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Historical Progress of an Endgame Study — Gady Costeff

Historical progress requires the contribution of many people over time, each building partly on the
work of their predecessors. This is the case in science, and it is also the case in chess composition.
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The diagrams above show the historical development of an idea. The number above square a8 is the
ordinal number in the historical progression. For example, 1 above the Troitzky and Amelung study
on the right indicates that this is the first study of 42 showing this theme.

Moving left, it took 12 more studies and 62 years for Von Holzhousen to introduce the brilliant rook
sacrifice 5.Ral!! In the very next study, composed five years later, a young Perkonoja showed a
possible improvement, albeit in a cooked study. Eleven studies and 16 years later, Matous perfected
the thematic program and improved the presentation. Finally, 16 studies and 32 years (!) later,
Timman added the finishing touches to what is currently the finest realization.

Over 116 years, 19 composers explored this theme in 42 studies. Six composers were responsible
for all the progress. Of the six innovators, only Matous got a distinction, whereas the 36 less
innovative studies received 8 distinction. The other motif example | considered for this article had
overall 30 studies, only two of which showed meaningful progress, and overall 16 studies receiving
honors. | would venture that these modest ratios are not unique to study composition.

Given Timman’s excellent version, it is interesting to speculate how it could be improved. Even if
that proves impossible, it closes only one avenue of progress. Other possible developments include
deepening it through a logical avoidance/enablement of the drawing motif, widening by multiplying
the motif, or combining it with other themes.



Raaphy Persitz MT 2019 — Studies Award

Judge: Amatzia Avni

Raaphy Persitz (1934 — 2009) was a dear friend. Bright, knowledgeable, versatile, kind, generous,
always ready to assist and help. He excelled in three independent fields: chess, economy and
linguistics.

In his obituary (British chess magazine) | wrote "ordinary people have a mixture of good qualities
and bad ones... Raaphy Persitz was a distinct type: one sided, positive only; pure gold".

A study tourney to commemorate him drew 37 entries, of mixed level, which were delivered to me
anonymously.

N. 13 by Kiryakov was already published in 1997 (Moscow-850 AT). Perhaps the composer was
unaware of this. N. 1 and N. 25 (by Tarasiuk) are both anticipated; details were handed by the TD
to the composer.

The theme required "clear, straightforward, easy to understand studies”. A few respectable entries
were disqualified because they didn't correspond to the theme. For example, N. 16 (by Hlinka,
Buyannemekh & Garcia) presents an integration of three drawing lines - in two of them a proof of
the DB, exceeding human understanding, was required.

Ofer Comay acted as the tourney director and Gady Costeff checked anticipations in Hvdh5. | thank
them heartily for their dedicated efforts.

Here follows my ranking; I find the chosen entries enjoyable and of a very good quality.

1t Prize: Oleg Pervakov. Oleg Pervakov
Beautiful combinative play on the theme of overloaded pieces. Active counter 1%t Prize
play and stalemate avoidance, culminate in reciprocal Zugzwang. All this in an Persitz MT 2019,

economical setting. Flowing, impressive play. % / 1)
L7+ [1.68=Q? Wia+/h3+ -+; 1.Hxe3? Wi+ 2.5h5 Wxd6! (2..%xe3? | / /
3.g7+! Bh7 4.Hg5+ &xg7 5.0f5+) 3.c8=Q &xg6+! 4.%xg6= stalemate (or /

4.5h4 Whe+=) 1 1. QX7 2.c8=+ Qg8 3.Eed!! [Accurate. Hiot 3.5e5? % / / /
Wfd+ 4,595 Heb! 5.%c3+ Kf6l=; or 3.5f6? Heb! 4.4¢3 Wh3+ 5.%g5 Wg3+ /
6.%f5 Wh3+ 7.2f4 Whe+ 8..5g5 (8.%g4 &g7=) 8..Hxfe+ 9.&Wxf6+ Wg7=;
3.8xe3? ¥Wxg6+ 4.2xg6 stalemate=] 3...Exe4 4. & 5! [4.%¢c3+? only draws
after 4...Hd4 5.&xd4+ Wxdd 6.xdd fa2! 7.6f5 &g8! 8.97 &f7=]

4. WYxg6+! [4..Wxf5 5.g7#; 4. 4+ 5384 Exf4 6.g7# 4..5f4 5.%e5+] Win 6+4
5.%xg6! [56.&xg6? LAh7+=] 5..Heb 6..2e5! zz [6..h4? Af7!=] 6...Hxg6+ Yuri Bazlov
[There is no salvation: 6... 817 7.0xf7#] 7..xg6# 2" Prize

. . Persitz MT 2019
2" Prize: Yuri Bazlov.

The double sacrifice of a rook, 6.Rd8 and 9.Re7, creates an amusing echo, as /////%
does black's defences 2.Kb4 Be7+! and 2.Kb5 Bf6!. Each of these motives have 7, 0 U U
partial anticipation, but the elegance in which they are combined is admirable. 7. W27 7
During the solution white must take care to avoid stalemate traps. This work %9, /), A
makes aesthetic impression, the central part is easy to follow and to grasp. . / / Q: /g
1..Bc2+ [1...%c8+ 2.%d4] 2.&b5! [2.5d3 &xf3+ 3.&xc2 We2+; 2.%b4 / /
Le7+! 3.%xe7 Bb2+ 4.8c5 %8+ 5.%d6 (5.%d4 &h8+ 6.2d3 Hh3+ 7.%ed
Hb4+ 8.2e3 (8.2f5 Wh3+ 9.6 Hg4+!=) Eb3+ 9.5d3 ¥h6+ 10.2d4 Win B% 5+4
%h6+) 5...%a6+ 6.2e5 (6.2d7) 6..He2+ 7.A4xe2 &xe2+ 8.%d6 Wab6+! (not 8...%xd1 9.%e8+ &a7
10.%d7+, winning) 9.%d7 c8+! with stalemate] 2...8.f6! [a strong shot. 2...%b8 3.2b1; 2...4e7
3.Bal+ ®b8 4.%xe7; 2..Ha2 3.%f8+ Ha7 4.4f7+ &b8 5.2bl loses without a chance] 3.%xf6
[3.&f8+ &8 4. xc8+ Hxc8=] 3...&d7+ white loses his queen, but still wins 4.%c6+ Exc6 5.dxc6
We8 6.2d8+! &a7 [6...&xd8 7.c7+ Da7 8.cxd8=B (8.cxd8=N) ] 7.2d7+ (7.Exe8? stalemate) &b8
8.Bb7+ &a8 [8..%c8 9.4g4+ &d8 10.2b8+] 9.He7! &c8 [9...%xe7 10.c7+ a7 11.c8=N+]
10.&b6! b8 [10...%b8+ 11.%c5] 11.4.g4 (the shortest, but 11.8e2 and even 11.X%e8 are good
enough) ¥xg4 12.Xe8+ 1:0




3" Prize: Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen & Martin Minski.

Black's ingenious 2...Qh3!!, is parried by a counter Q-sacrifice 3.Qd6!!; and
later on, by a minor promotion to escape stalemate. The heavy structure made
the difference between this study and the former prizes.

1.Qe4 5 [with a devious threat — see next move. 1...%g4 2.4xg6+! ¥xg6
3.405 feb 4.a7+-] 2.8.95 [after 2.n5? gxf6 white has several options but they
are all insufficient for the full point=] 2...%h3!! 3. d6!! [3.gxh3?? &Hg3#;
3.4xf5? ¥xg2#] 3..4L1093+ [3..Hxd6 4.gxh3 Hixed 5.4f4 Axf4 6.exfd+-;
3...8xd6+ 4.gxh3 £Hg3+ 5.%gl Hxed 6.4f4+-] 4.¥xg3 ¥xg3 5.a7 Hel+
6.Exel ¥xel+ 7.%Hxh2 ¥al 8.a8=Q!!+- [8.a8=%7? ¥Whl+ /&gl+! 9.&xE
stalemate.; 8. 467 ¥xa7=; 8.b6?? %e5+ 9.4f4 Wxed—+] 1-0

Special Prize: Jan Timman.

The double pawn-sacrifice to force en-passant had been shown before
(Dolukhanov & Korolkov, Ka2/Kf7 1937; Eucken, Ke7/Ke5 1948); but the
motivation here behind this mechanism is fresh: it is designed to hide the mating
square from both black queens. In addition, 3.Qg1!! is lovely.

1.Hb8 [1.4xd4 al=¥ 2.4xal ¥xal+ 3.%xgs &g7+=] 1..¥&d1l! 2.Kb4!
[2.%g2 al=% 3.Hb4 d3+ 4.4d4 ¥xd4+ 5.8xd4+ Hxd4 6.%f2+ &c3=]
2..al=% [2...c5 3.%g2+-] 3. &%gl!! (3.&g2? d3+) 3...¥xgl (3...d3+? &(2)
d4+ mates) 4.c4+! dxc3 5.e4+! fxe3 6. K d4#

15t Honorable Mention: Pavel Arestov & Alexander Zhukov.
Implementing the tactical devices of ambush and fork, white drags the royal
couple to a position where they surrender against equal force.

1.Kg5+!! [1.e4+? ¥xed!=; winning material with 1.R1xg4? enables perpetual
check by 1...%c7+ 2.%f8 Wc8+=] 1..&xg5 2.nf3+! [2.8xg4+? &h5=]
2..Hh5! [2..2f5 3.0d4+] 3.8Hh1+ Hh2 4.Hxh2+ g4 5.H0e5+ &Hf5!
[5...%05 6.f4++-] 6.e4+! ¥xed! [6...Fxe5 7.f4++-; 6...xed 7.f3++-; 6...8g5
7.f4+ (Eg2+) +-] 7.8Bh5+ &4 8. 6! [8.2h4+? Hxe5=] 8...&b1 9.Eh4#

2" Honorable Mention: Vladimir Samilo

After black's strong shot 4...Rc2!, the immediate activation of WK fails. But
following a series of checks the BK is drawn to the center, when 9.Kg3!! now
saves the day. The tries 1.%:a2+ and 1.%b3+ are also of interest.

1.%b8+! [1.%xa2+ ? 1..Hcd+ 2.%95 hl=% 3.Ha8+ &h7 4.2h8+ &xh8
5.%a8+ &h7 6.2h3+! Bh4! (6...%xh3 ? 7.&h8+ &xh8 stalemate) ; 1.%h3+ ?
1..&h7! (1...Hcd+ 2.%g5 R6c5H+ 3.%96 Hc6+ 4.22g5=) 2.2h3 Eg6! and white
is lost despite his huge material advantage] 1..&h7 2. ¥xh2 Eh6+ 3.%g3
Bxh2 4.&xh2 [4.Bxa2 ? 4..el=%+ 5Hxel Hxa2] 4..Ec2! [4..Hc3 ?
5.8axc3=] 5.8h3+! [5.&g1?5...Hc3! 6.8xa2 (6.Exe2 KExa3) 6...2xe3; 5.&93?
5...E2c3!] 5...&g6 6.2hg3+ &f5 7.Xgf3+ Fed 8. Hfe3+ &d4 9.&g3!! Hc3
[9...a1=% 10.Bed3+ &c4 11.Exal xd3 12.%f2=] 10.Haxc3 al=¥ 11.Hed3+
@eb 12.Be3+ &5 13.Bc5+ &f6 [13...2g6 14.Hce5=] 14.Hcb+ ¥2-%
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3rd Honorable Mention: Pavel Arestov & Daniel Keith

A delicate miniature where decision is arrived by precise king moves and by
placing the white knight twice in succession on an unguarded square: 6.Nf5!;
7.Ne3!

1.&d6! [1.2f5? ®e3 2.e5 Hf3 3.00d8 g6+! 4.2f6 LHixe5 5.%xe5 ©f3=; 1.&f4?
Hd3+ 2.5 Le3 3.5 g6+! (3...50xe5? 4.2xe5 g6 5.5d6+- transposes to main
line) 4.6 Hixe5 5.8xe5 Ff3 6.0d6=; 1..5c5? He3= (1..0f3+? 2.&f4 He2
3.h3! &2 4.5e6!+-) ] 1...&e3 [1..5Hf3 2.e5 transposes] 2.5 N3 [2...H¢2?
3.£d8 (ab) Hd4 4.5¢c6 Hf5+ 5.%d7 g5 6.e6+-] 3.&d5! [3.66? Hd4 =; 3.4¢5?
g5! 4.6 Hd4 5.%e5 g4l=; 3.0Hd8? Hed!=] 3..axe5! [3..0d4 4.2d6+-; an
attractive side-line is 3...55g5 4.h4 Hh3 5.5¢5 Hf4+ 6.%d6 g6! 7..0d3! Hg2
8.h5 gxh5 9.e6+-] 4.Hxe5 g6! [4..Df3 5.2f5 g6+ 6.2g5+-] 5..)0d6 &f3
6..f5! [6.2f6? ©g4=] 6...g5! [6...&g4 7.2e3+/ Hg3 h3 8.0f1+-] 7.H5e3!
BHxe3 [7...94 8.0f1+-] 8.5 &3 9.¢%xg5 1-0

4™ Honorable Mention: Mike Pastalaka

White seems to have a large advantage but in fact he has to play accurately,
cross several obstacles and even execute a same color light-square bishop
promotion, before he can bring home his superiority.

1.97 [L.gxh7? 2g6+=] A.f7 2.4xf3 Q.98 [2...d6 3.5e5+! dxe5 4.%xe5 Hb4
5.9f6 498 6.%e7 Hixa2 (6..2h5 7.Hf8 Hixd5 8.%xg8 &Hfe+ 9.2f8 Hxh6
10.2f7 &g5 11.4e6+-) 7.d6 ©Hbd 8.d7 Hcb+ 9.2f8 Qa2 10.g8=%+ Axg8
11.9xg8 &g5 12.xh7 &f6 13.2g8+-] 3.L0e5+ [3.%e5? Hbd 4.9f6 Hixa2
5.2e7 &xf3 6.8 Axd5 7.9g8=" 2xg8 8.%xg8 d5 9.%xh7 d4 10.%g6 d3 11.h7
d2 12.h8=% He2 is only a draw] 3...&g5 4..2xd7 &xh6 5. A.c4! T [5...H0b4
6.d6! Axcd 7.2b8! Hd3 8.5a6!+-] 6.,0f6 [6.d6 He8! 7.4xg8 Hixd6+ 8.%e5
&xg7=] 6... A xd5+ [6...&Xg7 7.5Xg8 Hxg8 8.d6++-] 7..4xd5 LHNe [7....Hxd5
8.98=H+ g7 9.4xd5+-] 8.g8=4Q.!! [just like that. 8.g8=% Hf6+ 9.5xf6=;
8.98=H+ &g7 9.5ge7 Hd6+ 10.2d4 Hxcd 11.8xcd h6! and black achieves
a draw=] 8...&g7 9.ne7! [9.£4e6? Nnf6+=] 9..Hf8 10.nf5 Nfe+ 11.¢ed
xg8 12.%e6 and white wins, as the black knight is doomed; e.g. 12...h5
13.8e2 h4 14.4b5h3 15. Qa4 h2 16.£.c6 1:0

5% Honorable Mention: Oleg Pervakov

A beautiful knight maneuver. The point 5.Nh1! to liquidate into a winning pawn
ending, had been demonstrated by Kaila, Ke2/Kgl, 1934. Here the play is
definitely better and more elegant. The composer notes that during the solution
there are four 'Umnov' but there are more than 200(!) examples of such a feat in
the DB.

1.d1! [1.55¢4? ©hll=; 18147 gxh2—+] 1...f1=%! 2.he3+ &hl! 3.nxfl g2
4.2393+ &xh2 5..4h1! Note the knight's trip from b2 to d1-e3-f1-g3-hl.
5...01=%! [5...f5!? 6.Eh4+! (but not 6.gxf6?e.p. g5!=) 6...%gl 7.e4+-] 6.Eh4+
D92 7.Hgd+ &xhl 8.BExgl+ &xgl 9.Fd4 &2 10.Heb He3! 11.&Hf6 &4
12.e3+! el 13.Hxf7 KI5 14.e4+ &xg5 15.e5 1-0

15t Com: Beat Neuenschwander

Refusal of immediate capture in order to choose a better capture-square had
been performed many times before, as does a temporary withdrawal of a knight
from the enemy's advanced pawn. Still, the present study is neat and makes a
worthwhile contribution

1..8.d3+ The h-pawn and Black's material advantage will prevail after [1.c7

Pavel Arestov
Daniel Keith
34 HM
Persitz MT 2019

Win 4+3
Mike Pastalaka
40 HM
Persitz MT 2019

Win 6+6
Oleg Pervakov
5t HM
Persitz MT 2019

Win 6+5
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cl=¥ 2.50b7 (2.8094 BEXc7 3.5xc7 ¥g5) 2...%f4 3.4b5 &8+ 4.0d8 (4.Fa7 Heb) 4...%f5 5.8e8
a5 6.2b7 Eb3+] 1..&xd3 [1..Bxd3 2..0¢5+ &e3 3..0%xd3 &xd3 4.c7 cl=% 5.c8=%] 2.nb4+
@ed 3.Hna2! [3.4xc2? (thematic try) 3..8xc2 4.c7 &f5! 5.0b7 (5.2b7 Exc7+ 6.%xc7 h5 7.5¢6
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h4 8..0d4+ &g4; 5.50f7 h5 6.0d6+ &f4 7.0b5 hd 8..05d4 HExc7 9.%xc7 h3; 5.c8=%+ K xc8+ 6.%xc8
h5 7.5¢6 h4 8.5d4+ &g4) 5...h5 6.5a5 &f4! wins] 3...c1=% 4./34xcl Bxcl 5.c7 &f5 [5...h5 6.£e6
h4 7.5g5+ &4 8..0h3+] 6..2ab7 h5 7.60a5 &f4 [7...h4 8.4b3 Exc7 9.8xc7 h3 10.5d2 h2 11.6Hf1;
Gurgenidze's save] 8..3b3 Attacking the Rook wins the important tempo. 8...Exc7 9.&xc7 &e3
10.3a5! h4d 11.5c4+ Hf4 [11..2e2 12.5e5 h3 13.5g4] 12..4d2 h3 13.,»f1 draw. The
Gurgenidze study in the sideline is: W: @a2, Hh7; &: Fe7, b5, h6. 1.%a3! (Z¥h3?) eb 2. Hf8+ 5

3. £d7 h5 4.5¢5 h4 5.£b3 h3 6.£d2 h2 7.5f1=

2" Com: Yochanan Afek. Yochanan Afek
Sacrifices which lead eventually to a fork of king and queen are known; e.g. 2" Com
Wotawa Ka2/Ka4 (flawed), 1936; Avni, Kg3/Kh5, EG 2017 N. 21353. Here Persitz MT 2019
we have a precise choice of white's first move and two active white sacrifices, ok

the second one inviting check, to bring the BQ to its "forking position". One %/ /@/ /ﬁf
feels that the idea could be performed more economically. > // 1
1.8d1!! [The motive is not for the control of the central open file but rather to %22/// %// /-t
stay away from the f2 pawn. [1.2f1 /Hel? b1=% 2.h31? (2.f4 Wxfl+ (2...a1=%"? 7, %} 7, @
3.8xb1 Wxbl+ 4.Hf2 Wxed 5.g3+ Bh3 6.98=1+-) 3.9xfl al=t+ 4.2 Wxg7 %/ D)) B
5.5 &xg2+ 6.9xg2 stalemate=) 2..8xfl+ 3.8h2 wxf2 4.98= wol+! |[2X TR ERA
5.%xgl al=%+ 6.9f2 ¥gl+ 7.%xgl stalemate] 1..bl=¥ 2.h3!l [2.5¢3? V%/(m %HS

Wxdl+ 3.5xd1 al=% 4.f4 &xd1+ 5.%f2 &b3 6.f5=] 2...&xd1+ 3.&h2

Wol/hl+! [3..a1=%? 4.g3+ &g5 5.g8=%+ mating.] 4.&xgl/hl al=&+ 5.&h2 ¥xg7 6..0d4!

gives away a knight... 6...¥xd4 [6...%g5 7.5e6+] 7..3e5! ...

and now the other one with check!

7. ¥xe5+ [7...295 8.0f3+] 8.93+ &gb 9.f4+ ¥yxf4 10.gxf4+ &xf4 11.e5! [11.29g2? h4 draws.]

11...&xe5 12.&g3 &ed 13.&h4 winning by a single tempo. 1-0

Israel Ring Tourney: Studies 2018

Judge: Peter Gyarmati, Budapest, February 2019

A special thanks to the editors of Variantim, for appointing me judge of such an important event,

and also to all participants of this tournament.

Most of the 21 studies were inspired pieces. In many cases, the authors undertook a big task showing
interesting motifs. | think minor shortcomings can be forgiven: in some studies the harmony of parts
of the work was not perfect. | preferred the large-scale works, the original, and the clean, classical-

style studies.

15t Prize: Var. 3074 — Vladislav Tarasiuk & Mario G. Garcia V.Tarasiuk
The introductory play is sharp, with an effective key move. Black is forced to M.Garcia
sacrifice the Queen to eliminate the threats of white. After the simplification, 1%t Prize IRT 2018

the white knights and passed pawns fight with the black rooks. White must
avoid many traps. The study is exciting and fun throughout. The end of the
study cannot be suspected from the initial position. | like that all variations
are food for thought, yet their solution is not too difficult.

1.c8=n+ (1.d8=% &xb5 2.&h8+ &cd 3.He5+ Hxd5 4.%g8+ Hxeb 5.%eb+
&f4) 1..&c7 (1...%c5 2.d8=% gxf6 3.%h6+ b4 4.d6) 2.d8=¥+ Hxd8
3.fxg7 ¥rxe2 4.98=¥+ ¥e8 5. ¥xe8+ Hxe8 6.dxc6 (6.bxc6 d8 7.d6 B x5
8.c7+ &d7) 6...Bxf5 7.b6 (7.25d6+ &d8 8.0xf5 &c7 9.b6+ Hxb6 10.Ha7
Exc6) 7...2d5 8.c7 ( Try: 8.b7 Exd2 9.c7 Exb7 10.£d6+ Exd6 11.&xb7

=B BB
) wiy K&
/ﬁ/%/ﬁ?y
/////

/ﬁﬁ

_
/////

7

10+6

Bd7) 8...8xd2 9.53e5 (9.b7 Exb7 see Try ) 9...2d8 (main 9...Hc2 10.5d6+ Fe7 11.50f5+ De8 12.5d4
Hc5 13.5dc6 (13.5ec6 &d7 14.8b7 HExb6+ 15.%xb6 Hcl 16.2b7 Hbl+)) 10.b7 Hal+ 11.&b8 Ecl
12..004 (12.5f7 BExc7 13.&xc7 Bd7+) 12.. Hf1 13..4f6+ ( Try: 13.%a7 Hal+ 14.%b6 Ebl+ 15.%ab
Hd5+ e.g. 16.%a4 Hd4+ 17.%a3 Edb4 18..00d6+ &e7 19.c8=% R1b3+ 20.2a2 Bb2+ 21.&a3 R2b3+)
13... B xf6 14.%a7 (14.cxd8=%+ &xd8 15.&a7 Bf7) 14...&f7 15.5Hd6+ wins 1-0

6



2" Prize: Var. 3075 — Amatzia Avni

The introductory play is very good. The critical position is in the 4th move.
There are two ways here: the main line and the logical try. The black knight
closes the line of the white bishop on d5 and e4. Discovering the difference
is an experience. Both lines need to be appreciated by strategic principles
instead of analyzing concrete moves. Classic style, strategic work.

1.Bg5+! &ed 2. Hgd+ &d5 3.Hg5+ .A.xg5 (3...&xd6 4.296+ Le7 5.4h4+
&f8 6.4f6+ Hg7 7.h6+ Hh8 8.8f8+ Dh7 9.4f5+ &Hxh6 10.2h8+ Hg7
11.8h7+ &g8 12.8h8+ &xh8 13.4f6+ g8 14.%¢c2 draws as white achieves
a fortress) 4.0.g2+ (logical try: 4.%b2 c3+ 5.4xc3 Had+ 6.Bxa2 Hixc3+
7.%b3 Hed! black wins: 8.492 &d4 9.d7 Hc5+ 10.%a3 b6 11.4h3 Hb7
12.892 £Hd8 13.8b4 Deb5 14.%c4 Hf7 15.84h3 d6 16.2d3 Hie5+ 17.Fed
Hxd7) 4..Fxd6 5.Fb2 c3+ 6. 4.xc3 Had+ 7.Hxa2 Hxc3+ 8. b3 Hnd5
in comparison with the try, the knight-block must now be on d5 instead of
ed, and this makes a difference 9.b6 positional draw. black is unable to
improve his position, e.g. 9...£4d8 10.h6 £.xb6 11.h7 &d4 12.%c4 draw

34 Prize: Var. 3072 — Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka

Beautiful, classical positional draw. White is in material disadvantage. He
fights in several ways: attacks the black pieces, creates stalemate traps, and
threatens mate. There is mutual zugzwang in the main line and in the try. The
stalemate pictures are well-known, nevertheless this is an excellent study.
1.Hel+ cl=%+ 2.Bxcl+ Hxcl 3.84xg3 HNed+ 4.Fc2 [thematic try:
4.%xcl Hxg3 zz 5.82d3 He2+ 6.2c2 Ha8] 4....9xg3 5.&xcl zz 5..5f1
[6..%a2 6.2d2+ @al (6...%hb3 7.2d3+) 7.2d7] 6.Hd1 [6.2d3 &a2 7.52f3
Eb8] 6...2f8 [6...0e3 7.2d8 HExd8 stalemate] 7.EHd7 switchback [7.2d3
®a2] 7..Ec8 8.Bdl switchback 8..&3g3 9.EHd7 switchback 9..&He2+
10.&c2 &a2 11.H2d8 HExd8 model stalemate. Meredith. Reciprocal
zugzwangs. Stalemates. Switchbacks.

1t Honourable Mention: Var. 3164, Martin Minski

Black guides the play first, trying to reach a stalemate position. The
culmination of the study is when white avoids the stalemate with an effective
queen sacrifice. I've seen the same motifs before, also from the author. This
study is a good balance between material and content.

1. 415+ &al 2.f7 Eh8+ play for stalemate [2...He3 3.%f1+] 3.&xh8 Eh4+
4898 Eh8+ 5.&xh8 ¥c3+ 6.%e5!l [6.97 ¥xg7+ 7.%xg7 model
stalemate] 6...&xe5+ 7.g7 ¥Wxf5 8.g8=% ¥h3+ 9.¥h7 ¥c8+ 10.&g7
Wod+ 11.%g6 wins

Amatzia Avni
2" Prize IRT 2018

Lubos Kekely
Michal Hlinka
3rd Prize IRT 2018
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2"d Honourable Mention: Var. 3167 Pavel Arestov & Alexander Zhukov

This work is based on a glamorous queen sacrifice, which black must accept.
White creates the mate threat immediately afterwards and wins material. The
sidelines are also interesting, but 2.Qh6 + is very complicated.

1.Ked+ [1.5ed %ad+ 2.5b7 Wh5+ 3.&xc7 a5+ 4.%c6 Wab+ 5.2c5 Wab+
6.2c4 Hxe3+ 7.%xd4 Hxgd] 1.&d6 2.8xdd+ [2.%h6+ &Hxh6 3.8xd4+
He7 4.8xd7+ Hxd7 5.20b5 &d6 draw] 2...axd4 3.&5Hed+ He6 [3...Fe7
4.exd4 ¥xd4 5.%b5] 4.exdd ¥e6 5.¥h6!! [5.%a7 Wa2+ 6.2b8 Wh3+
7.c8 e6+] 5...%yxh6 6..2hf6 ¥xf6 [6...%cl 7.d5#] 7..4xf6 &d6 8.%b7
c5 9.5ed4+ &d5 10.dxc5 15 11.¢6 fxed 12.¢7 €3 13.c8 =¥ wins

Pavel Arestov
Alexander Zhukov
2"d HM IRT 2018
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374 Honourable Mention: Var. 3170, Peter Krug

The culmination of the work is the difference between the main line and the
try ( 6.Rg7! and 6.Rh8?). The key to the choice is that, after Rg7 the rook
attacks black pawns on 7th rank. The proving variations are not simple.
1.8d8+ &g7 [1..De7 2.%g5+ f6 3.%d5 Ad6 4.2h8 Wcd 5.82xh7+ &f8
6.%a8#] 2.h6+ Hxh6 3.Hg8 Qe7 4.¥g5+ A xg5 5.fxgh+ &h5 6.Hg7!!
[6.8h8? ¥xg3+ 7.&xg3 Hed+ 8.%f4 »f6 9.gxf6 h6 10.2a8 a3 11.5a4 c5
12.8a7 c4 13.®e3 &xh4 14.8xf7 b3 15.2¢7 b2 16.8xc4+ &h5 17.f7 bl=%
18.Hch+ ©g4 19.f8=% ¥el+ 20.2d3 ¥dl+] 6..%xg3+ 7.&xg3 HNed+
8.4 &nfe 9.8xf7 [9.gxf6 h6 10.Exf7 b3 11.He7 b2 12.Hel a3 13.f7 a2
14.f8=% bl=% 15.%e7 %5+ 16.2e3 ¥ab 17.2al ¥c3+ 18.%f4 g5+ 19.%f5
%f3+] 9....0d5+ 10.&g3 wins

4™ Honourable Mention: Var. 3076 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen

A fine opposite-colored bishops endgame. The key position is very artistic.
3.d4 is wrong instead of 3.a6 due the surprising 3.b5!! and one black pawn
will promote with check on c1 or on g1. Unfortunately the 2.Kxh5 logical try
is not clear, because 5..Bc2 is also a draw.

1.&g6! [1.297 T4 2.gxf4 h4 3.d4 ( 3.f5 Axf5 4.h7 Axh7 5.&xh7 &e2 and
Black will be in time to conquer both d2 and ¢3.) 3...h3 4.f5 h2 5.h7 hl1=%
6.h8=% &xh8+ 7.%xh8 Axf5 =] 1...f4+ [1...2&g4 The king moves too far
away from pawn d2. 2.%g7! f4 3.gxf4 h4 4.5 h3 5.f5 Axf5 6.h7] 2.&g5!
[Logical try: 2.8xh5 fxg3 3.a6 bxa6 4.d4 cxd3 5.h7 d2 (also 5...4c2 6.h8=%
d2 7.%a8+ Qed 8.%d8 Fe2 9.%d4 d1=% 10.%xed+ Hd2+ 11.8h4 &xc3)
6.h8=% d1=%] 2...fxg3 [2...&xg3 3.£b8] 3.a6! [3.d4 b5!! echo line closing
4.axb6 (4.d5 b4 5.d6 bxc3 6.d7 ¢2 7.d8=% c1=%+ and Black promotes with
check and even wins. ) 4...g2 5.b7 g1=%%+ and Black again promotes with
check, winning] 3...bxa6 4.d4 cxd3 [4...%e4 5.h7 g2 6.d5 wins] 5.h7 d2
6.h8=¥ d1=¥ 7.&xh5+ &g2 8. ¥xd1 wins

15t Commendation: Var. 3071 Pavel Arestov

The theme is mate with self-block. The two minor promotions are great. |
feel that the real black counterplay is only 3.Qc8.

1.f71 Bh8 2. A f6+ &d5 [2...%c5 3.4xh8 ¥c8 4.4e5] 3. 4 xh8 ¥c8 4.&b6
Wxh8 5.08.a2+ [5.0a4 &d6 6..0¢5 ¥b2+] 5...%d6 6..)c4+ [£d7 6...2e7
7.£e5 Wxe5 8.c8=%] 7.,0e5+ ¥xe5 [7..%d6 8.%b7] 8.f8=HN+ &Hd6
[8...%e7 9.55g6+ or 8...%c8 9.4.e6+] 9.c8=N\#

2nd Commendation: Var. 3117 Michal Hlinka & Mario Garcia

A lovely draw study with two main lines. The practical-like play is fine.
White avoids several traps.

1.KBa7+ [1.2bl €2 2.2a7+ Aad] 1. Qa4 [1..%b3 2.8b1 d1=% 3.Hxd1]
2.Bxad+ Hxad [main 1: 2...Fxad 3.2xb2 €2 4.Exd2 (4.%c2 el=¥ 5.50d6
%e3 6.8xd2 &h3+ 7.%cl ®a3 8.8c2 We3+ 9.Hd2 &b3 10.2d1l &f3+)
4...e1=% 5.8d4+ &b5 6.£d6+ &c5 7.2d3 We2+ 8.%c3] 3..0d6 €2 [main 2:
3..£b2 4.8b1 (4.£b5+ &b3 5.0d4+ &c3 6.0e2+ Pc2 7.2b1 d1=% 8.2xd1
Hxdl 9..0d4+ 2d3) 4...e2 5.0b5+ Db4 6..0d4 d1=% 7.50xe2 xe2 (7...&d3
8.8Hxb2+ @c4 9./x¢cl) 8.8xb2+] 4.Bbl HNc3 5. cd+ Fad 6..24b6+ &ab
7.2c4+ Hab 8.0xd2 Hxbl 9..4F3 nd2 10.H0Hel &b5 11.&b2! [11.&a2
&cd 12.%h2 $d4 13.2c2 Hf1 14.5002 Ded] 11...Fcd 12.&c2 Hfl 13..0f3
&d5 14.%d3 draw

Peter Krug
3rd HM IRT 2018

Steffen S. Nielsen
4" HM IRT 2018
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3rd Commendation: Var. 3118 Bizya Buyannemekh & Mario Garcia  Bizya Buyannemekh
The theme is ideal mate with two self-blocks. An active game develops Mario Garcia
around the passed pawns. All figures are active. Finally, white forces the king 39 Com IRT 2018
and the knight to a wrong place. Here the bishop has two nice moves.
Unfortunately a partial anticipation is V.Bron, 3™ prize, New Statesman,
1968.

1.20e7+ &Heb [1..Dxeb 2.c7 Hixfe 3.Hc6+ (3.c8=% Hxab+ 4.%xab Lxe7?
positional draw) 3...2d6 4.c8=%] 2.c7 Ecb5 3.2)¢6 Had5+ 4.Hxc5 [4.Hxab
Bxc7 5.8xc7 &xe5 6.f7 &f6 7.4.c4 e3 8.2d7 e2] 4...Axc7 5. Q4.c8+! Hf7
6.e6+ Hxf6 7.e7 HIf7 8.0.e6+ He8 9.4f5 N6 [9..0f8 10.2d5 &f7
(10...e3 11.494 £Hd7 12.4h5#) 11.494 ©Hg6 12.4h5 or 9..50¢5 10.496+

Of7 11.5d5 €3 12.%e6 €2 13.4xF7#] 10.0.96+ Bd7 11.e8=+ Hxes Wi” _ 6+5
12..Q f5# ideal mate with 2 self-blocks hDanleIe Gatl

4" Com IRT 2018
4™ Commendation: Var. 3119 Daniele Gatti - % // 7

Positional draw or stalemate with a good try. ¢ ’ )
1.#g6 Q.18+ 2.Hh8 &Hd7 [2...&xg6 stalemate 3. &7+ [3.¥xc2 Ad6 4.2g7 ////Q///ﬁ
e4 5.h8=% Qe5+] 3..40.e7 4.9g7 [4.298 f3 5.h8=% 2 6.&g7 fl= 7.h7 /ﬁ 7 o / % U
Qfxf7+ 8.&xf7 &gd+ 9.%h8 ¥f4 10.298 ¥g5+ 11.%h8 £b4 removes the = / // ’ /
stalemate and wins] 4...)e3 5.h8 =¥ N5+ 6.98 LHxh6+ 7.¥xh6 ¥xh6 /%/ / /
8. ¥rxe7+ &b 9.¥rxe5 ¥rg6+ 10.&h8 positional draw 7 ) )

; Draw 6+7
5% Commendation: Var. 3165 Marcel Dore Marcel Dore
Nice knight endgame with simple motifs. The tries are also interesting. 50 Com IRT 2018
1.5»a6! [thematic try: 1.55¢6 b3 2.6a5 b2 3.55¢4 b1=4)] 1...b3 2.5+ &xeb = 7 7 7
3.29xb3 &d5 4.24d2 [4.5a5 €5 5.4b7 e4 6.50d8 @cd 7.£e6 Hhb5 8.%d8 Hf6 / /@/ﬁ/ Y
9.55f4 €3] 4...e5 5..0f3 e4 6..)g5 €3 7..0e6 LHh5 8.0 f4+ wins

Israel Ring Tourney: Fairies 2015

Judge: Vlaicu Crisan, Budapest, December 2017, Cluj-Napoca (Romania)
I would like to thank Michael Grushko for the invitation to judge the informal fairies tournament for
2015. He definitely managed to create a very interesting fairies section, which can be seen from the
following award. | also thank Paz Einat for his generous and helpful comments of the solutions.
52 problems composed by 41 composers from 15 countries competed in the informal tournament.
The level of the tournament enabled me to create two different sections. As a judge | always consider
both the technical merit and the artistic impression of the composition.
One particularly challenging part in any fairy judgment is dealing with compositions sound in one
program but unsound in another. How to deal in such debatable cases? | eventually decided to accept
the convention(s) used by the authors, but mentioned below the theoretical questions in the award.

Section A — Problems having more than 8 pieces

30 compositions took part in this section — this number is due to the fact that | considered Imitator
merely as a fairy condition. I have discarded 2727, which is actually a version of a previous problem
(e.g. 2482 from Variantim 61/2013). The level of the published originals is quite high. The problems

left out of the award were simply unlucky to compete against better problems. I suggest the following
ranking.

9



15t Prize: Var. 2769 Michael Barth

An outstanding conception of cyclic captures of the neutral pieces on the same square (b3). Although
the author showed the same idea in feenschach 2015 (see Annex A) using another neutral trio, I
prefer this version for the more unified twinning mechanism. Although the mechanism has been
successfully used afterwards by other German composers, we should praise the author for his
outstanding conception and originality.

a) 1.43d6-b3 A h1xb3[+43bl] 2.43b1-d4 §:f7xb3 B [+wbl] #

b) 1.5f7-b3 B a3d6xb3[+5:b1l] 2.52b1-gl rhixb3 C [+4bl] #

c) 1.wh1-b3 C £ f7xb3[+rbl] 2.:%b1-d7 &3d6xb3 A [+5:b1] #

2" Prize: Var. 2720 Manfred Rittirsch & Boris Tummes

This superb work features a very subtle dual avoidance motivation in both Black and White choice
of promotions. White wants to mate by promoting his pawn either into a Double-Grasshopper or a
Kangaroo, but must cope against Black’s flight on d7. So, white King must hide against the royal
battery created by the key, in order to virtually guard this flight by specific Transmuted Kings
effects. I think this composition shows a clear step in advance compared to Manfred’s previous work
(see Annex B). There is also a theoretical question: are the white pawns on 1% rank and/or black
pawns on 8" rank immobile? Winchloé says “No”, while Popeye says “Yes”, hence the following
cook: 1.Kc3 d8=DG+ 2.Ke8 d7 / gxf7# However, with the additional specification “Normal Pawn”
this problem would be also C+ in Popeye.

1.bl=sp+ &b7 2.d1=0% d8=%y # (3.2d7?) 1.d1=sp+ ®h7 2.b1=y d8=@% # (3.2d7?)

34 Prize: Var. 2770 lgor Kochulov
The triple capture of a neutral piece in hs#2 SuperCirce is an ambitious task which deserves a high
recognition. Igor is undoubtedly one of the world’s experts in this field, having shown this idea in
several remarkable settings. This problem would have been placed even higher, would not have seen
the magnificent version from the recent StrateGems 2015 judgment (see Annex C).
1.4 h4 &xh4 (4 ab6) 2.8 xab (& g2)+ Exg2(ab6) #
1.&f6 & xf6 (Fc8) 2. xc8(Fd4) & xd4(Tc?)#
15t Honorable Mention: Var. 2756 Menachem Witztum
The three white pieces are unpinned in order to force a mate by the black Rook d8 on the 5™ rank.
This difficult cyclic exchange of functions required in the Romanian Tzuica 2012 tournament is
enhanced by the initial choices of the pinning pieces (1... Qh2? / 1... Re3?/ 1... Bf6?), though the
reasons for failure are not quite matching. The three attractive double pin mates enhance the overall
impression. 1...%h1 2.%e5 B8 3.5 + Exf5#  1..Hd3 2.4f7 Zh8 3.4h5 + BExh5#

1...895 2.5f7 He8 3.5e5 + Hxeb#

Manfred Rittirsch

Michael Barth Boris Tummes Igor Kochulov Menachem Witztum
1%t Prize IRT 2015 2" Prize IRT 2015 3 Prlze IRT 2015 1t HM IRT 2015
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2"d Honorable Mention: Var. 2761 Paz Einat (v) Paz Einat (v)
A neat combination of two themes — white tempo at second move and zugzwang 2" HM IRT 2015
mates — | have not seen before. The exchange of white first and third move — 7, % % %/
once capturing a black unit, once pinning it — gives a sense of unity. Of course, x :Q.
the presence of the cook-stopping bRa6 hindered a higher classification. /E% y//é/
f % 2
% / A 7
; 4, < / 0

@@Wx\\

7z,
1.4xc7+ Ebb6 2.4d8 ¥b5 3.8c5 ¥xc5# 1.Exc5+ Hbb 2.%¢3 Ab6 3.4c7 AxcT# -~
34 Honorable Mention: Var. 2673 Mark Erenburg
Another ambitious idea, shown for the first time: black creation of reciprocal
batteries, with White and Black switchbacks in the background — the theme
required in Romanian Tzuica 2013 tournament. The trade-offs required in order ;
to achieve this task (e.g. the captures of bRal and bPb2) slightly diminish the =~ HS#3 ~ 2.1... 8“3
otherwise artistically accomplished setting. I was quite highly impressed by the author’s technical
skills, in spite of the seemingly crowded position.
1.Exal 4c52.8xb2 Hb5 3.8f1 + 4f2# 1.4xb2 2f4 2.8xal 293 3.2a3 + Hba#
4™ Honorable Mention: Var. 2667 Cornel Pacurar & Adrian Storisteanu
The Canadian duo shows their specialty — the retro-series. For the readers interested to find out more
about this fascinating genre, 1 recommend the articles published in the Canadian Chess Problem
Bulletin. This setting seems deceptively simple, but one must not overlook the possible cooks. For
instance, wPf4 is ideally placed against the following cook in b)-1.Sd3xf2(f2, -bSf2) -2.Sc1-d3 -
3.Bg3xf2(f2, -bBf2) -4.Bb8 & 1.axb8=R(Bf8)# The authors’ humoristic comment of the content of
their problem is also typical for Adrian’s well-known style from the unequalled feenschach articles.
a) - 1.Bc2x&f2(+wxf2,-bEf2) 2.5c2 3. Hc2x&f2(+wif2,-bEf2) 4.8c2 & 1.2d5#

- 1.Bg2x£f2(+w£f2,-bEf2) 2.892 3.2g2xaf2(+whf2,-bHf2) 4.2g2 & 1.&f5#
b) - 1.Bd2x&f2(+w£f2,-bEf2) 2.2d2 3.2d2x£f2(+w£f2,-bEf2) 4.2d2 & 1.2eb#
- 1L.Eh2x&f2(+wxf2,-bEf2) 2.8h2 3. 2h2x&f2(+wxf2,-bEf2) 4.2h2 & 1.&g6#
Commendations in order of publication
Var. 2663 Alexey Gasparyan
The surprising key blocks Black’s main defender leading to an unexpected zugzwang. All the
mates show interesting Circe motivations. Sadly enough, nowadays, this kind of typical solver’s
problems seldom find their way into any award. 1.&b3?! (2.5xh2,%xg2#) but 1...8a2+!
1.%a4 (&b4)?! Hg8! 1.%b4 (Fa4) ?! Hh8! 1. e8! zz 1...50d6 (d6,50e7) 2.5xh2 (LAf8)#
1...5a7 2.4xg2 (Ha8)# 1...8a2 2.Exgl (©b8)#; 1...Hxe8 (&d1) 2.%xgl (©b8)#
Var. 2717 Mark Erenburg
Another rendering of the Romanian Tzuica 2013 tournament! The economic problem displays again
a neat orthogonal-diagonal correspondence. However, the rather light strategy and the repetition of
the third black move prevent a higher classification.
1.0d1 Be2 2.&xf7 &d4 3.218 £d3 4..0f2 + BExf2#  1.Had Ad4 2.&xe7 We2 3.8 £d3 4..0¢5 + AxcH#
Cornel Pacurar

Mark Erenburg

Adrian Storisteanu

Alexey Gasparyan

Mark Erenburg

39 M IRT 2015 4t HM IRT 2015 Com IRT 2015 Com IRT 2015
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Var. 2719 Raffi Ruppin

The subtle key avoids the clash of rebirth on al square. I liked a lot the idea of anti-battery mates
occurring as a consequence of black rebirths. The imaginative setting explores well all the
possibilities in spite of the simple orthodox means during the play.

1.Eb5 ! [2.84e5 + &xeb[b&es->e8] #] 1...£03 2.e3 + Dxe3[bPe3->e8] #

1...c3 2.%d3 + &xd3[b2d3->e8] # 1...93 2.00f3 + Axf3[bAF3->c8] #

1..f4 2.%ed + Dxed[bPed->e8] # 1...e5 2.Hd5 + &xd5[bdd5->e8] #

Var. 2760 Eugene Rosner

Here, we can admire four specific variations (including the threat) — perhaps a task in Alsatian Circe?

Such problems should simply not go unnoticed, hence the distinction, in spite of the [typical] rather

messy initial position. 1.&h1! (2.5c5#) (2...bxc5(5gl)?) 1...2ab 2.2 xe5(Pe7)# (2...fxe5(Eal)?)
1...%f8 2.Pxg5# (£.f87?) 1...%c8 2.Pxd3# (£.c8?)

Var. 2766 Pierre Tritten & Sébastien Luce

This rewards one of the first compositions ever published featuring the condition Couscous
AntiCirce. The mixed AUW with specific mates should be just enough to attract the further
exploration of this fairy condition from other composers.

a) l.exf5(Ebl) Ed8 2.E2b5 cxb5(2a8)# b) 1.exd5(£hl) £e3 2.8d5 cxd5(&c8)#

Section B — Miniatures
The high number of compositions (22) in this section shows a trend towards maximum economy. |
had to exclude 2678 for a cook in 3 moves: 1.GNb6 cxb6(>b7) 2.DRf7 (dual 2.DRg6) b6 3.DRf8
b5#. | propose the following ranking for the remaining problems

1st Prize: Var. 2726 Vaclav Kotesovec

A truly unbelievable setting: the old-fashioned four corners theme is presented in a twinless form!
All pieces are used in each phase and both fairy elements (the Royal Grasshopper and Maximum
condition) are essential for the soundness of the problem. I have absolutely no hesitation in
awarding the highest possible reward to this remarkable composition, regardless how this might
have been created.

1.%e2 5el 2.5d3 51d2 3.ed 513 4.Deb + rsaf2 5.5f5 £1g6 6.294 5192 7.2h3 5197 8.2h2
5,03 9.2h1 [ g2#

1.8c2 51c8 2.%hb3 5£1d8 3.4 51c3 4.2d5 riab2 5.2e6 5115 6.5f7 5196 7.%98 £2h8 8.2g7
516 + 9.2h8 LA g7#

1.%cl 5215 2.%c2 5004 3.2d3 £1c2 + 4.2cd 51b4 5.5 5£1c6 6.2d6 57e7 7.%¢7 £2d5 8.%b8
r52b6 9.%a8 fAb7#

1.%el fAfl 2.%e2 57 3.213 5202 4.%e3 £re2 5.&d4 £1d3 6.2c3 £2h2 7.%b3 5ra2 8.%b2 f£1c2
+9.&al [Ab2 #

Raffi Ruppin Eugene Rosner P. Tritten S. Luce Vaclav Kotesovec

Com IRT 2015 Com IRT 2015 Com IRT 2015 1% Prize IRT 2015
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2" Prize: Var. 2725 Geoff Foster

The Bulgarian pool, as | use to call the combination of Take&Make and
AntiTake&Make, can lead to very economic settings, as convincingly
demonstrates the award of the 4™ Bulgarian Wine Tourney. Geoff manages to
show a tremendous density of captures in an amazing Wenigsteiner setting, with
both Kings performing captures during the play and chameleon echo mates.
1.8 c2+ 2.9xc2-d1[ @ h7] ©xh7-d3[ & g8] 3.4 xf7-c7[nEf4] @& xf4-ad[ & f1]#
1.} d7 2.8 xd7-g7[ & d2]+ &xg7-f8[ & b2] 3.&xb2-h8[ & c1] & xd2-d4[ i h2]#
1%t Honorable Mention: Var. 2669 Geoff Foster

An exquisite presentation of Phantom Chess Rex Inclusive: with only three
neutral pieces, the author shows two minor promotions and specific mates. Why
not a prize then? Just because the author managed to show with the same
material even three promotions in another really outstanding composition
published in the same year (see Annex D), which earned a respectable 4™ place
in the prestigious Wenigsteiner of the Year 2015 tournament!

1.2 el=4 Ah3 2.4q7 Hfl# 1.4el=0 kb3 2.4 c5 De2#

2" Honorable Mention: Var. 2672 Michael Grushko

Geoff Foster
2" prize IRT 2015

7. 7 7 F
/ / // }/ »
//////// »
////7/%/
H#2.5 2.1.1.. 1+1+2
Take&MakeChess
AntiTake&Make
Neut.Rook Bishop & &

\

Both themes — the mutual captures between the neutral pawns and the promotions in neutral Rook —
have been shown before by the author, but their synthesis here seems to me quite original. I like a
lot the fairy conditions are quite well represented in both solutions. | therefore think this is actually
the best published work from Variantim’s warm-hearted and innovative fairies editor.

1..nxd4 2.%e3 nixd4[n£d4>d2]+ 3.n&d2-d1=n¥ [+n£d3] n¥d2 + 4.&xd3[b&2d3->e8] n¥d7

[+n&d8=ni]# (5.Exd7? (Bd7 a8)+, (4...&d7(+pd8=% (&d1!))

1..nxcd 2.2d2 nixcd[nicd>c2] 3.nkc2-c1=nZ [+n#c3] nEc2+ 4.@xc3[b&c3—>e8] nHc7

[+n&c8=nE]# ((5. Exc7 (Ec7 a8)+))

Commendations in order of publication
Var. 2675 Eric Huber

Unfortunately the sparkling solution of the first twin, with four consecutive checks, is not properly
matched by the second solution, with only three consecutive checks. A black pawn g7 would lead
to cooks, so a [technical] neutral pawn is required instead. In spite of these unbalances, the two
Phantom effects in each phase ensure a place in the award for this interesting conception.

a) 1... 4 hl=n£ 2. £ b8=na+ r5ic3 3.n52h1-h8-f6+ nde5+ 4.nAe5-c1-b2 + rsre5#

b) 1... 4 h2-h1=n¥ 2. £ b7-b8=n5: n¥&h1l-d8-c8 3.n5Ad8 n¥c3+ 4.r5:h8+ nfad5#

Var. 2721 Guy Sobrecases & Jacques Rotenberg

I liked a lot the echo mates, but the repetition of several moves is a serious drawback. Sometimes

less is more, a setting without the cook-looking solution starting with 1.Rxd5 would have been

preferable. 1.Bxe3 + &bh4 2.5e5[+wuse3] 2d6+ 3.%xd6 unfs# 1.Hed Hf5 2.2xd5 @b3 3.He6 He7#
1.Exd5 &b4 2.2d5-d7[+wuBd5] uEe5+ 3.%d6 ule6# 1.%e7 Bd6 2.%xd6 ©b4 3.Ee7 Hcd#

Geoff Foster Michael Grushko Eric Huber
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Var. 2723 Jaroslav Stai

The combination of AntiAndernach and Parrain Circe seems to be fruitful
mainly in serial problems. Here, the leading expert in the combination mixes
them for the first time with neutral pieces, using an interesting systematic
maneuver to get a proper arrangement before delivering the final blow.
However, another interesting theoretical question: how should the neutral
pieces change their color after a non-capturing move in Anti-Andernach?
Winchloé says: a neutral piece moved by White becomes black. Popeye
doesn’t seem to care at all.

1.8 f1(w) 2.gxfl=yk 3.8d2(w;we2) 4. xe2 5. Fa3(wiel) 6.9 xd2 7.®ad
(w£.d3) 8.2b3 9.4 xel 10.Lad(wtrd2) 11.2b3 12.¥xd2 13.2ad(Wc3)
14 .%rxd3 & 1.%a5(b;wab5)+ Waxb5#

Var. 2763 Valerio Agostini

Probably the best amongst the single line compositions! The most economic
rendering of the imposed theme of Arnold Beine 60 Jubillee Tournament
certainly deserves recognition.

1.®g3el=n2. 413 £f23.%h3 % fl=4) 4.40h2 Hg2 5.%gl+ Sg3#

Congratulations to the winners and many thanks to all participants for
the many entertaining hours | spent studying their compositions.

Errata

Ofer Comay sent a correction to his fairy The two-mover by Paz
helpmate from issue 76. Do not miss the

Jaroslav Stan
Com IRT 2015

14N & ss#l 2+3
ParrainCirce
AntiAndernachChess

Neutral Pawn £

Valerio Agostini
Com IRT 2015

issue 76 “Israeli Success...”

7

Einat published in
was found to be

beautiful tempo losing maneuvers by the BK.
3193 (v)
Ofer Comay
Tel Aviv

H#19.5 31+7
Bishop-Lion «f

1..®alll 2.%b6 Acbl 3.%a7 £.3c2 4.2a8!! «fd3
5.%b8 L.c6b5 6.%c7 A7c6 7.2d8 Le6d7 8.Fe7
A5e6 9.2f6 2415 10.%g5 4394 11.%h4 h3
12.%93 h4 13.%h2 4h3 14.%h1!l Ah5g4
15.%g1 h5 16.%f2 h6 17.%el 46h5 18.2d2
Lh7g6 19.%c3 h7 20.2d4 h8={#!

14

illegal. The composer sent a correction.
Paz Einat (v)
3@ HM The Problemist 2017

w5 nr
/////ﬁ

NEEH

#2 11+11
1.5¢57? [2.8xd7#] 1..d6 a 2.298 A #
but1...2b6 !
1.55%xe5 ? [2.&xc4#] 1..Exd4 b 2.5xa5 B #
(1...%xe5 2.82xe5#) but 1...%xd4 !
1.55d8 ? [2.Exd7#]1...d6 a 2.8xa5 B #
but 1...4xb4 !
1..axd2 ! [2.%xc4#] 1. BExd4 b 2.898 A #
(1...%xd2 2.Exe5# 1...&xd4 2.498#)



Israeli Successes Abroad - Emanuel Navon
7131 281228 — 27103 DorUED DR
emanuel.navon@gmail.com %x manxs ammneen Nk mewh 2'wpann ovannn

A. L. Lubashevsky B. Semion Shifrin C. Menachem Witztum  D. Menachem Witztum
L. Makaronz HM 2" Prize 2" HM
3" Prize Problemist JT Mario Garcia -70 Spetial Ecully Improvement of

Ukraine 2018 2018-19 RIFACE 2018 PZSZE 2017
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#3 9+11  #3 14+8 H#2 2.1.1. l 1l+lO H#2 2. 1 1. l 5+7

Boa | WS B
& o |1

In A the black rook & bishop pins and the white rook sacrifices are E. Emanuel Navon
complemented by nice cross-checks. 2" Prize TT-215,
1 ¥Yxf7 | [2.Bxed+ Sxed 3.%d5#] 1...Hxd4 2,45+ Aeb+/&cd 3.216/Hed# SuerProbIem 2018

1..Exeb6 2.&xe6 + &xd4 3.%d5# 1...Heb 2.%d7+ Hcd/Ded 3.Bxe5/Ah7#
1..4xc7 2.2d6+ &xd6/He5 3. &xc7/2d5# 1...4d6 2.2eb + &xd4 3.%d5#
2...5xe5 3.0xf3# 1...Ae5+ 2. 816+ Sxd4 3.%d5#

Entertaining WQ play in B, especially the unexpected variation 1...2xf6.
1..c5 2.d4# 1.55e4 ? [2.c3+ bxc3 3.dxc3#] but: 1...%a2 !

1.¥hl ! [2.%h4+ &5 3.d4#] 1..4xf5 2.8d6+ &xeb 3.%h2# 2...%c5 3.d4#
1..4xf6 2.%al ! (3.5a4d#) 2...bxc3/Bc5/Exal 3.8xc3/Hed/ Axb6#
(1...%c5 2. Wh4 (3.d2-d4#) 2...bxc3 3.b4#)

C’s tourney asked for capture of white pieces by the two pieces of a black ' b) g6=L

battery. Judge, Yves Tallec, wrote: “The work is crystal clear. Two active R-B
& Q-R black batteries, Zilahi of the white knights captured on the 24 move, ~ F- Emanuel Navon

The white pieces captured at the first moves take the guard of square d5 in the 1 HM TT-215,
other solution.” 1.Eixg2 Eg5 2.4xb4 Hed# 1.4xg8 Axf3 2.8xd6 Hd3# SuperProblem 2018
D is dominated by white strategies: the rooks open the way to the black // // // /%
bishops blocking the king, create a battery, and then return to the previous / / / /
place for a battery interference mate. / I/f 't

1.%d6 Hdxd4 2.4b5 Hd3# 1.%b5 Hfxd4 2.4d6 Bfa# _Q./I 7 /1/
E & F’s theme asked for a tight square of 4 white pawns. On E the judge ,‘t

wrote: “Optimal loading of Pawn square and original scheme with non-
standard reciprocal change of functions of wi¥a7/w£.a5. On the whole the
problem looks powerfully (the form) and interestingly (the content)! H#S b) aczebz 8+13

a) 1...Hxh4 2.&xe3 d5+ 3.2f4 AcT7# b) 1...Hc8 2.&xd3 e5+ 3.&cd &iT#

F shows subtle dual avoidance using a masked line on the 2™ row. White must beware of two-move
sequences which would leave the mating unit pinned at W3. The problem also includes Zilahi, white
switchbacks and model mates. Judge, Igor Agapov, commented on white’s 1st move play that avoids the
pinning of the mating Pawn, and commended the problem’s originality.

a) 1.&xe2 Bc4 (HExc2?) 2.8xd3 Hc3 3.%e4 d3# b) 1.&xd2 Hf2 (Hxc2?) 2.%xe3 Hdl 3.2d4 e3#

15
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G. Shaul Shamir H. Mark Erenburg I. Mark Erenburg
34 HM 1-3 Prize 2" Prize
PAT A MAT 2017 Iwanov 85 2018 Selivanov 50 2017
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H#3 b)%bZ%CZ 349  S#3 9+ll

G features a black half-battery that fires in the last move for a cross-check mate.
Judge, Valerij Kirillov, wrote: “the play of the black half-battery ends with the
model mates in both solutions.” a) 1.2b3 &a3 2..5¢5 Hixe5 3.0e3+ Axb2#
b) 1.5f4 Hel 2.50d3 Ab4 3.5¢c4+ LHixc2#

Mark’s impressive selfmate successes continues. H is a “selfmate of the future”
l.e7! [2.%xd7+ &xd7 3.Exf6+ Hxf6#] Now we have a SOTF problem with two
distinct pairs of variants. In the first pair, trying to defend, Black directly unpins
white pieces: 1...&f8/E 7 2. Be5+ fxe5 3. Exg5+ Axg5# 1...4c2 2. Hh4+ gxhd
3. He3+ Axe3# In the second pair Black, unintentionally, takes control on the
5t line, allowing to white Q/B battery to unpin their pieces with tempo: 1...Exe7
2.8f7+! Af3+7?) Heb 3.8xfo+ Hixfe# 1...0xe7 2.4f3+! (&f7+?) Hd5 3..0xh6+
Hxh6# These two pairs are joined by double unpinning of white thematic
pieces; each of them makes two final checks on two different squares.

In I the rook of the initial battery makes a critical move four times. Afterwards,
three white pieces form with this rook new batteries that play by Siers
mechanism. The first realization of such a 4x3 complex.

1.Eh7! [2.8xf2+ &e5 3.0f3+ &6 4.0el+ &eb 5.0d3+ Hixd3#]

1..9d1 2.8f3+ &eb 3. 44+ &f6 4.8e3+ Heb 5.0d4+ Axda#

1...8c8 2.5f8+ Heb 3.50f7+ Hf6 4..00d8+ Deb 5..0xc6+ Hxc6#

1..%a3 2.5h5+ &f6 3.4095+ Peb 4.4d2+ Hf6 5.4c3+ Wxc3#

(1.f1=%,8,8 2 Bxfl+ &eb 3.0f3+ &6 4.50el+ &eb 5.0d3+ Hixd3#)

In J white skillfully unpins indirectly one of the black pieces in each variation
with subtle changes in the play in the tries. 1.5a5? 1..4h7 2.%a2+ &xd4
3. %ad+ Bd5 4.Saxc6 £g8 5.Hc5+ &xch 6.0d7+ &d5 7.0e7+ Axe7# but
1...c5! 1.%d1? zz 1...c5 2.6%c5 Ah7 3.5¢d3 &xd4 4. %ad+ &d5 5.%d4+ Sxd4
6.3+ &d5 7.0f4+ Exfa# 3..408 4.%hl Ah7 5.%xh7 &xd4 6.5f3+ &d5
7.4+ HExf4# but 1...4h7! 1. %a2! zz 1.. Ah7 2.5a5+ &xd4 3.%ad+ &d5
4.Saxc6 808 5.5c5+ @xch 6.0d7+ &d5 7.0e7+ Axe7# 1...c5 2.50xc5+ Hxd4
3. Wad+ &d5 4..0cd3 Ah7 5.%d4+ &xd4 6.0f3+ 2d5 7.0f4+ Bxfa

7/%@////

J.  Mark Erenburg
2" Sp. Prize
Feoktlstov 70 2018

K. Yaakov Mintz
1st HM
Ju{lia’s Fairie; 201§/I

3+4

L. Semion Shifrin
3@ HM FIDE Olympic
Tourney,Batumi 2018
e
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H#3 2.1.1. 1+1+2
AntiSuperCirce
ParrainCirce
Neutral pieces & &

K is a very nice help-selfmate (white & black cooperate to reach a selfmate in 1) miniature, where all 5
pawns are promoted (AUW+1). 1.h8=¥ e1=H 2.%¢c8 Bhl 3.e8=% gl=4+ 4.Fel c1=5 5.%e3+ Axe3#

L has two neutral pieces (can be played by both sides) and two fairy conditions. In “Anti-SuperCirce”, on
making a capture, any capturing unit (including the King) is reborn on any free field on the board. In
“ParrainCirce” in the single move following a capture, the captured unit (except a King) accomplish, from
its capture square, an exact copy of that next move. Judge Petko Petkov praised the composer for skillfully
combining two the most difficult fairy conditions to demonstrates, with only 4 pieces, an interesting play
ending with mates to the BK in two opposite corners. 1.%xe6[b@e6->98] & d4-e5[+Hf7] 2.4 b2
Sxb2[wEh2->f6] 3.&xf7[b&f7>h8] [+Aall+ Sf6-f7[+Af8] # 1.Axd4[sd4>e5] &h3-a3[+ a4 cd]

2.%xeb[b&e5->al] & c4-f7[+Hh8] 3. Axf7[Af7>bl]+ Hbl-d2[+ & h8] #
16



Originals ny=pn»

IRT judges: #2: Valery Kopyl (2019) #3: Jifi Jelinek (2018-9) #n: Gerhard E. Schoen (2018-20)
Studies: Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen (2019) H#2-3: Ricardo Vieira; H#>3:Aleksandr Semenenko

(2019); S#: Genady Kozyura (2019-20) Fairies: Hans Gruber (2019)

Editors:
Orthodox: Ofer Comay
Studies: Gady Costeff
(Please send originals in pgn format)
Fairies: Michael Grushko
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Birth of a chess problem — Part 4 pn — wanw n»ya Y2 an7b
Evgeni Bourd 7912 %132°

After exploring some self and reflex mate
problems, we will go back to explore a more
orthodox stipulation: the Three-mover.

This time | tried to simulate a rapid prototyping
scheme, which focuses on understanding and
choosing easier paths along the way in order to
complete the problem. Such choices allow a
better understanding of the position, but still
keeping it simple enough to reach completion.
Any deviation from this mind-set is very
welcome, as it will produce different problems,
usually with more effort.

Enough chit-chat... let’s jump into the action.
The chosen theme for the problem is ‘unpinning
of white pieces by a white piece. This
determines two of the moves in each thematic
variation, the unpinning move and the mate by
the unpinned move, which is pretty good. We
should have enough moves which are a part of
theme in order to have a clear path towards
completion, but not too many as it might limit
us.

Quantity of variations is much less important in
long problems, as each variation contains many
moves. Two variations is the absolute minimum
for a three-mover, we will try to aim for that.

Position 1

#3 2+1
We have to decide what piece we want to unpin,
and what line that would be. We should look for a
piece that has multiple squares to mate, otherwise
the mate will be the same. A knight is a prime
candidate for such schemes, as it easy to arrange
two mates.

Position 2: We pinned the black pinning piece,
so it would not be able to capture with check. It
was possible to allow the capture and create a
variation, but it should be slightly harder to
arrange. In both cases we would “waste” a white

.0pPY9 LM NYTY LR NPYR WIPR 2NTPR oOPhna
T2 DR OINAN SOPITINTIRG DN M1 aven
.0°Yon 3-2 v NPYa Hw Mnn

77120 DWW i MY PROIN0 MWY? aveit SN0
%P 2v%0n DWW 770 7120 DY WAT av N2
71277 DIWORN TR MR .PYAT NRbwad R
PY00n VWD TVRWAY O3 IR ,ATAYE YW AN 7210
R°71 NIRT 72°WN 772 77700 LTI 107 VOAT? NI By
2177 ,NIAR YA W anTR? XN RT3 NoMAn

AN 9173 YRR

DOWYNRY M2V L..0°N2°T QY PN

93 7> By 0v12% ©°95 HW 7707 RIT NIMAW XU
DVIRMA DYORTA DI VP T ORW 30
MW 99377 97 DY 1A YoM NN YOR (0 URAN
XU P90 22070 0°Y0n pro0n 117 N1 ov0X
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piece. While pinning is easier, it does make the
rook look a little unused.

| decided to try and go with a queen as the pinned
piece. It should be a pleasant piece too as it has
multiple mating squares. Other options, such as
a Bishop/Rook/Pawn, are possible and more
difficult (But maybe more interesting!)

Position 3
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#3 2+2

Position 3: Now we have to decide how our
variations will look — checks or quiet moves. Quiet
continuations are always much more beautiful, but
very hard to control. Let’s go with checks. The
checking piece will be captured, and the queen will
mate, somehow...

Position 4: What are the motivations for the mate?
How to differentiate between the knight checks?
A simple solution is to unblock a square for the
white queen, let’s try!

Position 5
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#3 5+5
2. »fd6+ cxd6 3. Wis#; 2. Hed6+ cxd6 3. Wea#

Position 5: This seems reasonable. The variations
are logically fine: white unpins the queen and then
the queen replaces the knight. We could of course
look for other motivations, with a dual-avoidance
mechanism. Although that should create a better
problem, we are trying to make some easy
decisions that would allow for easier composing.

We will try to fill the position and get a sense of
our progress. As usuall, we will work in ‘post-key’
mode, meaning that our composing process is post-
key and we will worry about the key later on.
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Position 6: There are many issues to be seen, let’s
list some small and big. Well, we have the
variations but no threat or defenses... that is
probably the largest hole at this point.
White can just check twice with the knights on d6é
and mate. The queen can jump to g4. The refutation
Sd5 is really annoying.

I have a trick — that is not so great for the value of
the problem, but it is much easier to go forward.
One of the variations will be the threat, and the
other a variation. This lowers the number of
variations, and the symmetry between the thematic
ones... but it will be easier to complete.

Position 7: This is a common trick where a black
defense unguards a square near its king but opens
a line for another piece. The issue of the knight
mate on d6 is also solved, as €3 is now guarded by
both knights, which means only one of them can
leave.

One main issue with the chosen path is that this
defense determines the direction of the pawns,
which means no lovely board rotations when we
are stuck. It is a harsh limitation, and in general |
would suggest not to determine the direction of the
pawns as a part of the mechanism unless it is totally
unavoidable.

We are pretty close, the next hard enemy is the
refutation Sd5, for that we will have to be original.
Position 8: After some efforts trying to arrange a
continuation, | noticed that it is not required to
defend the rook with another rook. Changing this
created a new weird variation, which is fine.
In many cases there would be several very difficult
defenses to deal will, and that will cost some pieces
and beauty. But a less beautiful completed problem
is better than no problem at all.

Well, that seems to work, it is time to search for a
key.

Position 9
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#3 9+10
Set Play: 1...exf5+ 2. Axc6+ ~ 3. &xf5#
Solution: 1.%xe6! [2.55fd6+ cxd6 3. & 5]
1...d3 2.&cd6+ cxd6 3.%cd# 1...50d5 2.4.xC6
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#3 9+10
Set Play: [2.2fd6+ exd6 3. f5#]
1...d3 2. Hed6+ exd6 3.%ca# 1...4Hd5!
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1...5d5 2.4xc6 [3.4xd5, Wxd5#]

2..0Xc6 3.&xd5#
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Position 9: One possibility is entering the pin line
by capturing a black piece. We have to make sure
there is no unanswered check in the set-play
otherwise the problem is almost unsound.
It is not so easy to find a pleasant solution here, as
the white forces are very strong and very close
around the black king.
The situation is not terrible as we do have freedom,
which is not always the case. Now that we have a
complete problem it is, as always, time to review
and improve.
Analysis should always be spent on the purity of
the thematic play, as it is the dominant feature of
the problem. Here, we can see one small impurity,
the white knight on f5 does not have the option to
sacrifice itself on g3, similarly to his counterpart
that has this option on d2. This fact means that
there is almost no real unpin in the threat, just an
illusion as white does not have the option to
sacrifice in a different way. Although it might
seem a bizarre way of thinking, it is very important
to allow ‘tries’ that actually show why the intended
theme of the problem works. A quick way to verify
all of this is simply moving the king away from the
pin line - and indeed the threat is the same.
Back to post-play positions...
Position 10: A white rook was added - this is why
we tried to be economic, just in case we will need
more pieces to express our idea! And another set
of small touches before looking for a key again...
Position 11
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#3 10+9
1.7 - 2.5fd6+ 1...5d5 2. 4xc6 1...d3 2.4cd6+
Position 11: Spreading the pieces around the board
gives a slightly better impression. The white pawn
on g4 looks better than the two black pawns.
The 5 knight is somewhat over-attacked visually,
but the change should be worth it. And now back
to finding a key, let’s try a different one.
Position 12: After searching for a while, | did not
find really pleasant options. The key by the knight
seems best, it does not capture pieces and is not
under attack in the initial positions, very important
flaws to avoid.
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#3 10+10
1.5¢c4! [2.5fd6+ (2.593?) 2...exd6 3.&54]
1...d3 2.5cd6+ (2.£d2?) exd6 3.&ca#
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One piece was added, seems fine. Is this better than
capturing on e6? Hmmmmnm........
Flnal Posmon
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ﬁé@@/
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#3 10+10
Set: 1...exf5+ 2. AXc6+ Hxch 3. Wxfo#
1.%xe6! [2.5fd6+ 2...exd6 3.%f54]

1...d3 2.55cd6+ exd6 3. %ca# 1...50d5 2.4xc6
Final Position: | like the thematic motivation of
the key slightly more, especially as the content of
the problem is rather small. It is a somewhat brutal
capture, together with a set-play check for black,
but I find it better than the key with the knight on
b2.

How to finally evaluate the problem? Well, it
works. .. Not the best and greatest thematic content
but we were able to systematically make easy
decisions along the way. There were challenges
along the composing process that required some
technical solutions like the 1...Sd5 refutation or
finding a threat.

The end result shows two nice variations, with a
somewhat thematic key. Not the lightest position
in history but 20 pieces is not so bad for a three-
mover. And, as always, the dedicated reader can
continue from any point, taking the harder
decisions and reaching a better result!

1...5d5 2.4xc6
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Jubilee tourney ""Mark Erenburg 60"

The Israeli Chess Composition Society announces an international jubilee tourney on the occasion
of the 60" birthday of Mark Erenburg. This tourney will be in two sections:

Section A: helpmates in 3 moves with white queen, at least one white rook and at least one white
bishop in the initial position. Additional pieces without limitations.

Section B: selfmates in 3 or more moves. The number of moves is not limited, but the composer is
asked to specify the type of solving program that was used for checking the problem.

Fairy pieces and conditions are not allowed.

Judge: Mark Erenburg. Closing date: 10/10/2019.

The entries should be sent by e-mail to the address: mgrubnerel@gmail.com

Prizes: in each section 1%t Prize- 50 euro, 2™ Prize- 40 euro, 3" Prize- 30 euro.
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The 15" international Solving Contest 2019 in Israel.
Front: the brothers Adi & Hadar Menachem. Back, right to left (not hidden): Chaim Temes, Omer
Friedland, Mordechai Chovnik, Ofer Comay, Arik Friedman & Israel Hirsh.
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Brothers Ily & Harel Fester in action. Right to left, in front: Ehud Goldberg & Chaim
Behind: Chaim Temes, Toy Ehrlich Temes; Behind: Mark Erenburg & Israel Tal.

& Hadar Menachem
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Cat. [Last name First Name Tot. Time Place Overall
Place

1 [Comay Ofer 165 24000 14
1 |Friedland Omer 33.5 240 2-3 52-55
1 [Goldberg Ehud 33.5 240 2-3 | 52-55
1 |Chovnik Mordechai 32.5 240 4 59-60
1 |Erenburg Mark 28.5 2401 5 81-83
1 |Ehrlich Roy 25 235] 6 101
1 |Strasman Nery 15 240 7 177-181
1 [Temes Chaim 12 240 8 |204-209
1 [Krochmalnik Andrei 10 240| 9-10 | 221-231
1 [Nisim Yonatan 10 240| 9-10 | 221-231
2 |Maayan  David 33.5 240F 27
2 |Shtern David 31 240 2 33-34
2 |Halevi Danny 27 240] 3 42-43
2 |Salmon Nadav 20 238 4 68
2 |Shani Dan 18 235 5 71-72
2 |Eliav Refael 16 240 6 82-88
2 |Tal Israel 11 2401 7 96-99
2 |Brenner Chalom 10 240 8 101-107
2 [Hirsh Israel 5 240 9-10 | 125-131
2 |Friedman Arik 5 240| 9-10 | 125-131
3 |Menachem  Adi 15 SSF 74
3 |Fester Ily 6.5 44 2 134
3 |Fester Harel 6.5 45 3 135
3 |Menachem Hadar 5 63| 4 142
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Unexpected meeting in Tel Aviv, right to left: Peter Gvozdjak, Ofer Comay & Paz Einat.



