Kd6 Qa6+
76.Kc7 Qxcs5+ 77.Kd7 (kb8 Qaay mate) Qad6+
78.Ke8 Qxey mate, or: 73.e8Q biQ+ 74.Kds
Qd3z+ 75.Ke6 Qa2+ 76.Kf6 Qf2+ 77.Ke7 Qfex+
78.Kf6 Qd4+ 79.Kf7 Qf3+ 80.Key Qfeq+ 81.Kf7
Qf2+ 82.Kgy Qhy mate) 72...a1Q (72...b1Q
wins as well) 73.Qe1+ (73.f8Q b1Q+; 73.Qxh8
b1Q+ 74.Kds5 Qfs+ 75.Kd6 Qa6+ 76.Kcy Qxcs+
77.Kd7 Qadé6+ 78.Ke8 Qcc6 mate; 73.Rxa1 bx-
a1Q+ 74.Kds Rxe8 75.txe8Q Qd1+ 76.Ke6 Qe2+
77.Kd7 Qxe8+ 78.Kxe8 Kxc5 wins) 73...Qxe1
74.Rxe1 Rf8! (74...Kb3? 75.Kds5 Ka2 76.Ke6 b1Q
77.Rxb1 Kxb1 78.Ke7 Kb2 79.f8Q Rxf8 80.Kxf8
Kc3 81.Ke7 Kcg 82.Kd6 draws) 75.Re7 (75.Rb1
Kb3 76.Kds Rxf7 wins) 75...b6 o-1. White re-
signed as Black blocks the b-file: 76.Re1 (Rby
bs) bxcs+ 77.Kd3 Kbz wins.

Exercises
(solutions see p. 248)
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Studies for Practical Players: The 4th phase of the game
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The Great Barrier -
An obstruction motif in studies and games

BY REYK SCHAFER

Some time ago I came across a study in a
German chess magazine which immediate-
ly brought back memories of an ‘unfinished’
game by me. When trying to solve the study
I found out that it contained several cooks so, |
will not include it in this article.

Instead, I will give you as a teaser one of the
oldest implementations of our motif - created
by one of the most prolific composers, more
than one hundred years ago:

S.1 Henri Rinck
Deutsche Schachzeztung 1906
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1.f6 (e4? exfs;) Rxe2 2.Rhs+ (2.f7? Rf2 3.Kc4
Kbé6 4.Kd4 Rfs draws) Kbé

///
@/

% 2
Y % % Y
@7@ .

7
D

k\
k\
&»&
&
xx
N

N\
x\
\

. k.

2 Y
B B

Z

3.Rfs! This will be our main motif for this
article! White supports his passed pawn so that

the rook has to be captured. The black pawn
now hinders his own rook and thus involun-
tarily protects the advance of White’s passed
pawn. exfs 4.f7 wins.

Had I known this study some 20 years ago,
my team would not have lost an important
match in our relegation battle and I wouldn’t
have had some sleepless nights afterwards. ..

Here is the game and the big chance I missed:

S.2 Lars Peter Heineck — Reyk Schifer
German Team League 2002
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33...Rd3+ The position is already unpleas-
ant for White - even if he would now seek shel-
ter for his king along the h-file, which would be
the lesser evil. Instead, he chose another move
and was dead lost immediately: 34.Kf4? Rd2?
Now, we already know how to finish in style:
34...b3! 35.axb3z Rd4+ 36.Ke3 Rag wins.... Even
after the missed win Black is still better but
couldn’t make more than a draw. And if that
wasn't enough: This was a team match which
my team lost by the smallest possible margin...
35.83 Rxa2 36.Rxb4 Rb2 (36...h6!) 37.Rag a2
38.Ra6 h6 39.hg Ke8 40.e6 Kd8 41.h5 gxhs
42.gxhs Rf2+ 43.Ke3 Rh2 44.g4 Kcy 45.Kfg
Kby 46.Ra3 Rf2+ 47.Kg3 Rc2 48.Kfs Rf2+
49.Kg3 Re2 50.Kf4 Kb6 51.Kf5 Kbs 52.g5 hxgs
53.h6 Rh2 54.Kxg5 Kbg 55.Ra8 Rg2+ 56.Khs
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Rh2+ 57.Kg6 Kb3 58.hy Rg2+ 59.Kf;7 Rh2
60.Kg7 Rg2+ 61.Kf8 Rh2 62.Kg7 Rg2+ 63.Kf7
Rh2 64.Kg7 Rg2+ 12—

After refreshing these unpleasant memories,
I wanted to satisfy my curiosity now. Which
other games or studies contained this motif?
Did the players involved know the study herit-
age better than I did?

Harold van der Heijden

I contacted Harold van der Heijden. Version
VI of his famous endgame study database has
now been published, containing almost 94,000
studies. Harold was very friendly and gave me
a Crash-Kurs in Chess Query Language (CQL).
He delivered the first simple search script for
our motif as well as a sample file. Almost all
of the studies in this article were found by his
search script in the study database.

Now I wanted to go further and find games
as well. I have created small portions of the big
game database I own, so that the CQL tool by
Gady Costeft & Lewis Stiller could handle them.
Amongst others I could now find the following
beautiful game: (see diagram next column).

46...Kf62 At this point it is probably not
easy to see that this is a mistake. Black should
try 46...Rd4 47.d6 cxd6 48.cxd6 Rxd6 49.hg

f6 so0.Rxas Rd3 with good drawing chances.

47.f4 Rd4 48.¢6! Setting the stage ... 48...Rxaq

S.3 Surya Shekhar Ganguly -
Alan Pichot
Gibraltar 2015
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49.d6! Our motif with a twist: The Indian
grandmaster forces the pawn to the file from
which he will capture the rook, thus protecting
his own passed pawn. 49...cxd6 50.Rc5! dxcs
51.C7 1-0

The winner of this game, GM Surya Sekhar
Ganguly has been known as Anand’s second
since the 2008 World Championship match
against Kramnik in Bonn. Probably well known
by now are the books The Anand files by Michiel
Abeln and Mind Master by Anand himself. To
those, that have not read these books yet, I can
heartily recommend both. In addition, I can also
highly recommend Surya Ganguly’s YouTube
channel Chess for all. It contains amongst other
things enjoyable interviews with Anand, Polgar,
Kramnik, Gelfand and other great players.

GM Surya Sekhar Ganguly
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Now, obviously, GM Ganguly has used our
motif. Did he find it at the board or did he know
the whole thing beforehand? To find it out I sent
him the file with studies containing the mo-
tif and asked him about his thinking process.
Again, I was lucky to receive a kind answer:

Dear Mr.Schdifer,
Thanks for your email and kind words.

I have gone through your file, and it looks
great. I had seen this trick from a distance, and
it came to me instantly, which is likely because I
knew at least two beautiful patterns in this sim-
ilar motif.

Yurgis - Botvinnik, Leningrad 1931 which
Black won.

Ortueta - Sanz, Madrid 1933 (Black won)

I just knew the second position and only re-
cently stumbled on this article, which talks about
the historical concept. There is a movie named
“The Coldest Game”, and this 2nd position was
also shown there :) You can find an article here.

Knowing various patterns definitely helped
sharpen the tactics, and as a kid, I was fascinat-
ed with beautiful studies and composition. It is a
habit/addiction that continues to stay with me :)

Best wishes, Surya

The very famous Ortueta — Sanz motif is
mentioned, but it’s rather more distantly relat-
ed to our topic. I can heartily recommend Tim
Krabbe’s work or you just might want to have a
look at the “Coldest game® ...

The game played by the young Botvinnik,
however, is quite relevant to our motif and a
nice discovery. It was not found by the CQL
script because we meet the ideas here in a slight-
ly different form. However, it is a beautiful var-
iation and the game as a whole worth knowing
within the canon of classical chess. Once again,
a rook is offered for capture by a pawn. This
time, however, the aim is not to blockade the
file behind the passed pawn but, to the contra-
ry, an important diagonal is cleared to give way
to another passed pawn for help.

Botvinnik commented on the game in Halfa
Century of Chess. I have quoted his comments
and added some engine-derived material.

S.4 A. Yurgis -
Mikhail Botvinnik
Leningrad 1931
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27.h4 “White counts on the closed nature of
the position, but after this unfortunate move
Black advantageously sacrifices the exchange,
as White’s pieces are too passive. By means of
27.ext6 Bxf6 28.Bhz White could have gained
some counterplay” (Botvinnik). 27...Rc3! To-
day we would comment: “In the spirit of Petro-
sian, who was no more than 2 years old at this
point. More than 30 years later he was the one
to end Botvinnik’s reign as World Champion”.
28.Bxc3 dxc3 29.Qe3 Bxd3 “A risky capture, but
as it transpired it was sufficient for a win. Sim-
pler perhaps was 29...Qc7 30.Rf2 Rd4! followed
by Bcs, when White has to overcome great dif-
ficulties” (Botvinnik). 30.Rf2 Qdg4 “A clever
trap, which White does not see through. To be
fair, it should be pointed out, that this move
was forced” (Botvinnik). 31.Qxd4 Rxd4 32.Bf1

“This gives Black the chance of a pretty win. But

also after 32.Bf3 Bcs 33.Kh2 c2 34.Rc1 the combi-
nation carried out at move 34 would have been
decisive” (Botvinnik). Btw, Garry Kasparov in
My great predecessors II obviously quotes anoth-
er book of Botvinnik. In this case Botvinnik did
highlight the ‘pretty win’ a bit more: ‘But now I
am able to carry out one of the most beautiful
combinations in my entire tournament career.
32...c2 Working towards a nice motif. Howev-
er, as we will see, White could have defended
better in the game. Thats why White should
have chosen a different line: 32...Bcs! Neither
Botvinnik, nor Kasparov mentioned this move.
With modern engines this is of course a lot eas-

r ... 33.Rxd3 (33.Bxd3 Rxd3 34.Rxd3 c2) 33...
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Rxf4! (33...Rc4? will be answered by 34.Rd1
amongst others) 34.gxf4 c2 wins.
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This position is hardly less beautiful than
the one arising in the actual game. White has
the bishop and both rooks at his disposal, but
still cannot stop Black’s c-pawn. All the re-
maining black forces co-ordinate nicely to hin-
der the rook on d3: the pawn on b4 protects
c3, the passed pawn itself covers di1 and final-
ly the bishop guards the passed pawn against
Rd8-c8, while at the same time pinning the
other rook. However, the line continues, as
White by means of 35.Kg2 saves the exchange.
35...¢1Q (35...Bxf2?? 36.Rd8+ Kf7 37.Rc8 wins)
36.Rff3 Materially White is OK, but the rooks
are not doing much and the white army is al-
most in zugzwang. While the bK finds shelter
on hé, it will be less comfortable for his coun-
terpart, especially on the dark squares. 36...g6!
A typical engine move, securing the bK a flight

M. M. Borrununk.

Mikhail Botvinnik

square and protecting it from persecutions of
the white pieces. 37.a5 (37.h5 g5 38.fxgs Qb2+
39.Kh3 Bg1 40.Bg2 Qxes wins) 37...Kf8 38.Rd8+
Kg7 39.Rc8 Qd2+ 40.Kg3 Bg1 wins. 33.Rc1 (33.
Rxc2 Bxc2 34.Rxd4 “also loses due to” (Botvin-
nik) 34...Bcs) 33...Bxf1 34.Rcxf1 “Also bad is
34.Rfxf1 Rd2 35.Rfe1 Bes+ 36.Khi Bd4 followed
by Bb2-c1 and Rdi+. But now it appears that
Black cannot save his passed pawn on c2” (Bot-
vinnik). 34.Kxfi Rdi+. What about: 34.Rfxc2!

Neither Botvinnik nor Kasparov mention this

move. Of course, I have not investigated it on

my own but with the help of modern engines.
Kasparov’s remark on the next move might give

a hint as to why the move didn’t get mentioned.
My Predecessors 1I was written at a time when

Fritz was regarded as the top engine. Btw, it’s

Kasparov’s nearly only original remark on this

game, when he otherwise adopts Botvinnik’s

comments. This oversight doesnt, howev-
er, derogate from the beauty of the game. 34...
Bd3 35.Rc8+ Bf8 (Kf7; Ricy) 36.Ricy Apparent-
ly, the activation of the white rooks, combined

with threats against the Bey, secures White the

draw. 36...Be4 37.Rb8 Rd1+ 38.Kf2 Rd2+ 39.Ke3

Rb2 40.Rcc8 Rxb3+ 41.Kd2 Rb2+ 42.Kc1 Rbi+
43.Kd2 draws.
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34...Rcq!!

“By temporarily sacrificing a rook Black gets
a new queen” (Botvinnik). “Sacrificing the sec-
ond rook! A stunning blow - one of those that
you don't see immediately - even Fritz only
suggests the tedious: 34...Rd3?! 35.Kg2 Rxb3
36.Rxc2 (Kasparov) 35.bxcq Bcs 36.Kg2 Bxf2
37.Kxf2 b3 0-1
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That was a really great game. I hope that the
additional comments based on engine find-
ings do not appear smart-alec but I just want-
ed to show some alternatives that might be a
bit more distant to our basic motif, but with
Botvinnik’s ...Rc4 somehow closes the circle to
Ortueta - Sanz.

Now, let us have a look at some additional
endgame studies.

Janis Bétins was a composer in his own right
but at the same time was a brother of the fa-
mous Karlis Bétins. Janis was probably the first
to use our motif in a study. Noteworthy is the
bishop instead of the rook as blockading piece.

S.5 Janis Bétins
Rigaer Tageblatt 1894
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b2e4 0310.32 5/4 Win

1.Bey Against the blockade of the g5 square
Black is helpless. 1...Kxf4 (1...Rg1 2.Bg5 hxgs

3.f5 Kxfs 4.g7) 2.Bgs+ Kxgs (hxgs; g7) 3.87

wins.

Janis Bétins

Henri Rinck also worked on the motif with

a bishop as blockading piece. This time a quiet
move forces the blockade:

S.6 Henri Rinck
Deutsche Schachzeitung 1906
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1.Be3! (1.g7? Rg1 2.Bh6 f5 3.Kxc7 f4 4.b6 3
5.b7 Rxgy+ 6.Bxgy f2 draws) 1...Rf3 2.Bgs!
(2.Bh6? Rg3 3.g7 f5 draws) 2...fxgs5 3.87 g4
4.g8Q g3 5.Kxc7 Kf2 6.b6 g2 7.b7 Rg3 8.Qaz2+
wins.

Another twist was given by George Teodoru,
a bridge construction engineer of Romanian
origins.

This time our motif is used in defence for a
nice decoy with stalemate finish.

George Teodoru
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S.7 George Teodoru
Lltalia scacchistica 1951
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1...f3 2.Rxe5 Rfy! 3.exf4 f2 4.Re1! fxe1Q (fx-
e1B 5.c3 Kxag4 6.Bxfs) 5.Bc3+! Qxc3 stalemate.

Of course, we cannot finish without one of
Harold’s efforts on the topic. It is again a quiet
move forcing the blockade - this time with the
help of a fork:

S.8 Harold van der Heijden
The Problemist 2009
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1.Re1 Kf2! 2.Sxh2 (2.b7? h1Q 3.b8Q Kxe1
and Black wins) 2...Rxhs (2...Kxe1 3.b7 Rxhs

4.5f3+ Kf2 5.Sd4 wins) 3.Res! (b7? Rbs+;) 3...

Rhy4 (3...Rxe5 4.Sg4+, or 3...Rxh2 4.b7 wins)
4.Rbs! [4.b72 Rbg+, or 4.Kc2? Rbg) 4...cxbs
5.b7 Rxh2 6.b8Q wins.

I am very grateful to Jan Timman for read-
ing the German version of this article and he
kindly added a very nice and elegant study on
our theme. He wrote:

Thank you for the article that is most inter-
esting. Yesterday I made a study with the im-
plementation of the theme. So, here, the theme
is repeated by the knight. You can publish the
study if you wish.

Which we did indeed at the website of our
club:

https://www.sg1871loeberitz.de/partien/
partien21/timman.htm

S.9 Jan Timman
Website SG Loebertz 2021
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1.c6! (Makes the blocking square g5 availa-

ble for the rook. Black has to answer the threat
to b7) 1...bxc6 (After taking with the king or
1...b6 the solution is basically the same) 2.f6
gxf6 (cxbs 3.fxgz, or Rhg4 3.f7! Rafg 4.Rb4!
win) 3.Rgs Raggq (3...hxgs 4.g7 Rafg 5.Se2
wins) 4.Sf3 Rxgs 5.5xg5 (Repeating our motif
- this time with the knight as blockading piece)
5...Rg4 6.f4! (The new aspect and the highlight
of the study. White simply protects the knight,
which is attacked no less than three times. By
capturing with the pawn, Black would now
block his own rook. In fact, we see the repe-
tition of the blockading motif by a different
piece) 6...hxgs (fxgs; f5) 7.f5 Rh4 8.g7 wins.

Many thanks to GM Surya Ganguly and GM
Jan Timman for contributing to this article.
My special thanks to Harold van der Heijden
for also contributing, helping a lot and encour-
aging me to write an English version.

Last but not least thanks to Siegfried Hor-
necker for advice and proofreading.

This is an abridged and edited version of an
article first published in German at April of
this year at the website of our club:

Ladislav Proke$ und die Schildkréte: https://
sg1871loeberitz.de/partien/partien21/prokes.
htm
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Thoughts on the Barrier Motif

BY SIEGFRIED HORNECKER

Tasks
and themes

The barrier motif, or “turtle motif” as Reyk
had first called it, is presented to readers as a
translation of his beautiful German article.”’
Instead of directly changing his article, I would
like to add a few thoughts of my own in my
Tasks and Themes” column. First, Reyk invited
me to publish my schema which is a small var-
iation on the idea, as the barrier theme is com-
bined with a classical decoy. The position “as
is” does not work as an endgame study, how-
ever, as in this position 3...Rd3 would draw as
Black can build a fortress. I was unable to find a
correct setting. Readers are invited to try their
hand.

S.1 Siegfried Hornecker
Original (Schema)
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1.8g5 Rxgs/i 2.Rd5+ Rxds 3.g8Q Rd2+
4.Kb3 h2 5.Qc4+ Kas 6.Qag mate
i) 1...hxgs would be the barrier theme.

Now, a matrix diagram could be created
that shows the different types of barrier theme.

Black pawns could block at the 6th to 2nd rank,
white pawns could stand at the 7th to 3rd rank.

A matrix could be made and missing studies
filled in, whereas a bP on the 2nd or 3rd rank in
itself would pose a big danger, so some matrix

(1) https://sgl871loeberitz.de/partien/partien21/prokes.

htm as of writing this. Archived: https://archive.is/BOA2S

spots — the most extreme being a wP on the 3rd
rank, bP on the 2nd rank - become extremely
unlikely to obtain reasonable studies.

Furthermore, I arrived at the conclusion
that there is more to the theme than is present-
ed: chess problemists are familiar with a theme
known as “orthogonal/diagonal transforma-
tion”. The transformation for the barrier motif
would be not to close the rook’s line, but a bish-
ops. Now the Mouterde study that readers will
know (White sacrifices his bishop on d4, then
Black takes with his bishop to reach the config-
uration wKc2 Phé; bBd4 Pes, White plays Kd3
and blocks bPes5 with his king afterwards) is not
thematic, as here the pawn already blocks the
diagonal (but is forced to maintain that block).
In the following study, the oldest I found with a
matrix of Pe6/Pg6 (and mirrored), the barrier
is broken after it is obtained.

S.2 Georg Bernhardt
Deutsches Wochenschach
14iv1918
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=

1.d6! exd6 2.b7 d5+ 3.Kxds Bg3 4.Ke6 Kg8
5.Ke7 wins.

There is a special kind of barrier that works
easily against a bishop but needs a better setup
against a rook.
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S.3 Aleksandr Herbstman
Zadachy i Etyudi 1927
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1.h6!, and:

— gxh6 2.Bhs+! Kxhs 3.b6 ds5+ 4.Kf5! c4 5.b7
Bh2 6.g4+! hxg3 e.p. 7.b8Q wins, or:

— ds+ 2.Bxds gxh6 3.Bcgq! Bh2 4.Be2+ Kg3
5.b6 wins.

The barrier here is erected by both the king
or the pawn respectively. The idea of capturing
to an unoccupied square via en-passant is in
my opinion the more pleasing main variation.
Strictly speaking, a barrier can be erected in
that way for any piece to occupy such a square.
A beautiful example is EG#03697® by Pauli
Perkonoja. Prokes himself used the diagonal
barrier in Vecherni Praha, 1/1957® and earlier
in Le Monde des Echecs 1946." It’s unclear why
he created an incorrect study with more ma-
terial over a decade after the correct one was
published, maybe he wanted no knight.

A matrix of which barriers are already com-
posed, similar to the orthogonal one, could be
created here as well, but blocking the second
rank and then putting a piece on the first rank
to stop the pawn from promotion would be
vastly easier than with rooks.

Obviously, barriers erected by the king are
also very common on a file, one example fol-
lows, again by Herbstman. The sideline 1...Bds
2.Bb3 explains why Black utilizes the defence
he does.

(2) Suomen Shakki 1976, 1.h.m.; see EG56, p. 174

(3) 0040.24.c5a5 blc6.b2g6a4a6f5h3 +-: 1.g7 Bd5 2.Ba2
B:a2 3.b4+ a:b3 e.p. 4.g8Q wins; but dual: 2.K:d5 h2 3.Be4!,
and Black is checkmated.

(4) 0041.22.d5a5 bld1h2.b2g7a4a6 +-: 1.Kc5 Bb3 2.Ba2
B:a2 3.b4+ a:b3 e.p. 4.g8Q wins

Siegfried Hornecker

S.4 Aleksandr Herbstman
Shakhmatny Listok 25V11927
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1.a7 Rgq+ 2.Khy Bd3+ 3.Kh8 Beg 4.Bc2!
Bc6 5.Bf5+ Kxfs 6.f7 wins.

Diagonal barriers where a king instead of a
bishop is blocked are well known from pawn
endgame studies, and are shown in task form
sometimes, for example by Grigoriev. Those
are likely well-known to readers and don’t need
to be repeated.

My impression is that the barrier theme,
or “turtle theme’, by itself might hold poten-
tial, but it is only a combination of themes that
truly can shine. In addition, “barriers” can be
widely defined, and also be erected by pieces.
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Justifying my point? I do not need to, in fact, as
one barrier is involved in what is considered
one of the most beautiful combinations that
ever happened in a game of chess.

S.5 Martin Ortueta - José Sanz
Madrid 1933
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Ortueta won the first game, drew the next
two, but now Sanz managed to strike back with
31...Rxb2 32.Sxb2 c3 33.Rxb6 c4!! 34.Rb4! a5!!
35.Sa4 axb4 o-1

The line 34.Sxc4 c2 would have shown
the barrier in effect, although it was only a

side-effect of protecting d3. There is some con-
fusion on how this match played starting in the
first week of June 1933 ended. Ortueta won the
fifth game, so the final score of 2.5:1.5 for Ortu-
eta can’t be true as was claimed later.®

Now, obviously there could be a discussion
if the above example really counts as a barrier,
as that was already erected by the pawn. But
this is why I chose the famous game as an ex-
ample. After all, chess composers should al-
ways strive to overcome limitations, bend ideas,
create something new. A theme that begins as
a simple blockade to enable a promotion for a
pawn can transcend into a barrier to allow a
checkmate (see the Perkonoja study). In fact,
the original turtle theme, barrier theme, might
not be recognizable anymore in any of the ex-
amples I chose. But does that mean that they
are sub-genres of one greater barrier idea? Or,
to ask heretically: Can we break barriers to
erect more of them?

(5) See Edward Winter's research: https://www.chesshis-
tory.com/winter/extra/ortuetasanz.html
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8-piece, pawns on the board

BY MARC BOURZUTSCHKY

Computer

In EG225 we reported the first experiences
with 8-piece endgames. As usual, all started
from pawnless constellations. However, that
material is very rare in both games and stud-
ies. In addition, although several cooks were
found in studies, most of them could also be
found with a fast computer using Stockfish
with EGTB7 or even with EGTB6 support.

Therefore Marc switched to pawn constel-
lations that promise to be of greater practical
use. The simplest one is an ending where each
side has exactly one pawn, which is facing the
opposite pawn on the same file. In this case,
no promotion can occur without a preceding
capture, so that only 7-man subgames need to
be considered to fully solve such an endgame.
If the pawns did not oppose each other, there
would 24 subgames with 8 pieces arising from
promotions that would have to be resolved first.

New Record found!
BV.1 M. Bourzutschky
=B )
B
W 5 5
5 >

//. /
»re
oy

7 © Y /%7‘
%// /% /% //

 per ¢

c3d1 3120.11 5/3 White wins in 584 moves

Despite the pessimistic forecast in the last
EG, Marc has discovered a new record posi-
tion, which significantly exceeds the current
record of 517 moves.

White needs at least 584 moves to achieve
checkmate or transition to a won 7-man

AND EMIL VLASAK

ending. This ending was checked with two in-
dependent programs. The original result was
obtained with Marc’s general 8-piece generator
and was also checked later by a modified ver-
sion of Yakov Konoval’s 7-piece software.

Let us repeat that Marc uses the DTC (Dis-
tance-To-Conversion) metric and the records
should be understood from this perspective.
However, the game of chess is played to mate,
so a really intuitive metric would be the Dis-
tance-To-Mate (DTM).

The records in terms of DTM should change
significantly. First, moves at long DTC lines
may not be optimal from the DTM point of
view. And most importantly, DTC-zeroing
does not end the game. In addition, pawns on
the board could promote extending the length.
Therefore, the record for playing to a check-
mate could be 700-800 moves (Noam Elkies).

Unfortunately, there is no easy way to recal-
culate metrics and significant software modi-
fications are probably necessary for searching
DTM records.

Games

Here is CQL6 script for finding the type of
positions described above in database x.pgn.
cql (input x.pgn)

#A + #a ==8 #P ==1 #p ==
file P == file p rank P < rank p
line -->. -->. --> #A + #a ==8

The last row starting with “line” is not nec-
essary, but it excludes uninteresting one-move
hits during chaining exchanges. We have found
over 1,000 games in the game database Mega-
Base 2021 and 380 studies in HHdbV], i.e. such
endings are not as rare as pawnless 8-piece
endings.

It is more important to consider configu-
rations that have at least one pair of opposing
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pawns. Let us call such configurations OP1.
Any promotion from an OP1 position results
in another OP1. We estimate that generation of
all OP1 endings will be about a hundred fold
less resource intensive than generating the full
8-piece set. More than half of practical game
positions with 8 pieces are of the OP1 type.

The best-known game surely is Kasparov -
Karpov from their World Championship
match in 1990.

BV.2 Kasparov -
WC 1990

EE DB
e
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d4f7 0143.11 4/ 4 after 63.Kxd4

Karpov
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63...5f2 64.g5 Bfs 65.Bd2 Key 66.Kds5 Seq
67.Ra7+ Ke8 68.Be3 Sc3+ 69.Kes Kd8 70.Bb6+
Ke8 71.Rc7 Seq4 72.Be3 Sg3 73.Bf4 Shs 74.Ray
Kf8 75.Bh2 Sg7 76.Bg1 Shs 77.Bcs+ Kg8 78.Kd6
Kf8 79.Bd4 Bg4 80.Bes Bfs 81.Rhy Kg8 82.Rcy
K18 83.Kc6 Kg8 84.Re7 Kf8 85.Bd6 Kg8 86.Re8+
Kf7 87.Re7+ Kg8 88.Bes Kf8 89.Ray Bg4 90.Kd6
Bh3 91.Ra3! Bg4 92.Re3! Bfs 93.Kc7 K7 94.Kd8
Bg4 95.Bb2! Be6 96.Bc3! Bfs 97.Re7+ K8 98.Bes
Bd3 99.Ray Be4 100.Rc7 Bb1 101.Bd6+ Kg8 102.
Ke7 1-0

White played fairly accurately to achieve the
win in fewer than 40 moves. The basis was the
king’s bypass 78.Kd6 — 93.Kc7 - 94.Kd8 and af-
ter 102.Ke7 Black resigned.

Other great games are: Fischer-Spassky,
St.Stefan/Belgrade 1992 (23), QN-QB; an easy
draw by perpetual check. Karjakin-Caruana,
Paris GTC Blitz 2018 (14); Caruana did not win
RB vs BN with opposite bishops, Karpov-Tim-
man, Brussels SWIFT 1986; Karpov easily won
RBN vs Q.

Studies

BV.3 P. Arestov & I. Akobia
ChessStar 2014

By )
. &
/@//7/
////,/E%/V
/,/x/@
%//%2@%72
5 5
.

b8c6 0800.11 4/4 Draw

From this comprehensive study we present
only some selected lines illustrating the main
idea. To choose the correct first move, you
need to see to the end of the solution. 1.Rg6+!
R7dé6 2.Rxd6+ Rxdé6 3.Rhg Rd8+ (Kds; Kcy)
4.Ka7 Rd7+!5.Ka8!! Kds5 6.Kb8! After a refined
white manoeuvre Black is in mutual zugzwang
and cannot transfer his rook on a3. Compare
the line to 5.Kb8? Kds 6.Kc8 Ray! 7.Kd8 Raz
winning. 6...Rg7 7.Rh1! Rg2 (7...Kc4 8.Rdj,
7...Rg3 8.Rd1+ Kcs! 9.Rc1+ Kb4 10.Kc7! Rxe3
11.Kd6) 8.Kc7! Re2 (8...Kc4 9.Kd6 Kd3 10.Kes)
9.Rh3 Kc4 10.Kd6 Kd3 11.Ke5 Rxe3 12.Rh8
Rg3 13.Ra8 e3 14.Kf4 - an important tempo.
14...e2 15.Ra3+ Kc4 16.Rag+ Kb3 17.Ra1 draw.
After 1.Rh6+? Black should have the winning
move 17...Kc2.

Unfortunately, the study is cooked by avoid-
ing the rook exchange, because the bK will be
too active. 1...Kcs! 2.Rh8 Kc4! 3.Rh1 (3.Ra6
Rbs+ 4.Kc8 Rd3 5.Rh3 Rcs+ 6.Kby Rb3+ 7.Kay
Rcbs) 3...Kd3 4.Kc8 Rd8+! 5.Kc7 Rsd7+!
6.Kc6 Ray! 7.Rg3 (7.Rgg1 Ra2 8.Kc7 Rf8! 9.Kd6
Kxe3 wins, EGTB7) 7...Rc8+ (also winning is
7...Ra2 8.Kc7 Rds! 9.Kb6 Raas! 10.Rd1+ Ke2!
11.Rb1 Rhs 12.Rb3 Rafs 13.Rg6 Rds 14.Rg4 Rh6+
15.Kc7 Res 16.Kdy7 Ras 17.Kcy Razy+ 18.Kb8
Re7) 8.Kd6 Ra6+ 9.Kes Ras+ 10.Kd6 RbS8
11.Rd1+ Ke2! 12.Rc1 Rb6+ 13.Kc7 Rhé6 14.Rc3
Raz+ 15.Kb8 Rhhy 16.Rg2+ Kf3! 17.Rg6 Rady
18.Rf6+ Ke2 19.Kc8 Rd3 20.Rc1 Rxe3 wins.
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BV.4 A. Koranyi
3rd prize Magyar Sakkélet 1955

,/ 0
X 7 7 Aaka
7 7Aa7
_ /,/ .
P U DD
_ %@% .
5
B BN

e1d3 1306.21 4/5 BTM, Draw
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1...Ra2! 2.Qhs5 Sgs! 3.Qdi+! Sxd1 4.£8Q

Sf3+! 5.Qxf3+ Se3 6.Qeq+! (Qhs? Rb2;) 6...

Kxe4 stalemate.

Unfortunately, all the versions and correc-
tions of this study are unsound: 4...Sc3! 5.Qxg7
(5.Qd8+ Kc2 6.Qxgs Rai+ 7.Kf2 Se4+) 5...Ra1+
(5...Sf3+ 6.Kf1 Se4 also wins) 6.Kf2 Sce4+ 7.Kg2
Ra2+ 8.Kf1 Rf2+ 9.Kg1 Sf3+ 10.Kh1 Sg3 mate.

BV.5 J. van den Ende
Tijdschrift v.d. KNSB 1938
,/ 5

0 / | A

momoE
Ao LB

»r
an ® W

%,/ v

5
h6h2 0708.22 6/7 Draw

1.d7 Rd3 2.Nez2 Rgq 3.Rf2+ Rg2 4.Rxg2+
Sxg2 5.5f3+ Kh3 6.Sfd4 Sxd4 7.S5f4+! Sxfg

8.d8Q Sfs+ 9.Kxhy Rxd8 stalemate, but 9...

Rd6! or even 9...Rg3 wins.

This cook is interesting because it seems to
refute a previous cook claim. Instead of the
study having an alternative solution, it seems
to have no solution at all. After 3.Khs!? (Gar-
cia) Black can play 3...Rxgs! 4.Kxg5 Rxdy
5.Rxa6 and this position probably is won for
Black, for example 5...5{3+ 6.Kg4 Rf7 7.Rh6+
Kg2 8.5f4+ Kf2 9.Sh3+ Ke3 10.Re6+ Kdg 11.26
Scs 12.Rb6 Ses+ 13.Khs Rf1 14.Rb4+ Kc3 15.Rb6

Kc4 16.Khg Rai 17Kgs5 Sxa6. Black could get
the same position easier after 2...Rxgs.

OP2 positions

Shortly before the deadline Marc generat-
ed “OP2” i.e. EGTBS8 positions with two pairs
of pawns facing each other. We have found 541
OP2 studies in HHdbVT, mostly very interesting.

BV.6 M. Kliatskin
Shakhmaty 1925

5’ >
5 //
55>
3255
. ///
Y B
W%y/ >
~“H B -

a1bs 3100.22 4/4 after 5.Rg1

The study ends with a fortress, but the bQ
and the bK are able to out-tempo the rook on
the first rank: 5.... Qd2 6.Kb1 Kc4 7.Rc1+ Kd3
8.Rh1 Ke4 9.Rg1 Qf2 10.Rh1 Kf3 11.Ka1 Kg2
12.Rd1 Qe3 13.Kb1 Qe2 14.Rc1 Qd2 15.Rc3 Kf2
16.Rc1 Qf4 17.Rd1 Ke2 18.Rg1 Qd4 19.Rc1 Qe3
20.Rc3 Qegq+ with mate (HHdbVI#03033).
[HH: this is so easy to understand for humans
that it is remarkable that no-one figured this
out before by “hand” - see next remark].

The same problem is with the Jovanovi¢
successors of 1996 (HHdbVI#24405) and 1998
(HHdbVI#22153). [HH: in the latter case, Paul
Wiereyn reported the same cook and winning
manoeuvre to me on 20ii2021!].

Quick news

CQL has the new “final” version 6.1 with a spe-
cial interface to HHdbVI. This software (Lewis
Stiller, Gady Costeft) is still for free, thanks!

Stockfish comes in the new version 14. The
NNUE net has both grown and its logic has
improved. The exe file has now length about
50M. Stock 14 is super-strong, as illustrated in
TCEC21 Superfinal, where it crushed his old
rival LCo 19-7 (74 draws). For endgame study
testing we highly recommend to upgrade.
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Quality Control

Marc Bourzutschky has generated some
8-man EGTB’s with 2 blocked pawns and has
used them to test 8-man studies with this ma-
terial (see Computer News in this issue). In
two studies, Marc found a surprising refuta-
tion. Based on these discoveries, he composed
the following two studies together with Emil
Vlasak.

P.1 Emil Vlasak
& Marc Bourzutschky
Original,
after C. de Feijter 1933

.
o %

7% %7//@
... A
O GSAT
K A&

AT
a5 @

h7h4 0003.52 6/4 Win

§

1.Kg6! White must block the bK because
1.ds? Kgs 2.d6 Kf6 drawing. The try 1.Khé6?
with the same idea is wrong because the main
line refutes it (see comment on 4.d7) 1...Se2
2.d5 After 2...5f4+7? 3.Kf7! Sxg2 4.d6 White will
promote faster and wins. Therefore, 2...Sxc3!
The study by De Feijter (Tijdschrift 1933) began
in this position with the reversed colours (after
initial move 2...Sa2-c3). 3.d6 Sxe4 4.d7 With
the wK on hé (after 1.Kh6) Black would easily
draw with 4...Sgs! but now that doesn’t work
anymore. If 5.d8R then 4...Sf7+ forks. 4...5f6!
4...Sgs is weaker for 5.Kf6 and the stalemate
does not take place. 5.d8R 5.d8QQ? stalemate 5...
Sds 6.Rf8 6.Rxds? stalemate 6...Se7+ 7.Kf6
Other moves merely lose time, e.g. 7.Kh6 Sf5+.

BY JAROSLAV POLASEK

7...5g6 8.Rc8!! This is an ingenious move that
can easily be overlooked without a computer.
De Feijter (HHdbVI#77286) continued 8.Ra8?
Sf4 9.Rag stalemate or 9.Raz Sxg2 draw. 8...
Sf4 9.Kfs5 Or the exchange of moves 9.Rc1 and
10.Kfs5. 9...5xg2 10.Rc1! Kxh3 After 10...Se3+
11.Ke4 (Kfg) the bS is trapped as the c-file is
covered by the wR (after the wrong 8.Ra8 or
8.Rb8 the knight would now escape by 11...Sc2
or Sc4) 11...Sg2 12.Kf3 wins 11.Rh1 mate.

While preparing the article, I found a sim-
pler version in which the bK gets into the stale-
mate position: g6g4 0003.32 e4.d6g2h2g3hs 4/4
Win: after 1.h3+ Khg4! 2.d7 and continuing as
in P1 after 4.d7.

P.2 Emil Vlasak
& Marc Bourzutschky
Original,
after N. Stsherbina 1951

_ %/%/%/
E 7
,é.%y//
//%/7/
/%,x%/
,@Z//,//
8 B 7

e1a6 0341.22 5/5 Draw

1.Sc7+ Kas! 2.Sxbs c4! 2...Rxbs 3.Bxd3 is a
clear draw. 3.Sa3! 3.Bxd3? cxd3 4.Sd4 Rf6!

3...Rxb1+! (3...Kag 4.Sxc4 Rxbi+ 5.Kf2 Kbz
6.Se3) This is the same position with inverted
colours as in Stsherbina’s study (Schach 1951,
HHdbVI1#66248). Stsherbina continued with
4.Sxb1 Kag! 5.Kd1 Kb3! 6.Kc1 Ka2 7.Sa3 Kxaz
8.Kb1 Kb3! 9.Kc1 Kaz wins. But 4.Kf2!! with
5.5xc4+ to follow and White draws.
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P.3 Jaroslav Polasek
Original, after N. Stsherbina 1951
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I was pleasantly surprised that Stsherbina’s
idea could be followed up and the necessary
blocked position could be created during the
introduction. The study is suitable for a stand-
alone solution but judge for yourself.

1.Sb7+ Kc8 1...Key is hopeless for 2.d6+ Kf8
(Ke6) 3.dxc7 cxbs 4.Sd8(+) wins. 2.Sd6+ Kd8
3.Rb8+ Ke7 4.Sxe8 Sa6+ 5.Kas5 Sxb8 6.d6+!
Kxe8 7.c5 Kd8 8.Kb6 Kc8 9.Ka7 Sa6 10.Kxa6
Kb8 11.Kb6 Kc8 12.Ka7 wins.

P.4 Peter Krug, Mdrio Guido Garcia
& Jaroslav Polasek
Original, after E. Janosi 1969,
after V. Kondratev 1975.
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bsg3 0021.25 6/6 Win
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I thank Mario Garcia for sending this inter-
esting offering; together with Peter Krug we cre-
ated this study. 1.Seq+! (1.Se2+? Khy! 2.Bxf2+
Kgs) 1...Kxg2 (1...Kfg 2.g3+ Kxeq 3.Bby+)
2.5xf2 c6+! 3.Kxc6! (Try 3.Kb4?! g3 4.Bd3 c5+!
Black must get rid of the c-pawn.s.Bxcs gxf2
6.Beg+ Kg3 7.Bxf2+ Kxf2 8.a5 Kg1 9.a6 hiQ
10.Bxh1 Kxh1 11.a7 h2 12.a8Q+ Kg1 draws. Here
the purpose of the move 4...c5+ is clear, with
extra black c-pawn Black would lose. 3...g3

4.Sh1! (4.Kd6? gxf2 5.Bb7+ Kg3! 6.Bxf2+ Kxf2
7.a5 Kg1 draws) 4...Kxhi 5.Bb7! (5.Kbs5? g2
6.a5 g1R! draws) 5...g2 6.a5 g1R! (after 6...g1Q
White wins easily: 7.Kd7+ Qg2 8.a6) 7.a6 Rg7!
(7...Kg2 8.Kbs+! 8... Kf1 9.Bb8 wins, but not:
8.Kd7+? Kfi1! 9.Bd4 Rg4! 10.Bes Rag 11.Bxh2
Ra2 12.Bb8 h2 13.a7 Kg1) 8.Kd6+! (8.Kbs5+?
loses time 8...Rg2 9.Kc6 with repetition) 8...
Rxb7! (8...Rg2 9.Kds5! Rgy 10.Kes+! Rg2 11.Ke4!
wins) 9.axby Kg2 10.b8Q h1Q 11.Qb2+! Kg3
12.Bf2+!, and:

— Kf313.Qb7+ wins, or:

— Kf4 13.Qes5+ (other moves waste time) 13...
Kg4 14.Qe6+! Kf4 the key position 15.Be3+!
Kf3 16.Qds5+ (echo) win.

After Janosi 1969 (EG#01484) and Kondrat-
ev 1975 (EG#02996).

I prepared the next three studies for this
year’s Solving Championship of the Czech Re-
public in Prague (August 2021). Try to solve
them yourself; you'll find the scoring points in
square brackets (maximum is five points).

P.5 Jaroslav Polasek
Original, after A. Wotawa 1939
32
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/% %% %% ///

bsb3 0130.32 5/4 Draw

P.6 Jaroslav Polasek
Original, after J. Fritz 1973
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e4g1 0312.02 4/4 Win

§




8-man corrections

P.7 Jaroslav Polasek
Original, after J. Fritz 1954
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Tehtivaniekka 2017-2019

Only recently someone brought to our attention that the name of this Finnish magazine was
changed a decade ago! Its former name was: Suomen Tehtdiviniekkat.

The provisional award for 2017-2019 was published in 2020, issue no. 2. The informal tourney
attracted 4o studies by 17 composers from 12 countries. The judge, Martin Minski (Germany) con-

sidered the level mediocre.

No 23875 Arpad Rusz (Hungary). 1.g7/i
Sc4+/ii 2.Kxc4 Rci+ 3.Kbs Rc8 4.Kb6 Rb8+
5.Kay Kc7 6.g8Q Rxg8 stalemate

i) Logical try: 1.a7? Seq+ 2.Kxe4 Re1+ 3.Kf5
Re8 4.Kf6 Rf8+ 5.Kg7 Key 6.a8Q Rxa8 - no
stalemate.

ii) Sb3+ 2.Ke2 Rgi 3.a7, or Sf3+ 2.Kc2 draw.

“Usually, a white or a black piece choses
the larger space in the asymmetrical solution.
Here it is paradoxically reversed. The wK goes
to the narrow side because it can force stale-
mate. Everything runs perfectly and smoothly.
I don’t know of a better example of this rare
type of asymmetry”.

No 23876 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Rdé6+
Key/i 2.Rg6 Bcg+ 3.Kd2 Rd3+ 4.Kc2, and:
— K18 5.Rg4/ii Bbs 6.Rg5 Ba6 7.Rg6 Bc8 8.Rxgy
Bfs 9.Rg5 Bhy 10.Kc1 draws, or:

— Kif7 5.Rc6/iii Bbs 6.Rc5 Ba6 7.Rc6 draws.

i) Kc7 2.Rg6 Beg+ 3.Kf2 draws.

ii) 5.Rc6? Bbs 6.Rc5 Ba6 7.Rc6 Bb7 8.Rc7 Beg
wins.

iii) 5.Rg4? Ba6 6.Raq Rd6 wins.

“I am impressed by this miniature because it
perfectly realizes two echo variations and the
basic scheme appears to be original”.

No 23877 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.dy Qf6+ 2.Ses/i Rd4 3.Sxf3+ Rdé6+
4.Sd4+ Kg4 5.Rg3+ Khs/ii 6.Rh3+ Kgg 7.Rh4+
Kgs/iii 8.d8Q Rxd8 (Kxd8; Se6+) 9.Qg3 mate.

i) 2.Ka2? Bds 3.d8Q Qxd8 4.Qxd8 Bxc4
draws.

ii) Kxg3 6.Qxd6+ Qxdé 7.5f5+ wins.

iii) Kxh4 8.Qxd6 Qxd6 wins.

“This is a typically solid Nielsen study with
(self-) pin, unpin, check, cross-check and mate”.

No 23877 S. Slumstrup
Nielsen

No 23875 A. Rusz
1st prize
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Tehtdaviniekka 2017-2019

No 23878 A. Popov
honourable mention
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No 23878 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1.Seds+
Kes 2.Sd7+ Kd4 3.Scs5 Bxcs (Kxcs; Sbg) 4.5f4
Ke3 5.8d3 Kxd3 6.Bg6+ Kd2 7.Bxc2 Kxc2 8.b6
axb6/ii 9.a6 bxa6 stalemate.

ii) Bxb6 9.axb6 a6 10.Kbg Kd3 11.Kc5 Kc3
12.Kd6 a5 13.Kc7 a4 14.Kxb7 draws.

“After a solid introduction (unfortunately
without black counterplay), a surprising ideal
stalemate is created”.

No 23879 A. Popov
honourable mention
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No 23879 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1
2.bxcg4 Sd (Sdi; ¢3) 3.Be3 d4 4.Bxd4 f2 5.Bxf2
Sxfz 6.c3 Sd1 7.c5 Sxc3 8.c6 Sbs 9.Bd3 Sd4
10.Ba6/ii Sxc6+ 11.Kc7 SA8 12.Kc8 Sc6 13.Bby
ideal mate.

i) f2 4.Bxf2 Sxf2 5.cxds5 wins.

ii) 10.c7? Se6+ 11.Kc8 a5 (a6) draws.

“The introduction with BTM and the capture
2.bxc4 is not optimal but then an interesting
fight develops. The main idea 10.Baé! is nice!”.

No 23880 P. Arestov
& D. Keith
commendation
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No 23880 Pavel Arestov (Russia) & Daniel
Keith (France). 1.Sb4 Qd2/i 2.Sd3 Ke4/ii 3.Bb1
Qas 4.dy/iii Kds 5.Baz+ Kdé6 6.d8Q+ Qxd8
7.Baz+ Kd7 8.Se5+ Ke8 9.Bf7 model mate.

i) Qgs 2.Kb6 Qd8+ 3.Kc5 Qas+ 4.Kc4 wins.

ii) Ke2 3.Bd4 Qxc2 4.Se5 Qeq+ 5.5¢6 Qhy+
6.Kc8 wins.

iii) 4.Sb4+? Kf3 5.5c6 Qbs+ 6.Kcy Qxb2
draws.

“The composers show a perfect computer
study with a nice final picture but it looks a bit
like a helpmate”

No 23881 A. Popov
commendation
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No 23881 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1.Be1
Sg3+ 2.Bxg3 aiQ+ 3.Ber e2+ 4.Kf2 Qxd4+
5.Rxd4 cxd4 6.g3 (Kf3? Kgi;) Kh2 7.g4 hxga
model stalemate.

“The Kling combination is always a pleasure
to see. It is amusing that the bishop goes to e1
twice”.
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No 23882 P. Arestov
commendation
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No 23882 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.a6 a3
2.a7 Re8+ 3.Kcy/i Ra8/ii 4.Kby Rxa7+ 5.Kxay
a2 6.Rd6 (Kb6? Kbi;) Sf3 7.Ka8/iii f5 8.Kay Ses
9.Rf6 Kb2 10.Rb6+ Kc2 11.Ra6 Kb3 12.Rb6+
draws.

i) 3.Kb7? a2 4.a8Q Rxa8 wins.

ii) a2 4.Rd8 Re7+ 5.Rd7 draws.

iii) 7.Rf6? Sd2, or 7.Kb8? (Kby7?) Ses 8.Rf6
Sd7+ wins.

“7.Ka8!! is a surprising selection of move”.

No 23883 M. Hlinka
& L. Kekely

commendation
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No 23883 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Sbs Sb2 2.Sc3 Sag+ 3.Sxa4 Rxag
4.Kb6 Scq+ 5.Kc7 Raz+ 6.Kc8/i Sxd6+ 7.Kd8 zz
Sc4 8.Kc8 Sd6+ 9.Kd8 Se4 10.Kc8 Sd6+ 11.Kd8
draws.

i) Logical try: 6.Kd8? Sxd6 zz, wins.

“This study has an original reciprocal zug-
zwang. Black cannot use its material advantage
due to the threat of mate”

No 23884 A. Popov
commendation
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No 23884 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1.Ra8
Rh7 2.Sc; hiQ 3.e8Q Rxcy+ 4.Kb8+ Kbé6
5.Qe3+ Rcs 6.Ra6+ Kxa6 7.Qe6+ Kas 8.Qaz+
Kbé6 9.Qaz+ Kc6 10.Qb7+ (Qa8+) wins.

“Here we see a fine key, some sacrifices and
finally a skewer. This is certainly a good study
for solving”

No 23885 M. Hlinka
& L. Kekely
commendation
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No 23885 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Be2 (Kfs5? diS;) diS 2.Bxdi f5+
3.Kxfs Ra6 4.Kg4 Rag 5.Kh3 Rxa3 6.Kg3 Ra8
7.8f2+ Kg1 8.Sd2 Raz+ 9.5f3+ Kf1 10.Sg4 Re3
11.Sh2 model mate.

“The study has good flow and in the end we
see a model mate in a drawn endgame”.
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No 23886 A. Popov
commendation
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No 23886 Aleksey Popov (Russia). 1.f4+
Ke6 2.Bds+ Kxds 3.f5 Qe6 4.Sxf6+ (fxe6? a2;)
exf6 (Qxf6; e4 mate) 5.fxe6 a2 6.7 a1Q 7.e4+
Ke6 8.e8QQ mate.

“This is a tactically solid study with mutual
sacrifices”.

No 23887 Pavel Arestov (Russia), Michal
Hlinka (Slovakia) & Mario Guido Garcia (Ar-
gentina). 1.Bag+/i Key 2.Re8+/ii Kf6 3.Rf8+
Kg7/iii 4.Rg8+ Khy 5.Bc2+ Khé 6.Rh8+ Kg7
7.Rg8+/iv Kf6 8.Rf8+ Key 9.Rf7+ Kd6 (Kes;
Bag+) 10.Rf6+ Kes/v 11.Rfs+ Kd4 12.Rds5+ Kxds
15.Bb3+ Kd4 14.Bxa2 draws.

No 23887 P. Arestov,
M. Hlinka & M. Garcia

commendation
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i) 1.Bbs+? (Bc6+?) Kgry 2.Rg8+ Khy 3.Bd3+
(Beg+) Kh6 4.Rh8+ Kgs 5.Rg8+ Kfs 6.Rf8+
Kes wins, e.g. 7.Re8+ Kd6 8.Rd8+ Kcy.

ii) 2.Ray+? Kt6 3.Rf7+ Kgs5 4.Rg7+ Kh6 wins.

iii) Kgs 4.Rg8+ Kf4 5.Rf8+ Ke3 6.Re8+ Kdg
7.Rd8+ draws.

iv) 7.Rh7+? Kf8 8.Rh8+ Key 9.Rhy+ Kdé
10.Rh6+ Kes 11.Re6+ Kfg 12.Rf6+ Kgs 13.Rg6+
Khs wins.

v) Kcs 11.Rf5+ Kcg 12.Rfg4+ Kc3 13.Rf3+ Kb2
14.Rb3+ Kxc2 15.Rxa3 draws.

“We see a nice miniature with a simple but
clear idea and a good selection key”.
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StrateGems 2018

Bosko Miloseski (Macedonia) was judge of the annual informal tourney of the US composition
magazine. 18 studies by 15 countries from 13 composers were published. He considered the level to
be high. The award appeared in issue no. 91 (vii-ix2020).

No 23888 M. Minski & N. Huschenbeth
1st prize
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No 23888 Martin Minski & Niclas Hus-
chenbeth (Germany). 1.Ses Rf8 2.Bf7/i Sf4+/ii
3.Qxf4 Shs (Rxf7; Sxf7+) 4.Qg3 (Qfs? g6;) Sxga/
iii 5.5g6+ hxg6 6.hxgz+ Qh4 7.Rxh4 mate.

i) 2.Bf5? Sf4+ 3.Qxf4 Shs draws.

ii) g5 3.Sg6+ Kg7 4.Sxey gxh4 5.Bxe6 wins.

iii) Rxf7 5.5xf7+, g6 5.Qc3, or Rd8 5.Bxhs
win.

”The authors used themes from chess prob-
lems: Umnov and model mate. An unbeliev-
able queen sacrifice (4.Qg3!!) is followed by a
knight sacrifice (5.Sg6!) in order to activate the
masked R/P battery, ending with a model mate”.

No 23889 P. Krug
and prize
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No 23889 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Re8+ Sxe8
2.5f7+ Kg8/i 3.5g5+ Kh8 4.Qe1 d3+ 5.Kh1 a1Q
6.Qxa1 (Qe3; Rxgy) d2 7.Qf1 Qaz/iii 8.Bc4 Qa1
9.Be2 Qcs 10.Rxg7 Sxg7 11.Qf6 Qc8 (Qc1; Beg)
12.Bd1 Qe8 13.Qes Qxes 14.5f7+ Khy 15.Sxes
wins.

i) Khy 3.Qh6+ Kg8 4.Qh8+ Bxh8 5.Sh6++
Kf8 6.Rf7 mate.

“This is a complex and rich study with stra-
tegic elements on both sides, in which White
sacrifices its rooks and queen in order to attain
a winning position”.

No 23890 P. Arestov
3rd prize

h3g6 0074.20 5/4 W1n

No 23890 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Sc4 (e7
Kf7;) Bcy/i 2.d6 Bxdé 3.Bxd6 (Sxd6? Kf6;) Sf3
(Kf6; e7) 4.Kga (e7 Kf7;) Sd4/ii 5.Ses+/iii Kf6
6.e7 Bfs+ (Bg6; Sxg6) 7.Khs/iv Se6 8.e8S (e8Q?
Sg7+;) mate.

i) Bd4 2.Kxh2 Bg8 3.Kg3 Kf6 4.7

ii) Sh2+ (Kfe6; e7) 5.Kg3 Sfi+ 6.Kg2 Kf6 7.e7
wins.

iii) 5.e7? Kf7 6.Se5+ Ke8 draws.

iv) 7.Kg3? (Kf4 Se6+;) Bg6 8.5xg6 Sf5+ draws.

“With subtle play, and despite the fine coun-
ter play by Black, White mates by a knight
promotion”.
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HH thinks this is suspect: after 1...Bd4
2.Kxh2 and now 2...Kf5 3.Sd6+ Kf6 4.Sd6 Bes+
and s5...Kxe7 Black draws.

No 23891 M. Hlinka & L. Kekely
1st honourable mention
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No 23891 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1...Sc7+ (Sxds; Bes) 2.Bxcy f1Q
3.Rxf1 Bxf1 4.Rc5 a1Q+ (Bxe2+; Kay) s5.Bas+
Kb8 6.Rbs+ Kc8 7.Rc5+ Kb8 8.Rbs+ Ka8 (Kc8;
Rcs+ 9.Bf3+ ds 10.Bxds+ Sxds stalemate.

“Despite the black knight sacrifice and pro-
motion to two queens, White creates a R/B bat-
tery and then by self-pinning and sacrificing
its bishop (10.Bxds+) achieves a stalemate with
two pinned pieces”.

No 23892 M. Garcia
& B. Buyannemekh
2nd honourable mention
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No 23892 Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina)
& Bizya Buyannemekh (Mongolia). 1.Seg4+
(Sxe4? Bxe3;) Kgs 2.5xeq4+ Kxgg 3.5xf2+ Kg3/i
4.5xd3/ii Sc4+ 5.Kd4 b2 6.Sxb2 Sxb2 7.Kcs/iii
Rb8/iv 8.f6 (Rd2? Sag+;) b3/v 9.f7 Sag+ 10.Kd6
b2 11.Rg5+ Kf2 (Khg4; Rg1) 12.Rbs draws.

i) Kf3 4.Sxd3 Sc4+ 5.Kd4 b2 6.Sxb2 Sxb2 7.f6/
xi Rxf6 8.Rfs+ Rxfs stalemate.

ii) Tries: 4.Se4+? Kf3 5.Kd4 Ke2 6.6 RbS8
7.Rh5 Rd8+ wins, e.g. 8.Rd5 Rh8 9.Rg5 Sd110.f7
Rd8+ 11.Kes Rf8 12.Rg2+ Kf1, or 4.Sd1? Scq+
5.Ke4 b2 6.Rxd3+ Kgq 7.5xb2 Sxb2 8.Rb3 Scq
9.Kds Sas wins.

iii) 7.Ras? Sd1 8.Kcs Rb8 g9.Rai Sc3 (Sf2)
10.Kc4 Se4 wins.

iv) Sag+ 8.Kc4 b3 9.Rd3+ draws.

v) Sag+ 9.Kd6 Sc3 10.Rd3+ Kg4 11.f7 draws.

“We see a rich study with strategic elements.
The knight sacrifice (4.Sxd3!!) is especially
pretty and leads to a positional draw”.

No 23893 P. Kiryakov
3rd honourable mention
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No 23893 Petr Kiryakov (Russia). 1.Qhé6+
Kxhé6 2.g85+ Kg7 3.Sxey Bby 4.Sfs5+ gxfs5 s5.e7
Bc6 6.13/i f4 7.e4 f5 8.e5 £6 9.6 draws.

i) 6.f4? Kh6e (Kg6) 7.Ke2 Khs 8.Kf2 Khyg
(Kgg4) draws.

”With a queen sacrifice and a promotion
into a knight, White achieves a draw”.

No 23894 V. Tarasiuk
commendation
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No 23894 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).

1.d7 Rh2+/i 2.Ka1/ii Rd2 3.d8Q Rxd8 4.Bxd8
axbg s.axbg Kbs 6.Bas a3 7.Kb1 (Ka2? Kag;)
Kag 8.Kc2/iii az2/iv 9.Kb2 a1Q+ 10.Kxa1 Ka3
11.Kb1 Kb3 12.Kc1 Ke3 13.Kd1 Kd3 14.Ke1 wins.

i) Rd1 2.d8Q Rxd8 3.Bxd8 axb4 4.axbg Kbs
5.Ka3 wins.

ii) 2.Kb1? Rd2 3.d8Q Rxd8 4.Bxd8 axbs
s.axb4 Kbs 6.Bas a3 7.Ka1 Kag 8.Ka2 a6 9.Ka1
Kb3 10.Kb1 a2+ 11.Ka1 Ka3 draws.

iii) 8.Ka2? a6 9.Ka1 Kb3 draws.

iv) a6 9.Kc3 a2 10.Kb2 wins.

No 23895 A. Jasik
commendation
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No 23895 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Qe4q+
(Qh1+? Ke6;) Kea/i 2.Qby Bfa+/ii 3.5xf4 Qg3
4.Qe4 g5 5.Qds5+/iii Kbg 6.Qxfs Qxf4+ 7.Qxfs
gxf4 8.Bc2/iv a4 9.Bxhy wins.

i) Qxe4 2.Bb3 mate, or Kxe4 2.Bc6 mate.

ii) Bxd4 3.Qxa6+ Kb4 4.Qxd3 wins.

iil) 5.Qxf5? Qxf4+ 6.Qxf4 gxfs4 draws.

iv) 8.Bc6? a4 9.ds a3 10.d6 a2 11.dy a1Q
12.d8Q Qas+ 13.Kc8 Qxd8+ 14.Kxd8 a5 15.Be4

a4 16.Bxh7 a3 17.Bb1 f3 18.hy a2 19.Bxaz f2
draws.

No 23896 D. Gatti
commendation
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No 23896 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.Rxg4
(Kg1? Bay;) Rfi+ (Bxds+; cxds+) 2.Rg1 Bxds+
3.cxds Rxgi+ 4.Kxgi Bay 5.d8B/i Kas 6.Kf2
Bxb6+ 7.Bxb6+ Kxb6 8.Kf3/ii Kcs 9.Kgg4 Kxds
10.Kxh4 Ke4 11.Kg4 (Kg3) ds5 12.Kg3 d4 13.Kg4
Kes 14.Kxh3 Kf4 15.Kg2 wins.

i) 5.d8Q? Bxb6+ 6.Qxb6 stalemate.

ii) 8.Ke3? Kcs 9.Kxd3 Kxds draws.
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Lubos Kekely (Slovakia) judged the 15 studies by 13 composers from 11 countries that were pub-
lished in the US chess composition magazine. The award was published in issue no.g1 (vii-ix2020).

No 23897 S. Slumstrup Nielsen
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No 23897 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (Den-
mark). 1.Rd4+ (Qxb8 Qe1+;) Ke2/i 2.Re4q+ Kf3
3.Qgy/il Qcs+/iil 4.Rd4/iv Qfs 5.8d2+ Kes/v
6.5f1+/vi Qxfi+ 7.Kxf1 Rbi+ 8.Kg2 Bb7+ 9.Kh3
Rhi+ 10.Kg4 Bf3+ 11.Kg5 Rhs+ 12.Kg6 (Kf6?
Kxd4;) g2 13.Qay/vii Ras (g1Q+; Rg4+) 14.Qb6/
viii Rbs 15.Rd3++/ix Kxd3z 16.Qxbs+ Ke3
17.Qcs+ (Qb6+) Ke2 18.Qg1 wins.

i) Ke1 2.Re4+ Kdi1 3.Qxb8 wins.

ii) 3.Qh7? Qa1+ 4.Sxa1 Rbi+ wins.

iii) Qxgy 4.Sd2 mate, or e5 4.Qxes wins.

iv) 4.Sxc5? Rb1+, or 4.Qd4? Qxd4+ wins.

v) Ke2 6.Re4+ Qxe4 7.5xe4 Rb1+ 8.Kg2 wins.

vi) 6.Sc4+? (Req4+? Qxe4;) Kf3 7.Rd3+ Qxd3
8.Se5+ Ke2 9.5xd3 Rbi+ draws.

vii) 13.Kf7? Rd5 14.Rxd5 exds 15.Qg3 Ke2
draws.

viii) 14.Qxas? g1Q+ 15.Kf6 Be4, and: 16.Qd2+
Kf3, or: 16.Qc3+ Kf4 draw.

ix) 15.Qxbs? g1Q+ 16.Kf6 Qe1, and: 17.Qcs
Ke2, or: 17.Qes+ Kf2 draw.

“This is a beautiful study with mate attacks
and sacrifices of queens and rooks on both

sides. Which king survives we will know only
at the end. The switchback by the wQ (13.Qay!)

creates a R/Q battery and dashes all hopes for
Black counterplay”™

No 23898 P. Kiryakov
honourable mention
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csb7 0314.21 5/4 Win
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No 23898 Petr Kiryakov (Russia). 1.Sas+
Kc8 2.b6 d6+ (Sa6+; Kbs) 3.Bxd6 Sa6+ (Rxdé;
Kxd6) 4.Kc6 Sb8+ (Rxd6+; Kxd6) 5.Kds/i Rdy
6.Kcs/ii Sa6+ 7.Kc6 Rxd6+ 8. Kxd6 Kb8/iii 9.b7/
iv Kay/v 10.Kdy/vi Kb8/vii 11.Kc6 Kay 12.bs
Sb4+ 13.Kd6 zz Kb8 14.Kcs/viii Sd3+ 15.Kb6
Sb4 16.Sc6+ Sxc6 17.Kxc6/ix zz Kay 18.b8Q+
Kxb8 19.Kb6 wins.

i) 5.Bxb8? Kxb8 6.b7 Rd4 7.bs Rag 8.Kbé6
Rxas 9.Kxas Kxb7 draws.

ii) 6.b7+? Rxb7 7.Sxb7 Sc6 8.bs/x Say 9.Bcs
Sxbs 10.Kc6 Say+, and 11.Bxay stalemate,
or: 11.Kb6 Sbs draws. 6.b5? Rb7 7.Sxb7 Kxby
8.Bxb8 Kxb8 9.Kc6 Kc8 10.b7+ Kb8 zz 11.Kb6
stalemate.

iii) Sxb4 9.b7+ Kb8 10.Kcs5 wins.

iv) 9.b5? Sb4 10.Sc6+ Kby 11.Sxbg Kxbé6
12.Sa2 Kxbs draws.

v) Sxb410.Kc5 Sd3+ 11.Kb6 Sb4 12.Sc6+ wins.

vi) 10.b5? Sbg zz 11.Kcy7 Sds5+ 12.Kc6 Sc3
draws.

vii) Sxb4 11.Kc8 Sa6 12.Sc6+ Kb6 13.Sb4 wins.
viii) 14.Sc6+? Kxb7 15.Sxbg Kb6 draws.
ix) 17.bxc6? stalemate.
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No 23899 P. Krug
honourable mention
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No 23900 M. Minski
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No 23901Y. Robinson
honourable mention
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c6g6 3401.40 7/3 Draw

x) 8.Kxc6 stalemate, or 8.Sas Sxas 9.bxas
Kby draws.

“I congratulate the author for finding a nov-
elty with zugzwang”.

No 23899 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.h5+/i Khé
2.Re6+ Kg7 3.Re7+ Kf6 4.Re6+ Kxe6 5.c8Q+
Ke7 6.Sc5 Qxcs+ 7.Kxcs5 Re3+ 8.Kd4 Rxc8 9.Ke3
Re1 10.Kf2 Re2+ 11.Kf3 Ke6 12.g4 draws.

i) 1.Re6+? Kf7 2.Rey+ Kf6 3.Re6+ Kxe6
4.c8Q+ Ke7 5.S¢5 Qxcs5+ wins.

“After good foreplay we get an original fi-
nal position with the surprising white moves
9.Ke3! and 10.Kf2!”.

No 23900 Martin  Minski  (Germany).
1.g8Q+/i Kxg8 2.Kg6/ii c2 3.ay/iii Rgs+ (Ras;
dy) 4.Kxgs5 c1Q+ 5.Kg6 Qa1 6.d7/iv Bf6 7.h7+/v
Kh8 8.Bes Qg1+ 9.Kxf6 Qxay 10.Kg6 mate.

i) 1.Kf7? Rfs+ 2.Ke6 c2, or 1.d7? c2+ 2.Kf7
Rf5+ draw.

ii) 2.a7? Khy 3.a8Q c2+ 4.Bes Bxes+ 5.Kf7
Rb7+ 6.Qxb7 c1Q draws.

iii) 3.d7? Rgs+ 4.Kxgs c1Q+ 5.Kg6 Qdi 6.a7
Qg4 mate.

iv) 6.h7+? Kf8 7.d7 Ke7 wins.

v) 7.Be5? Qg1+ 8.Kxf6 Qf2+ (Qf1+) draws.

“We see an amusing study in which Black is
a queen ahead but the white passed pawns are
stronger after the nice move 8.Bes!”.

No 23901 Yechiel Robinson (USA). 1.hg4
Kc4 2.hs bg 3.5f3 Kd3 (b3; Sd2+) 4.Sd4/i a4/ii

f6h7 0340.43 6/6 Win

b7b4 0001.12 3/3 Win

5.h6 b3 6.Sbs b2 7.5a3 Kc3 8.h7 Kb3z 9.Sb1 (h8Q?
Kxa3) Kc210.h8Q Kxb111.Qa8 Kc112.Qc8+ Kb1
13.Qc4 (Qg4? a3;) a3 14.Qb3 a2 (Kay Qxaz+)
15.Qd1 mate.

ii) 4.h6? b3, or 4.Se5+? Kc3, or 4.Se1+? Keg
draw.

iii) Kxd4 5.h6 b3 6.h7 b2 7.h8Q+ wins.

“The tireless knight is fighting against dan-
gerous pawns in a miniature. His demise leads
to an original position which is resolved by the
precise move 11.Qa8! - from one corner to the
other”.

No 23902 A. Rusz

honourable mention
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€4C2 4710.20 6/4 Win

No 23902 Arpad Rusz (Hungary). 1.Qg6
Kb2/i 2.f7 Raxb4+/ii 3.Bxbg Qe2+/iii 4.Kd4/
iv Rxbg+ 5.Kds zz Rbs+/v 6.Kc6 Qcg+ 7.Kdy
Rb7+ 8.Ke8 Qa4+ 9.Kf8 Qa8+ 10.Kg7 wins.

i) Qez2+ 2.Kds+ Kbz 3.Qeq4 Qxeq+ 4.Kxeq
wins.
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ii) Qe2+ 3.Kfs Raxbg 4.Qf6+ Kc2 5.Bxbg
Rbs+ 6.Kg6 Qga+ (Qhs+; Kg7) 7.Khy Rhs+
8.Qh6 Rxh6+ 9.Kxh6 Qxb4 10.f8Q wins.

iii) Rxbg+ 4.Kfs Qfs+ 5Ke6 Qe3+ 6.Kf6
Qc3+ 7.Key Rby+ 8.Rdy Qes+ 9.Qe6 Qg5+
10.Qf6+ wins.

iv) Thematic try: 4.Kd5? Rxb4 zz 5.f8Q Rbs+
6.Kc6 Qcq+ 7.Kd7 Rb7+ 8.Ke8 Qag+ 9.KdS8
Qa8 mate.

v) Qcg+ 6.Kes Qf4+ 7.Ke6 Qe3z+ 8.Kf6 Qcz+
9.Ke7 Rb7+ 10.Rd7 Qes5+ 11.Qe6 Qgs+ 12.Qf6+
wins.

“A nice key creates a royal battery. What
follows is a series of mutual zugzwangs with
White making sure that the f8-square is availa-
ble for the king’s escape !”.

No 23903 P. Krug & M. Garcia
special honourable mention
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g2e6 4001.35 6/7 Win
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No 23903 Peter Krug (Austria) & Mario
Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.5c7+/i Kxes 2.Qcs
(Qe3+ Kd6;) a2 3.Qez+/ii Kd4 4.Se6+ Key/iii
5.5f4+ Kxf4/iv 6.Qe3+ Kgg 7.Qh6 (h3z+ Khs;)
f4 8.Qg6+ Khyg 9.Qf6+ Khs 10.h4 {3+ 11.Kh3/v
Qd2 12.Qg7y Qh6/vi 13.Qg4 mate.

i) 1.Sb6? Kxes 2.Qcs/xii Qd2 3.Qxa3z/xiii
Qgs+ 4.Kf1 Qhg

ii) 3.Qxds+? Kf6 4.Qe6+ Kg7 5.Se8+ Kf8
6.5d6 Qcy draws.

iii) Kd3 5.Qa3+ Qc3 6.5f4+ Kc2 7.Qxaz2+ Qb2
8.Qxds5 Qb3 9.Qxf5+ wins.

iv) Kd4 6.Qe3+ Kc4 7.Qd3+ Kby/xvi 8.Qd2+
Ka3 9.Qxas wins.

v) 11.Kg3? Qc7+ 12.Kxf3 Qc1 draws.

vi) a1Q 13.Qh7+ Qh6 14.Qfs5+ wins.

“After a knight sacrifice the bK is under a
mate threat. Because the end is known from an
unsound study by F. Fiedler (HHdbV1#27832),
this study is awarded a special HM”".

No 23904 M. Hlinka & M. Garcia
commendation
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h6h3 3210.02 4/4 Draw

\

No 23904 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Khy/i g1Q
(Qxbs; Rh6+) 2.Rh6+ Kg2 3.Rcg6+/ii Kf2
4.Rxg1 Kxg1 5.Rg6+/iii , and:

— Kf2 6.Rxb6 Qes 7.Kg6 Qg3+ 8.Khs/iv Qf3+
9.Kg6 Qb3 10.Rf6+/v draws, or:

— Kh1 6.Bc6+/vi Kh2 7.Rg2+ Qxg2 8.Bxg2
Kxg2 9.Kg6 Kf3/vii 10.Kf5 Ke3 11.Ke5 Kd3
12.Kds5 bs 13.Kc5 draws.

i) .Rd3+? Kh2 2.Rd1 Qh8+ wins.

ii) 3.Rhg6+? Kf3 4.Rxg1 Qh2+ 5.Kg6 Qxgi+
wins.

iii) 5.Rxb6? Kf2 6.Kg6 Kg3 7.Kf7 Qb3z+ 8.Kg7
Qc3+ 9.Rf6 Kg4 10.Kg6 Qc2+ wins.

iv) 8.Kf5? Qb3 9.Kf6 Kg3 10.Key Qe3+ wins.

v) 10.Kf5? Qc2+ 11.Ke6 Qg6+ wins.

vi) 6.Rh6+? Kg2 7.Rxb6 Kf2 8.Kg6 Kg3 wins.

vii) bs 10.Kf5 b4 11.Ke4 draws.

“The collaboration of rooks and bishop en-

sures a draw in the fight against two bQs in two
variations”.
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Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina) judged the informal tourney of the Japanese chess composition
magazine. In total 33 studies by 20 composers from 12 countries participated. The award was pub-

lished in issue no. 9o (iv-vi2020).

Win section

No 23905 P. Krug

No 23906 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.Bd4+ e3 2.h7 Bes 3.Bxes Ra4 4.b4 Rxbg4 5.Bf4,
and:

— e2 6.Sxe2+ Bxe2 7Be3+ Kg2 8.h8Q Rxg4

prize ——— 9.Qb2 wins, or:
v / / 0,0 — Rxfg 6.h8Q Rxgq 7.Qa1 Rag+ 8.Se2+ Kf2
% / / z/ .Qxd1 wins.
> y 9.Q
& / / »y
/ /, ? No 23907 J. Ulrichsen
& / / i %% 1st honourable mention
2
TV B R E
v/ B 0 Ay
| L e m e
> A
hif1 0531.34 7/7 Win / /@/%}%
5y
No 23905 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Rc2, and: / / / / i<}
— Rgi+ 2.Kh2 Rg2+ 3.Rxg2 fxg2 4.Sg3+ Kf2 » T r
5.5e4+ Kf1 6.Sd2+ Kf2 7.5f3 Kxf3 8.Rdy Kf2 / / / /
9.Rd2+ Kf1 10.Rxg2 3+ 11.Rg3 f2 12.a7 Bxg3+ fsds 3042.22 6/5 Win
13.Kxg3 Kg114.a8Q £1Q 15.Qay+ Kh116.Qb7+
Kg1 17.Qb6+ Kh1 18.Qc6+ Kgi 19.Qcs+ Kha No 23907 Jarl Ulrichsen (Norway). 1.Bg2+

20.Qds5+ Kg1 21.Qd2 wins, or:

— Rxhs 2.a7 Rxh3+ 3.Rh2 Rg3 4.Rhs5 Bdg
5.a8Q Rgi+ 6.Kh2 Rg2+ 7Kh3 Rg3+ 8.Khg

Kdé6 2.Sb7+ Key 3.Sg6+ Kxf7 4.Bds+ Ke8 5.Bc6+
Kt7 6.5d8+ Kg8 7.Bds5+ Khy 8.58+ Qxf8 9.g6+
Kg7 10.Se6+ Kg8 11.5f4+ Kg7 12.Sh5 mate.

Bf2 9.Qa6+ Kg2 10.Rxh6 Rg6+ 11.Khs Rxa6 No 23908 D. Blundell

12.Rxa6 Bg3 13.Rg6 f2 14.Rxf4 wins.

No 23906 J. Timman
special prize
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h8f1 0440.21 5/4 Win
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No 23908 David Blundell (United King-
dom). 1.g7 Bb3 2.Rc4 Re8+ 3.g8Q Rxg8+ 4.Kxg8
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No 23909 A. Jasik
3rd honourable mention
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g3d4 0614.53 8/7 Win

No 23910 V. Kalashnikov
4th honourable mention
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No 23911 P. Krug

special honourable mention
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g1e8 4132.06 5/9 Win

Ke2 5.Kh7 Bxc4 6.dxc4 Kd3 7.c5 Keq 8.c6 a3
9.Bes Kxes 10.¢7 a2 11.¢8Q a1Q 12.Qh8+ wins.

No 23909 Andrzej Jasik (Poland). 1.Sf6/i
Rxf6 2.gxh7 Rf8 3.d6 Kes 4.dxcy Sfs+ 5.Kg4 aq
6.Khs a3 7.Bxfs Kxfs 8.g6 Kf6 9.Kh6 a2 10.g7
wins.

i) Thematic try: 1.Sh6? Rxh6 2.gxf7 Rh8 3.d6
Kes 4.dxc7 Sfs+ 5.Kh2 Sd6 6.hs bg 7.h6 Sxf7
8.c8Q Rxc8 9.Bxc8 Sxgs 10.Kg3 Kd6 11.Kf4 Sf7
draws.

No 23910 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia). 1.by
Qd4+ 2.Ka8 Qxg4 3.Bf2 Qcq 4.Bay Key 5.Bcs+
Kf6 6.Kay Qf7 7.Bdé6 Qd7 8.Scs Qxd6 9.Seq+
wins.

No 23911 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Qa6 d3
2.Qagq Bxcs+ 3.Sxcs5+ Kf8 4.Qaz d2 5.Sd7++
Kg8 6.Qf8+ Qxf8 7.5f6+ Kh8 8.Rxh4 mate.

No 23912 A. Avni

No 23912 Amatzia Avni, & Eli Amit (Israel).
1.Re6 c4 2.Ray+ Kg8 3.Re8+ Bf8 4.Bd4 b1Q+
5.Kc8 Qb4 6.Rg7+ Kh8 7.Rb7+ Kg8 8.Rxb4 Kf7
9.Rxf8+ Kxf8 10.Rb2 a1Q 11.Rf2+ wins.

No 23913 Pavel Arestov (Russia). 1.Rb6
Qxb6 2.¢85+ Kc7 3.5xb6 Kxb6 4.Kb2 Kc6 5.Kc2
Kbé 6.Kd3 Kbs 7.Kc3 Kc6 8.Kcqg Kbé 9.bs Kas
10.b6 Kxb6 11.Kb4 Kc6 12.Kas wins.

Draw section

No 23914 Christopher Yoo (USA). 1.Qc3+
Sxc3 2.h8Q Qfi+ 3.Kh2 Qf4+ 4.Khi Se2 5.Qh4+
Qxh4 6.e8Q (e8R) Qfsg 7.Qxe2+ Kxez 8.Scs,
and:

— Qfi+ 9.Kh2 Qf8 10.Se4 Qfg+ 11.Kh1 Qci+
12.Kh2 Qxc2 13.h4 Ke3 14.5f6 Kxd4 15.5g8
Qcs 16.Kh3 Qfs+ 17.Kh2 Qe6 18.Kg1 Qe1+

& E. Amit No 23913 P. Arestov No 23914 C. Yoo

commendation special commendation 1st/2nd prize
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8h7 0240.16 5/8 Win

a2d6 3100.30 5/2 Win

hie1 4004.80 11/3 Draw
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No 23915 ]. Timman
1st/2nd prize
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3rd prize
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No 23917 P. Kiryakov
4th prize
R
5’ V>
// 55
%_/ 9
A ki

gg/ _
i /

Y,
7

> D V/W& i}
i//// i }/%
E & 0 & n

"
m

2
,/@/ 2
B E N

7
2

M%

%

hic1 0840.31 7/5 Draw

19.Kh2 Qxh4+ 20.Kg1 Qe+ 21.Kh2 Qe6
22.Kg1 Qe3+ 23.Kh2 Qfg4+ 24.Kh3 Qfs+
25.g4 Qh7+ 26.Kg3 Qdy 27.Kh3 Qe6 28.Sey
draws, or:

— Qf5 9.Kh2 Kf1 10.Kg3 Qf2+ 11.Kg4 Qxd4+
12.Kf5 Qxcs+ 13.Ke6 Qc6 14.Key Kez2 15.c4
Kd3 16.c5 Kd4 17.Kd8 draws.

No 23915 Jan Timman (the Netherlands).
1.Ras Bd8 2.c; Bxcy 3.Ray Kb2+ 4.Kg2 Rgi+
5.Kxg1 Bxh2+ 6.Kxh2 Rxay 7.Bc8 aiQ 8.Rgi
Qas 9.Rg2+ Kc3 10.Rg3+ Kd4 11.Rg4+ draws.

No 23916 Amatzia Avni (Israel). 1.Rdé6+
Key 2.Bf6+ Kxdé6 3.Kxd2 Seq+ 4.dxe4 Rxf6
s.e5+ Kd7 6.e6+ Kd6 7.Rxa2 Rf2+ 8.Kc3 Rxaz
9.7 Kxe7 10.Kb4 Rb2+ 11.Ka4 bs+ 12.Kas Ra2
13.Kbg Rb2+ 14.Kas Rb3 15.a4 Raz 16.Kxbs
draws.

No 23918 M. Hlinka

& L. Kekely
special prize
Em 1
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c3dy 0513.33 7/6 Draw

No 23919 P. Krug
1st honourable mention
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c2f5 0131.14 4/6 Draw

No 23917 Petr Kiryakov (Russia). 1.Se2
d3+ 2.Kxd3 Bbs+ 3.Kd2 Bxe2 4.Rxe2 f3 5.Rf2
Ke4 6.Rh2 h3 7.Ke1 Kxe3 8.Rh1 f2+ 9.Kf1 Kf3
10.Rxh3+ g3 11.Rh2 gxh2 stalemate.

No 23918 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.Rc6+ Kxc6 2.Rds Qxe4 3.5¢3 Qe8+
4.Sb8+ Kc7 5.h8Q Qxh8 6.Sbs+ Kc8/i 7.5d6+
Kds8 8.Sb7++ Ke7 9.Res+, and:

— Kf6 10.Rxf5+ Kxfs model double pin stale-
mate, or:

— Qxes 10.5¢6+ Bxc6 model pin stalemate.
i) 6...axbs double pin stalemate.

No 23919 Peter Krug (Austria). 1.Se5+ Bxes
2.Rxey+ Kg6 3.Rxe6+ Bf6 4.Rxf6+ Kxgs 5.h8Q
Bhs+ 6.Qxhs+ Kxhs 7.Rfs+ Khg 8.by Qdé
9.Kg2 Kg4 10.Be6 Qxe6 11.Rg5+ Kxgs 12.b8Q
d3 13.Qxg3+ Qg4 14.Kf1 Qxg3 stalemate.

No 23920 V. Kalashnikov
2nd honourable mention
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a8cy 3232.33 8/6 Draw

f3f7 3181.24 7/8 Draw

h7hs5 0003.31 4/3 Draw
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No 23920 Valery Kalashnikov (Russia). 1.g7
£1Q 2.g8Q Qf5+ 3.Kh8 Qxes+ 4.Qgy St6 5.Qf7+
Kh6 6.Qg7+ Khs 7.Qf7+ Kgs/i 8.Kgy Sxds+
9.Khy Qh2+/ii 10.Kg8 Sf6+ 11.Kf8 Qdé6+/iii
12.Kg7 Shs+ 13.Kg8 Sf6+ 14.Kgy positional
draw.

i) Kh6 8.Qg7+ positional draw.
ii) Sf6+ 10.Kg7 positional draw.

iii) Qb8+ 12.Kgy Shs+ 13.Khy Sf6+ 14.Kg7
positional draw.

No 23921 C. Yoo
3rd honourable mention
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f3e7 0403.21 4/4 Draw
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No 23921 Christopher Yoo (USA). 1.e4
Sg6 2.Rb6 Raz+ 3.Kgq Kxdy 4.Kfs Rg3 5.Rb7+
Ke8 6.Rhy Kf8 7.Kf6 Kg8 8.Rh6/i h3 9.Kfs Kg7
10.Rh5 zz Rf3+ 11.Kg4 draws.

i) Thematic try: 8.Rh5? h3 9.Kf5 Kg7 zz.

No 23923 P. Rewitz
special honourable mention
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No 23924 A. Stavrietsky
special honourable mention
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No 23922 M. Campioli
special honourable mention
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No 23922 Marco Campioli (Italy). 1.0-O-O
Kc3 2.axbs Rxh7 3.Kb1 Rhs 4.Rc1+ Kd3 5.Rd1+
Kc3 6.Rc1+ Kb3 7.b6 c3 8.Rg1 Rbs 9.Ka1 c2
10.Rg3+ Kag 11.Rc3 Rbi+ 12.Ka2 c1Q 13.Rxc1
Rxc1 14.b7 draws.

No 23923 Poul Rewitz (Denmark). 1.g4+
Kxg4 2.Ke4 Sa6 3.b4 Saxbg 4.Bf4 gxf4 stalemate.

No 23924 Aleksandr Stavrietsky (Russia).
1...Bf2+ 2.Kh2 Bxgs+ 3.Kg1 Bf2+ 4.Kh2 Sfi+
5.Bxfi Rh4+ 6.Qxhg Bxh4 7.gxf7 Bey 8.Bg2
Bxg2 9.f8Q+ Bxf8 10.5f7+ Kg8 11.Sh6+ Kh8/iii
12.5f7+ Kg8 13.Sh6+ draws.

No 23925 Michael Pasman (Israel). 1.a5 Sa3
2.6 bxaé6 3.c6 Scq4+ 4.Kds Sb6+ 5.Kes Sa8 6.c7
Sxc7 7.d8Q Bxd8 8.e7 Bxey stalemate.

No 23925 M. Pasman
special honourable mention

>

d3f5 0016.21 4/4 Draw

g1h8 1377.23 6/9 BTM, Draw

e5e3 0033.42 5/5 draw
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The memorial tourney for Viktor Alekseevich Razumenko (1937-2019) attracted 52 studies by
38 composers from 18 countries. Aleksey Popov judged the tourney. The (provisional?) award was
published in Zadachy i Etyudi no. 81 xizo20 but HH spotted some problems (a major anticipation,
studies already published in previous tourneys) and his comments were forwarded to the judge. In
Zadachy i Etyudi no. 83 vi2021 the final award was published with several changes.

No 23926 A. Sochnev

1st prize
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g7c2 oo4o.54 7/6 Win

No 23926 Aleskey Sochnev (Russia). 1.hs
Bdy/i 2.g4/ii Bxg4/iii 3.h6 Bfs 4.h7 Bxhy 5. Kxh7
Kxd2/iv 6.a4 e5 7.a5 e4 8.a6 €3 9.a7 e2 10.Bxe2
Kxe2 11.a8Q f1Q 12.Qa6+ Kf2 13.Qxfi+ Kxf1
14.a4 C5 15.a5 C4 16.a6 c3 17.a7 c2 18.a8Q c1Q
19.Qh1+ wins.

i) Kxd2 2.h6 Ke1 3.Ba6 Bdy 4.h7 Bc8 5.Bxc8
wins.

ii) Logical try: 2.h6? Bf5 3.hy/v Bxhy 4.Kxhy
Kxd2 5.a4 e5 6.a5 e4 7.a6 e3 8.a7 e2 9.Bxe2 Kxe2
10.a8Q f1Q 11.Qa6+ Kfz2 12.Qxfi+ Kxf1 13.a4
C5 14.a5 ¢4 15.a6 ¢3 16.a7 c2 17.a8Q c1Q draws,
wPg2 preventing the bQ checking on hi.

iii) Kxd2 3.h6 Ke1 4.Bg2 Bxg4 5.h7 Bf3 6.Bh3
Bg4 7.Bxg4 f1Q 8.h8Q Qf6+ 9.Kg8 Qgs+ 10.Qg7
wins.

iv) e5 6.a4 e4 7.a5 Kxd2 8.a6 see main.

v) 3.4 Bd3 4.Bh3 Kxd2 5.a4 ¢5 6.a5 c4 7.a6 3
8.a7 c2 9.a8Q c1Q draws.

“This is a masterfully-constructed logical
study with distant foresight. The pawn sacri-
fice 2.g4!! is surprising - as the bishop can cap-
ture it for free, without being distracted from
stopping the h-pawn. Only at the very end of

the solution the point becomes clear — without
wPg2 the wQ gives a decisive check. The basic
idea is clearly and well expressed without tedi-
ous lines and that makes this study memora-
ble for both study lovers, study composers and
over-the-board players”

No 23927 O. Pervakov
2nd prize
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No 23927 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.f85+/i
Rxf8 2.Sc2 Rb3/ii 3.Sd4+ exd4 4.Qg4+ Kds/
iii 5.Qeq+ Kcg 6.Sd6+ Kxcs/iv 7.Sb7+ Kbg
8.Qe7+/v Kc3 9.Qcs+ (Qc7+) Qc4 10.Qxcq+
Kxc4 11.Ba2 Rxf6 12.Bxb3+ Kbs/vi 13.Bag+/vii
Kxa4 14.a6 Kbs 15.a7 Rfi+/viii 16.Kd2/ix Rf8/x
17.5d8/xi Rxd8 18.b7 wins.

i) 1.Sc2? Rhi1 2.5d8+ Kd7 3.c6+ Qxc6 4.Sxc6
Rxgi+ 5.Kb2 Kxc6 6.Se3 Re1 7.5f5 Rf8 8.Se7+
Kby 9.Bg6 e4 draws.

ii) Rth8 3.c6, and: Rh1 4.Sc5+ Kdé 5.Sxaq
Rxgi+ 6.Kb2 Kxc6 7.5¢3, or Qxc6 4.Sd8+ Rxd8
5.Qg4+ Kxf6 6.Qxh3 win.

iii) Kxf6 5.Qf5+ Ke7 6.Qes+ Kf7 7.Sd6+ wins.

iv) Kbg 7.Qxd4+ Ka3 8.Qxasg+ Kxagq 9.Bc2
wins.

v) Logical try: 8.Qxd4+? Ka3 9.Qxa4+ Kxag
10.Bc2 Rxf6 11.Bxb3z+ Kbs 12.Bag+/xii Kxagq
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13.a6 Kbs 14.a7 Rfi+ 15.Kc2 Rf2+ 16.Kc3 Rf3+
17.Kd4 Rf8 18.Sd8 Rxd8+ with check.

vi) Kxb3 13.5d6 - sacrifice on the 1st square -
Rxd6 14.b7 Rd8 15.Kd2 wins.

vii) 13.Bc4+? Kxc4 14.Sd6+ Rxd6 15.b7 Rd8
16.a6 Kc3 17.a7 Rh8 18.Kb1 Rhi+ 19.Ka2 Rha+
20.Ka3 Rhi, or 13.Bds? Rf8 14.Kd2 Rb8 15.Kd3
Rxb7 16.Bxb7 Kxas draw.

viii) Rc6+ 16.Scs - sacrifice on the 2nd
square.

ix) 16.Kc2? d3+ 17.Kd2 Rfz+ 18.Ker d2+
19.Kd1 Rfi+ 20.Kxd2 Rf8 21.Sd8 Rxd8+ with
check.

x) Ra1 17.Sa5 - sacrifice on the 3rd square -
Rxas 18.b7 wins.

xi) Sacrifice on the 4th square.

xii) 12.Bc4+ Kxcq 13.8Sd6+ Rxd6 14.b7 Rd8
15.a6 Kc3 16.a7 Rh8 draws.

“This study features powerful content: some
logical foresight with the refusal to capture the
eye-catching pawn capture and the knight sac-
rificing itself on all available squares - a task
— and snake-like manoeuvers of the wB in the
tries and solution. What else do you need to get
a prize? But the dual on the 9th move some-
what spoils the impression and, because of it,
the study by definition could not be counted n
the highest rank”.

No 23928Y. Afek
3rd prize
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No 23928 Yochanan Afek (the Nether-
lands). 1.Sf2+ Kes/i 2.Sd3+ Kdé 3.Sxb2 axb2
4.Bfs/ii Sd4+ 5.Kxb2 Sxf5 6.Kc3 Kcs 7.b6/iii Sd6
8.b7/iv Sxb7 9.a6 Sd6 10.a7 Sbs+ 11.Kd3 Sxay
12.Ke4 Sbs 13.Kf5

i) Kf4 2.Sd3+ Ke3 3.5xb2

ii) 4.Kxb2? Kxdy 5.a6 Kc7 6.Kc2 Sd4+ 7.Kd3
Sxbs 8.Ke4 Sd6+

iii) 7.a62 Kb6 8.Kd3 Sd6 9.Ke3 Sxbs
iv) 8.Kd3? Kbs 9.b7 Sxb7 10.Ke4 Sd6+

“This study is pleasant for solving with its
successive sacrifices: first the bishop is sacri-
ficed, and then the two passed pawns in turn.
All this is to get the bS ont the edge of the board
and make the wK get closer to the black passed
pawn”.

No 23929 S. Didukh
4th prize
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csh7 0033.21 3/4 Draw

No 23929 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.Kd6
Bc1/i 2.£85+ Kg8 3.5e6 Baz+ (Sxe6; Kxe6) 4.Kes
Se8/ii 5.Kf5 Kf7/iii 6.Sd8+ Key 7.Sc6+ Kf8/iv
8.Kg6 Bc1 9.Sd4 Sd6 10.g5 hxgs 11.Se6+ Key
12.5xg5 draws.

i) Be3 2.f85+ Kg8 3.Se6 Kf7 4.Sxg7 Kxg7z
5.Kes draws, and 2.Kds? Bcs 3.Kxcs Se6+ 4.Kd6
S8 5.Key Kg7 6.Ke8 Sg6 wins.

ii) Bb2+ 5.Kd6 Se8+ 6.Key Sg7 7.Kd6 Baz+
8.Kes positional draw.

iii) Khy 6.g5 hs 7.g6+ Khé 8.g7 Sd6+ 9.Kfs
Bci+ 10.Kes Kh7 11.Kxd6 draws.

iv) Kf7 8.5d8+ Kg7 9.Se6+ Kf7 10.5d8+ Key
11.Sc6+ draws.

“This is a synthesis of draws in a miniature.
The exact consolidated play of the wK and wS
leads to the fact that Black cannot strengthen
his position and realize his material advantage”.

No 23930 Oleg Pervakov (Russia). 1.Kc8/i
Rxbé6/ii 2.Rxb6 c2 3.Rh6+ Kg2 4.Rg6+ Kh2
5.Ra2 Rc3+ 6.Kb8/iii zz Kh3 7.Ray/iv Rc8+
(Rb3+; Ka8) 8.Kxc8 c1Q+ 9.Rc7 wins.
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No 23931 E. Egorov

No 23930 O. Pervakov
s5th prize

& A. Zhukov
special prize

No 23932 M. Pasman
1st honourable mention
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i) 1.Ra2+? Kg1 2.Kc8 Rgy 3.Rc7 Rxc7+, and:
4.Kxc7 Rf7+ 5.Kc6 Rf6+ 6.Kcs Rfs+ 7.Kbg Rf6
8.Kas Rf2 9.Ra3 Rf3 10.Ra2 Rf2 1st positional
draw, or here: 4.bxc7 Rf4 5.Rc2 Rc4 6. Kd7 Rd4+
7.Kc6 Rcg+ 8.Kby Rbg+ 9.Kc8 Rc4 2nd posi-
tional draw.

ii) Rg7 2.Kb8 Rf8+ 3.Rc8 Rxc8+ 4.Kxc8 wins.

iii) 6.Kb7? Kh3 7.Ra8 Rb3+ draws, or 6.Kd8?
Rd3+ 7.Kc7 Rd2 8.Ra1 Rdi1 9.Ra2 Rd2 3rd posi-
tional draw.

iv) 7.Ra5? Rc8+ 8.Kb7 Kh4 9.Ra2 Kh3 10.Ras
Kh4 4th positional draw.

“Again, we see a position that is pleasing to
the eye of the practical player with a magnifi-
cently formulated idea. A sharp fight with sac-
rifices and four positional draws leads to a sub-
tle mutual zugzwang with BTM. It is surprising
that the fight ends with the almost equal mate-
rial of 2R vs Q”.

No 23931 Evgeny Egorov & Aleksandr Zhu-
kov (Russia). 1.b8Q Sf4 2.Qbs/i Rd4 3.Qcs5 Kaz
(Kby; Kf3) 4.Qc2+ Ka3 5.Qc3+ Ka2 6.Kh2 Rag
7.Kh1 Re4 (Kb1; Qb3+) 8.Qc2+ wins.

i) Thematic try: 2.Qb3? Rdg4, and: 3.Qc3+
Kb1 4.Kf2 Sd3+ 5.Ke3 Rd6 6.Qcy Sb2, or: 3.Qc2
Sd5 4.Kh3 Sfa+ 5.Kg3 Sd5 6.Kf3 Rfs+ 7.Ke2
Re4+ 8.Kd2 Rb4 9.Kc1 Sfg draw.

“This is a zugzwang manoeuvre with the
king descending directly into the corner, with
only five pieces. This is an original idea that de-
serves a special distinction”

No 23932 M. Pasman (Israel). 1.Rh8 Rxey
2.Kg2/i Rhs 3.gxh7 Ke6 4.b6 cxb6 5.Rb8 Rxhy
6.Rxb6+ Kf7 7.Rb7+ Kg8 8.Rb8+ Kg7 9.Rby+
Kg6 10.Rb6+ Kgs5 11.Rb5+ Kg4 12.Rbg+ draws.

i) 2.gxh7? Rxg3+ 3.Kf2 Rg6 4.Rd8+ Kxd8
5.h8Q+ Kdy 6.Qd4+ Kc8 7.Qds Rf6+ 8.Kg3
Rg7+ 9.Kh4 Rgs 10.Qe4 Rd6 wins.

No 23933 S. Didukh
2nd honourable mention

3
»re

pU PP

/% /%

f8d4 0033.30 4/3 Win

No 23933 Sergiy Didukh (Ukraine). 1.a6
Bg8 2.Kxg8 Sey+ 3.Kg7/i Sc6 4.f4 Ke4/ii 5.d4
Kxdg4/iii 6.f5 Kcs 7.a7/iv Sxay 8.f6 Sc6 9.f7 S8
10.f8Q+ wins.

i) 3.Kf7? Scé6 4.f4 Ke4 5.d4 Kxd4 6.f5 Kcs 7.f6
Kbé6 8.Ke8 Ses draws.

ii) Kcs 5.f5 Kb6 6.f6 Kxa6 7.f7 Sd8 8.d4, and:
Se6+ 9.Kg8 Kbs 10.d5, or: Kbs 9.ds5 Sxf7 10.Kxt7
Kcs 11.Ke6 wins.

iii) Kxf4 6.d5 Sa7 7.d6 wins.

iv) 7.£62 Kb6 8.f7 Sd8 9.f8Q Se6+ draws.
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No 23934 M. Hlinka

& L. Kekely No 23935 L. Katsnelson No 23936 V. Tarasiuk

3rd honourable mention 4th honourable mention sth honourable mention
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f1e8 0431.22 5/5 Draw

No 23934 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
(Slovakia). 1.5f3 h2 2.Sxh2 Bxh2 3.Re6+ Kf8
4.g7+ Kxg7 5.Re7+ Kg6 6.Rdy Rgi+ 7.Kf2 Rg3
8.Rds5 Kf7 9.g6+ Kxg6 10.Rdy zz Kf5 11.Rh7 Rg1
12.Ke3 Rg3+ 13.Kf2 Rg1 14.Ke3 draws.

No 23935 Leonard Katsnelson (Russia).

1.5d6+ Ka8 2.5f7 Rh7 3.Ke6, and:

— Bxb6 4.h6 Bd4 5.Key Be3 6.Kf6/i Bxh6 7.Kg6
Rg7+ 8.Kf6 Rhy 9.Kg6 Rgy+ 10.Kf6 draws,
or:

— Bh4 4.h6 zz Kby (Bf2; Kf6) 5.Sd6+ Ka8 6.5f7
Kb7 7.5d6+ Ka8 8.Sf7 draws.

i) 6.Kt8? Bxh6+ 7.Kg8 Rg7+ 8.Kf8 Rg6+ wins.
No 23936 Vladislav Tarasiuk (Ukraine).

1.5g2 Kcq 2.Kc6/i Bg1 3.Bd4 Bxe3 4.Bxe3 d4
5.Bhé/ii, and:

— d3 6.Bd2 Kb3 7.Bas Kag 8.Kb6 wins, or:

d7b7 0331.30 5/3 Draw

c7bs 0041.12 4/4 Win

— Kd3 6.Kcs (Kds) Ke2 7.Kxd4 Kf2 8.5f4/iii Kfi
9.Sh3 Kg2 10.Sg5 Kf1 11.5f3 g2 12.Be3 wins.

i) 2.Kd6? Bg1 3.Bd4 Bxe3 4.Bxe3 d4 5.Bhé6
d3 6.Bd2 Kb3 7.Bas Kag 8.Be1 Kb3 9.Kds Kc2a
draws.

ii) Logical tries: 5.Bf4? Kd3 6.Bxg3 Ke4 7.Be1
Kf3 8.Sh4+ Ke2 9.Bas d3, or 5.Bg5? Kd3 6.Kds
(Kcs) Kez2 7.Kxd4 Kf2 8.5f4 Kf1 9.Sh3 Kg2 draw.

iii) 8.Sh4? g2 9.Be3+ Kg3 10.5g6 Kh2 11.Se5
g1S draws.

No 23937 Vladimir Katsnelson (Russia).
1.Rh6+/i Kxgs 2.Kg7, and:

— h2 3.Sb6/ii Rb1 4.Rxh2 Rxbé6 5.Kf7 c4 6.Key
c3 7.Rc2 Rc6 8.Kd7 draws, or:

— ¢4 3.5b6/iii c3 4.Sd5 c2 5.Rg6+ Khg 6.Se3
c1Q 7.5f5+ Khs 8.Sg3+ Kh4 9.5f5 draws.
i) 1.Rh4? Kxgs 2.Rc4 h2 3.Rxc5+ Kg6 4.Kg8
Rg1 wins.

No 23938 V. Neishtadt,

No 23937 V. Katsnelson
6th honourable mention
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M. Hlinka & M. Garcia
special honourable mention

No 23939 M. Minski
special honourable mention

f8g6 0401.12 4/4 Draw

hsh7 0335.72 10/6 Win

a2b6 4430.22 5/6 Win
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No 23940 M. Hlinka

No 23941 P. Arestov

& M. Garcia & V. Kalashnikov No 23942 D. Gatti

1st commendation 2nd commendation 3rd commendation
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ii) 3.Sc7? Re1 4.Rxh2 Re7+ 5.Kf8 Rxc7 wins.
iii) 3.Sc7? Rd1 4.Se6+ Kg4 5.Kf6 c3 wins.

No 23938 Vladimir Neishtadt (Russia),
Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) & Mario Guido Gar-
cia (Argentina). 1.Se2 g6+ 2.Kh4 Be1+ 3.Sg3 Sx-
g5/1 4.fxgs Rxa8 5.bxa8B/ii Bf2 6.Bds5 Be1 7.Bxb3
Bby4 8.Bf7 Bd2 9.Be8 Bbg4 10.Bxg6+ Kxg6 11.hy
Bd2 (Kxh7; Khs) 12.h8S+ wins.

i) Rd6 4.b8Q Rd3 5.f5 wins.

ii) 5.bxa8Q? Bxg3+ 6.Kxg3, or s5.bxa8R?
Bxg3+ 6.Kxg3, or 5.bxa8S? Bas 6.Sc7 Bxcy 7.5e4
Bes 8.Sd2 Bxb2 9.Sxb3 Bes draws.

No 23939 Martin  Minski  (Germany).
1.a8Q/i Rxa8 2.d7 Bf7+ 3.Qxf7 Qai+ 4.Kxa1
g1Q+ 5.Ka2/ii Qg8 6.Rb2+ Kay/iii 7.Rb7+ Kxby
8.d8S++ wins.

i) 1.d7? Bf7+ 2.Qxf7 Kxay draws.

ii) 5.Kb2? Rd8 6.Qf6+ Kay 7.Qxd8 Qxf2+
draws.

iii) Kc6 7.Rc2+ Kb6 8.Qxg8 Rxg8 9.Rc8 wins.

No 23940 Michal Hlinka (Slovakia) &
Mario Guido Garcia (Argentina). 1.Bcq g2
2.Ray+ Kf6 3.Rai, and:

— Kfs5 4.Bd3 Rb8/i 5.Khé6/ii Rh8+ (Rb3; Rg1)
6.Kg7 Rxhg 7Rgi Rg4+ 8.Kh8/iii Rhg+
9.Kg7 (Kg8) Rg4+ 10.Kh8 draws, or:

— Sf2 4.Bds Rbs 5.Ra6+ Ke7 6.Ray+ Kd8 7.Ra8+
Kcy 8.Rg8/iv Rxds+ 9.Kh6 Rdé+ 10.Khy
Rd7+ 11.Kh6 draws.

i) Kf4 5.Bxe4 Kxe4 6.Kg5 draws.

ii) 5.Bxe4+? Kxeq4 6.Kgs Rg8+ 7.Kf6 Rf8+
8.Kg7 Rf1 wins.

iii) 8.Kh6? Rg6+ 9.Khy Rg3 10.Kh8 Rxd3
11.Rxg2 Kf6 wins.

iv) 8.Ray+? Kb6 9.Rb7+ Ka6 10.Rg7 Rxds5+
11.Kh6 Rd6+ 12.Kh7 Rd7 wins.

No 23941 Pavel Arestov & Valery Kalash-
nikov (Russia). 1.d6 Rxhs+ 2.Kb6/i Kc4 3.Sc7
Kd4 4.d7 Rhé6+ s5.Kas/ii Rh8 (Rd6) 6.Se8+
(Sbs+) wins.

i) Logical try: 2.Kc6? Kcg 3.Sc7 Kd4 4.d7
Rh6+ 5.Kb7 Rh8 6.Ka6 Rb8 7.Kay Rh8 8.Kb6
Rb8+ 9.Kay Rh8 10.Se8 Rh7 draws.

ii) 5.Kb7? Rh8 6.Ka6 Rb8 7.Kay Rh8 8.Kby
Kes 9.Se8 Rhy draws.

No 23942 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.e6 bs 2.7
Bes 3.e8S ¢5 4.c4 bxcq 5.Kag ¢3 6.Kb3 cxb4 7.g6
a5 8.g7 a4+ 9.Kxa4 Bxgy 10.Kb3 Bes 11.h4 Kbé
12.h5 Kc6 13.h6 Kd7 14.Sg7 draws.

No 23943 A. Rusz
4th commendation
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No 23943 Arpad Rusz (Hungary). 1.Sc6/i
Rxc6 2.Rxa8 Qxa8 3.c8R/ii Kb3+ (Rxc8; Rb1)
4.Rxa8 Ra6+ 5.Qas/iii Rxa5+ 6.Rxas wins.

i) 1.c85? Qg7+ 2.Qc3 Qxc3+ 3.Rxc3 Rbxb8
draws.

ii) 3.c8Q? Kb3+ 4.Qxa8 Ra6+ 5.Qas Rxas+
6.Qxas stalemate, or 3.Rb1? Qh8+ 4.Rb2 Qd4
5.Kb1 Qd3+ 6.Ka1 Qd4 draws.

iii) 5.Qxa6 stalemate, or 5.Kb1 Rai+ 6.Kxa1
(Qxa1) stalemate.

No 23944 D. Hlebec
sth commendation
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No 23944 Daniel Hlebec (Serbia). 1.Re4+
Re6 2.Rxe6+ dxe6 3.Qxe3 Rf7+ 4.Khé6 Bfs/i
5.Qcs+/ii Kf6 6.Qes+ Sxes 7.Bg5 mate.

i) e5 5.Qcs+ Kf6 6.Be3 wins.

ii) 5.Qxf3? Rhy+ 6.Kgs Rg7+ 7.Khg4 Rhy+
8.Kg3 Rh3+ draws.

No 23945 D. Gatti
6th commendation
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No 23945 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.Sa6 Sd4
2.Sc5+ Ke3 3.b8S Rhs 4.Bb7/i Rxcs 5.S5a6/ii Rc6
6.Kc8 Rxa6 7.d8S/iii Ra8+ 8.Kdy Sbs (Qag+;
Sc6) 9.Bxa8 Qxa8 10.5¢c6 wins.

i) 4.Ba6? Rxc5 5.Kc8 Rxcy+ 6.Kxcy Qas+
7.Kc8 Qcs+ 8.Kb7 Qds+ 9.Kay Qcs+ 10.Ka8 Scé
11.Kb7 Sas+ 12.Ka8 Scé6 13.Sxc6 Qxc6+ 14.Bby
Qa4+ 15.Kb8 Qf4+ 16.Kc8 Qcg+ draws.

ii) 5.Kc8? Rxc7+ 6.Kxcy Sbs+ 7.Kc6 Sdg4+
8.Kc7 Sbs+ draws

iii) 7.d8Q? Ra8+ 8.Bxa8 Qxa8+ 9.Kd7 Qc6+,
or 7.Kb8? Sc6+ 8.Bxc6 Rb6+ 9.Bby Rxby+
draws.

No 23946 A. Stavrietsky
7th commendation
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No 23946 Aleksandr Stavrietsky (Russia).
1.e7+ Ke8 2.5d6+ Kxey 3.Qxg2 Sxc2+ 4.Qxc2
cxb2+ 5.Qxb2 Rei+ 6.Qxc1 Qgr+ 7.f6+ Qxt6+
8.Res+ Qxes+ 9.d4 Qxd4+ 10.Kb1 Bxc1 11.5f5+
wins.

No 23947 D. Gatti
special commendation
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No 23947 Daniele Gatti (Italy). 1.e5+/i Kfs5
2.Kh6 Rg6+ 3.Khy Rgg8 4.c8Q+/ii Rxc8 5.Rxc8
Rxc8 6.Kg7 wins.

i) 1.c8Q? Rh8+ 2.Qxh8 stalemate, or 1.c8R?
Rfg8 2.Rxg8 Rg5+ 3.Kh4 Rg4+ draws.

ii) 4.c8R? Rh8+ 5.Kg7 Rhg8+ 6.Kh6 Rh8+
draws.
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