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All of the above — Gady Costeff

. Gady Costeff (original)
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Ay / / 77 v u
Wm btm 15+15 6. ﬁxd2+ 7.8%xcl 10..%xa7 11.2xf7+ 17.bx06+ &HXC6
1..Bxh2+ 2.%g1 Hxc2+ 8.%bl Hxb2+  &e8 12.He7+ &d8 18.4xg6 dxe5 19.fxe5
Hgxg2+ 3.%5f1 de2+  9.%xb2 Exb2+ 13.8xd7+ &c8 &d5
4.8xe2 Hf2+ 5.%el 10.%xb2 14.8c7+ b8
Hxe2+ 6.%d1 15.8xb7+ &xb7

16.Bxb7+ &xb7
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20@5\3 @e4 21.<§xa4 23.&c6!! Bg5! Reciprocal zugzwang.
H5 22.b5 Hxg6 24.5d7! Bf5 25.2d6!  25..Fed 26.Hxeb

26 captures, followed by a known reciprocal zugzwang.

The first thing to notice is the contrast between the “ugly” 26-capture first phase and the
“beautiful” 4-piece classic finale. Having the reader experience this dissonance between
the profane and the sublime was the main idea of this study.

Secondly, engineering 26 accurate captures requires a mechanism as difficult as that of any
complex study or extreme task. Consequently, there is a second dissonance, this time
between the brutal 26 captures, and the constructional artistry required to produce them.

The third dissonance is that this is a “classic” study. It uses only the necessary material to
show the idea. Since every piece is thematic, removing any of the 30 units would reduce
the artistic impact, whether that impact is attraction or disgust.

I used humor to examine the artistic effects of dissonance, pattern and its elements, and the
meaning of classic, but who cares? More readers would just consider the study a farce.
Even more popular may be “crap”. At the risk of more dissonance, perhaps “all of the
above” fits best.



Hillel Aloni Memorial Tourney
Israel Ring Tourney Studies 2017

Judge: Ofer Comay
When the tourney was announced, it was supposed to be Hillel’s 80 Jubilee tourney, but sadly it
became Hillel’s memorial tourney during 2017.Hillel was my mentor to the area of studies, almost
50 years ago (!!). About this tourney, my original plan was to make the difficult task of judging, and
then consult with him and receive his final touch about the award. This did not happen.
I received 25 studies, and the level of the tournament was high. This award reflects my taste and it
is not supposed to define which study is better by any objective criteria.
By the way, the last three studies in the award are masterpieces, so | suggest reading to the end...

15t Prize: Var. 2928 Steffen Nielsen & Martin Minski Steffen Nielsen
A brilliant combination, in the spirit of the famous Adams-Torre game, of Martin Minski
mate threats on the 8th row. The sequence starts with 2...Qxc5!! 3.Ra5!!! 1 Prize

and continues with several sacrifices by both sides. The combination is more H. Aloni MT 2017
“balanced” then the original Adams-Torre game — here both sides make
sacrifices on almost every move.

1.5 1.h6? &Hed 2.hxg7+ ©xg7 3.8h7+ &g8 4.4f5 Wal+ 5.2bl ¥xbl+
6.%xbl d3 1..&ncd 1..4c6 2.h6 ( 2.82f4 He7) 2..%al+ 3.2bl ¥xbl+
4:%xbl Hal 5.hxg7+ &xg7 6.2Eh7+ &g8 7.%xal Axal 8.Hxc7 wins; 7 '
1...£b3 2.8xb3 ¥xc5 3.%ed ¥d5 4.2bl wins 2.12f4 2.h6? 2...%al+ 3.2bl /” / / ﬁ/
wxbl+ 4.9xbl Bal 5.hxg7+ &xg7 6.5h7+ 98 7.&xal fAxal 8.8xc7 d3 vy ) &
=; 2.8b1? 2..%a2 ( 2..5e3) 3.h6 ¥&xg2+; 2..¥xc5!! 3.Ha5!! 3.Hxc5? Win 049
Hal+; 3.%xc5? Bal+; 3...He8 3...4xa5 4.%xc5; 3...0%xa5 4.%xcb; 3...%xa5

4.4f8+; 3..Hxab 4.%f8+ ( 4.%c8+); 4. %ed! 4.Hed? Eb8 ( 4..%f8);

4.8xc5? Hel#; 4.%xc5? Hel#; 4.\ c6! 4..Exed 5.8a8+ 5. %e7! 5.Haf5? Gady Costeff
Ab4 6.5f8+ Axf8 7.Exf8+ Exf8 8.%xc6 Eb8 9.%e4 Hnd2; 5.%xc6? Hel#; ond prize
5.8f8+? Hxf8 6.%xc6 &Hxab ( 6...4xab); 5...Q,b4 5...Hxe7 6.5f8#; 5...5g8 H. Aloni MT 2017
6.h6 (6.818); 5...208 6.%f7+ ( 6.H2af5) 6.%xb4 ¥d6 6....0d6 7.2al 7.Eed 8 T W
Wxb4 8.Exe8+ wins // /ﬁ_/ //

2" Prize: Var. 71p.5 Gady Costeff

The black queen has two choices, and in each choice white succeeds to build
the well-known fortress on a different corner. A fantastic accomplishment!
A 1. . &xal+ 2.2 Wa7+ 3.&g2 A xd7 4.cxd7 ¥b7+ 5.&gl! a subtle
retreat 5...¥yxd7 6.3g3! ¥xd6 7..ne4! The Karstedt fortress on the
kingside. Draw.

B. 1..¥xh1+ 2.&d2 ¥h6+ 3.&c2 Qxd7 4.cxd7 ¥g6+ 5.&cl! a subtle
retreat 5..%xd6 6.)d4! ¥xd7 7.&bl! The Karstedt fortress on the Pavel Arestov
queenside. Draw. 3-5" Prize

3-5t Prize: Var. 3022 Pavel Arestov H. /AlojMT/ZO”
The study starts with an interesting knight sacrifice, continues with a tricky % 7 /
move (f4!) and ended with a queen sacrifice and stalemate. / / /
1.%d3+ 2.&el Ng2+! 3. ¥xg2 Wd2+ 4.HfL e2+ 5. &gl el=+ " /
6.2xel+ ¥xel+ 7.&h2 &e5+ 8.f4! 8.%h3 ¥h5+ 9.89g3 g5+ 10.%h3 /g/ / &
Wxg2+ 11.8xg2 2d7 8... & xf4+ 9.h3 W5+ 10.&h4 al=% 11.c8=v¥+! K

.
Wrxc8 12. g8+ &d7 13.%d5+ &c7 14.¥e5+! Wrxe5 stalemate. /@
7 /%

] //,%7/ %/




3-5" Prize: Var. 3023 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely Michal Hlinka

| assumed that the mutual zugzwang position was found in the 6-pieces Lubos Kekely
database. When judging a database study | use some guidelines: (a) all the 3-5" Prize
variations must be understood by human being, without too much efforts; H. Aloni MT 2017

(b) the addition to the database finding should be significant. Here, the )k
composers added a knight sacrifice (3.Se6+!) and the try (5.Kb3?). The ] /% ’

4 ?

zugzwang is very clear: if the black king is on e4 and white king is on a3,
then black can solve his problem by playing Ra5+! and Ree5! But, if the
black king is on e5, then the move Ree5! is no longer possible.

1.5)c8! 1.5e6+? Rexeb! Wins ; 1.8.c6? &xg5 2.%c2 Hed 3.%c3 2d8 4.55¢4
Hb8 5.d6 Hel 6.%d2 Hebl 7.d7 &f6 8..d6 Pe7 9.0f5+ ©d8 wins; /

1.5h3+? $g3 2.5a4 Exd5 3.5c3 Exb5+ 4.5xb5 Hb7 5.%c2 Exbs 6.5g1 %’// 7 v
B2 7.0h3+ Le3 wins; 1...Hel+ 1...Hxd5 2.5h3+ &g3 3.0%e7 Exb5+ Draw 5+3
4.%c2 Hxh3 5.%d3 = 2.&b2! 2.8&c2? Bxd5 3.0h3+ &g3 4.4.c4 Hd8 5.0b6 &xh3 wins 2...Exd5
3.e6+! 3.5h3+? g3 wins 3...Exe6 4.Q.c4 Fe5 4...Fed 5.%b3! = 5.Fa3! zz 5.%b3? ed! zz
6.4xd5+ &xd5 7.2bd Hcb6 8.%a5 Lb7 wins; 5.%c3? Bc5 wins 5...Fe4 6.FHb3! {zz 6.%b4? Hd4
wins 6...&e5 7.&a3 zz 7.4xd5? &xd5 8.%b4 &c6 9.5Ha7+ b6 10.4¢c8+ b7 wins 7...Fed
8.&b3 2z 8...&d4 9.&ba! Hde5 10.0.xe6 draw.

3-5™ Prize: Var. 3029 Oleg Pervakov Oleg Pervakov
Here again we have a database problem. The preferred way to show a mutual 3-5" Prize
zugzwang is showing a try and a solution, each arrive to the same MZzZ H. Aloni MT 2017
position. Here in the try 3.Rh8+!? we find two interesting MZZ situations. |77 &

3...Rd8 4.Rxd8+ Kxd8 5.Kxh2 Kc8 MZZ. Because if the rook movestoh?  |&% H 7

6.Rh7 then the black queen gets out (e.g.: 3...Qe4 4.Rh8+ Kc7 5.a8=Q 7% % %
Qe3+ with perpetual check. This perpetual check doesn’t work if the rook %7 %7 %7 %,/ p
is on f or g file. If white plays 6.Rg7 then 6...h3! Leads to another type of %7 %7 %7
Mzz: 7.Kgl Qd5 and white cannot play 8.Rg8+ because the rook is / /// 0 // =
captured with check. Those two MZZ positions appear in the solution again, 4% / / 1
but with black to move. . z

1.Ecd7+ Hc8 1...2e8 2.8 de7+ &f8 3.2h8+ xe7 4.Exa8 Hal 5.%xh2 Win 4+5
&f7 6.2h8 Exa7 7.2h7+ 2. Bdf7 Ed1 3.12f8+ Thematic try: 3.2h8+ Hd8 4.Exd8+ &xd8 5.&xh2
&c8 (5...2e8 6.2h7) 6.297 h3 mzz 7.%gl ¥d5! 8.2g8+?? ¥xg8+ (check) 3...2d8 4.Hxd8+
Hxd8 5.xh2 &Hc8 6.8f7! mzz h3 7.8g7 mzz 7...%d5 8.Kg8+ wins.

6" Prize: Var. 3027 Peter Krug Peter Krug
The study contains two different spirits, one in the active fore play and the 6" Prize
other in the accurate play in the end of the study. The crowded fore play H. Aloni MT 2017
contains several strong sacrifices and interesting tries, and | liked those. The
minor duals reduced a bit the study placing.

1.g4! 1.8xf3? He3ll; 1.g3? Hc2! 2.5e4 ( 2.8xf3+ &h2 3.0b5 Hcl+)
2..Bf8! 3.%xh6 Ha8 1..Bxf2+ 1..hxg3 2.&xf3+ g2+ 3.&xe2 h2 4.Hed
2.Hxf2 Hxgd+ 3.Felll 3.Bf1? Hh2+ 4.%xh2+ &xh2 5.5ed+ e5!! (
5..100g3? 6.4e5!) 3..f2+ 4.Bfl 4.De2? Hh2 5.&xf2 Hg2+ 6.%e3 Hg3+
4.2+ 5. ¥%xh2+ &xh2 6.,e4+ Hg3 6...e5 7.4xe5+ wins 7.Q.f4 (or
7.4b8) 7..&h1l 8.xf2+ &h2 9.4.e5! ZZ 9.5e4? &hl 10.4xg3 hxg3
11.5xg3+ &h2 12.%f2 e6! Zugzwang for White! 9.4.c¢7? e5) 9...e6 10.5\e4
&hl 11. 4 xg3 hxg3 12..1xg3+ wins, e.g: 12...%h2 13.5e4 (or 13.%f2)
13...e5 14.%f2 Hh1 15.5f6 &h2 16.55g4+ wins.




1stHonourable Mention: Var. 3030 Amatzia Avni

A lot of action: each side sacrifices his queen, and the study ends with a
quiet rook sacrifice and a mating net.

1..93+ 2.8g2 2.fxg3? Whi+ 3.&xhl cl=%+ 4.&h2 Wxd2+ 5.2h3 g4+
6.2h4 Wh2+ 7.%95 Wd2+ 8.%xg4 Wdl+ 9.%f4 &fl+= 2..¥hl+ 3.&xhl
cl=%+ 4.&g2 ¥xd2 4...4d5+ 5.5e4+ 5. & xe7+! Although two rooks up,
this is the only way for white to avoid a draw; 5.%g3 ¥f4+; 5.&h3?
gxf2.5...Hxe7 6.5396+ 6.8h7+? 6 7.2 xc6+ Df5 6... 7 6...2d7 7.HHeb+
(also 7.Bb7+) &c7 8.Exc6+ &b79.2h7+ &b8 10.5b6+ &c8 11.52f6 wins
7.0e5+ &e6 8.8Bxc6+ Hxe5 9.Q97+ &5 10.2f6+ and not 10.218+?
&g4 10...%g4 11.8d8! Deflecting the black queen 11...Q4.d5+ 12.Hxd5
Wxd5+ 13.f3+ &h5 14. Bh6#

2" Honourable Mention: Var. 2977 Michal Hlinka & Lubos Kekely
Another database finding. The authors added the beautiful 2.Bd2! which
leads after 2...Qxd2+ 3.Ke7! to a mutual zugzwang. If the study could show
in a try the same MZZ with white to play, then it could have won a prize.
The quite 6.Qg4! is nice, but the main wvariation doesn’t seem
straightforward, and | guess that the authors looked in the database for a
decisive variation with no duals.

1.b8=% Hed+ 1..Fcd+ 2.%e8 Wd4 3.5c3+ wins 2..8,d2! 2.2e8? &hb+ =;
2.9e7? ¥h5! 3.4d6 Wh7+ 4.2d8 ¥h8+ 5.%d7 ¥xb8 = 2...#xd2+ 3.¢&e7!
zz 3...Hcb 3...%e2 4.2d7! Wins; 3...%f4 4.%b1+! wins 4.%a8+ 4.&4b7+?
Bd5! = 4...Bd5 4...%d5 5.%ad+ Hc4 6.2g4+ wins 5. %ad+ &Heb5 5...%d4
6.2 g4+ wins 6.%g4! 6.2g4? &e3! =; 6.296? ¥d4 =; 6.&h4? Bd7+ 7.%e8
&d6! =; 6.%e8? Hf4 = 6..Hd3 7.&h5+ 7.%e6+? &d4! 8.%f6+ &cd
9.%ab+ &c3 = 7..%d4 8.2gd+ &3 9. %ab+ 9.%eb+? &c2= 9..&b2
10.Eb4+ wins.

34 Honourable Mention: Var. 2925 Jan Timman

Interesting duel between the bishop and the knight.

l.ed4! 1.e3 d1=Q 2.4xd1l &el 3.0f3+ &xdl 4.2g2 dxe3 5.g4 Fe2 = )(
1.4h3+ el! 2.0f3+ &Hxe2 = 1...dxe3 2.0g2 d1=N! 2...e2 3.84h3 d1=% (
3...e1=5 4.5f4+ £Hg2 5.0%g2 Pe2 6.494+ wins ) 4.0h4+ Hel 5.0f3#
3.8xdle24.Qc2!'el=N!4..el1=%5.2d3+ ¥e2 6.,)Hf4 wins 5. §.a4! 5.4b3
Pe2 6.4c4+ 2d2=5...nf3+ 5...2e2 6.40b5+ $d2 7.20f4 wins 6.&h1 Hd4
7.8d1! He2 8.4.b3! 8.g4? Hec3 9.4b3 Fe2 10.4cd+ 2d2 11..0f4 Hxa2
12.92 Hb4 13.&xf2 &c3 14. 47 &d4 15.95 2eb5 16.96 £f6 17.40h5+ &e7
=8...2axg3+ 9.&h2 &e2 10.&xg3 f1=% 11.4.c4+ wins.

4™ Honourable Mention: Var. 2972 Vladimir Bulanov & Eugene
Fomichev

Interesting pawn sacrifice which enables the white knight to reach the king
side in time. The play starts with mate threats and ends with promotion and
stalemate.

1..Bf11..96+2.%h6 Hfl 3.8b2+ 2. ¥xf1l g6+ 3.&h6 QAe54.4.b2! 4 xb2
5.c3! thematic try: 5.%al Axal 6.&5xal f4 7.5Hb3 3 8.gxf3 h3 wins
5..8xc3 6.%al QAxal 7.59xal f4 8.&nc2! 3 9.55e3 fxg2 10..3xg2 h3
11..3f4 h2 12..2h3! h1=¥ stalemate

Amatzia Avni
1StHM
H. Aloni MT 2017
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5% Honourable Mention: Var. 2926 Pavel Arestov Pavel Arestov
The final knight capture and the mate are known, but the lay that leads to 51 HM

this position flows very well with accurate moves and good introduction. H. Aloni MT 2017
1.8d5+ &f4 2. 825+ &xf5 3.4.d3+ &Hf4 4. 4xc2 hd 4..g4 5.5093 hd
6.2h5+ &g5 7.97 5.%gl! g4 6..3f2 g3 7.0h3+ &g4 8.4.d3! &xh3
8...&h5 lasts another 41 moves 9. Q f5#

Commendation: Var. 2929 David Gurgenidze & Martin Minski
1.Bb2! Bxb7 2..0c4+ 2.84b3? Bb4l 3.8d5+ &b = 2...Fas 3. Q.e8+ Hb5
4.55c214.a3? Aab! =4... Qa5 4...92 5.2b4# "pin pin" mate 5. 8xb5 5.2b3?
Ac3! 6.%cl Wf4+ = 5. ¥xb5+ 6.b2#

Commendation: Var. 2975 Jan Timman Win 4+5
1.Af4 Qxf4 1. %ed 2. Qxe5+ ¥xe5 3.&xf2 &d5+ 4.Le7 Wed+ 5.2d6 Wd3+ 6.2c7 &xg8 7.4¢c5
#cd 8.4¢6 wins 2.%c2! 2.00f6 We3 = 2..f1=¥ 2...%c1 3.96 Wxc2 4.97+ @h7 5..0f6+ &h6 6.95+
Bxg5 7.98=+ Hf5 8.%g6+ Deb5 9.%xc2 fl1=% 10.%c5#; 2...%d2 3.Wh7+ &xh7 4.g6+ &h8 5.g7+
&h7 6..5f6+ &h6 7.g5+ Axg5 ( 7...2xg5 8.98=%+ &5 9.&g4+ He5 10.%e6+ &d4 11.%d5+)
8.98=0#; 2...%al 3.50f6 wins 3.¥h7+! &xh7 4.g6+ &h8 5.g7+ &h7 6.6+ &h6 7.g5+!

BHxg5 7...4xg5 8.g8=n# 8.9g8=%+ HT5 9.%c8+ &eb 10. % c5#

Commendation: Var. 3024 Pavel Arestov & Daniel Keith

1..8.95! 1.%c8+? ¥g8 2.b7 (2.%h3+ ¥h7 3.%c3+ ¥g7) 2..Bxb5+ 3.&xc2 Exb7! 4.%xb7 ¥g6+!
5.%d2 (5.2b3 Wf7+) 5...%g5+! 6.2d1 Wgl+ 7.2e2 ¥xcl=; 1.b7? Wxb7 2.%h3+ &g8 3.%h3+
&h7 4.%xc2+ &g8 5.%g6+ Hh8!=; 1.bxc7? ¥g7+ 2.%b3 ¥Wxc7 3.4b2+ &g8=; 1.&f8+? &h7=;
1.%f6+? &g7=1...Bxb5+! 1...c1=¥+ 2.&xcl &fl+ 3.%d2 Ha2+ 4.%c3 Wal+ (4...%el+ 5.%b3)
5.%c4 Had+ 6.%d5 Zd4+ (6...2d4+ 7.2eb) 7.6 Bd6+ 8.2xc7 wins 2.¥yxb5 c1=%+! 3. A xc1!
3.9xcl? ¥gl+ 4.8c2 Wxf2+ 5.8d2 cxb6= 3...&xf2+ 4.@all 4.%bl? &xb6= 4...#xb6 4...cxb6
5.8b2+ &g8 6.%e8+ Hh7 7.%4h5+ &g8 8.%g6+ 8 9.2a3+ wins 5. Qb2+ Hh7 6.&h5+ g8
7.&e8+ Hh7 8.7+ &h6 9. Q.cl+ wins.

The last three studies in this award are beautiful masterpieces, which could receive prizes in any
decent tourney. However, all of them have significant anticipations, and in all of them the
anticipations were composed by the composers themselves. The last one fixes a cook in a previous
version. | decided to give them Special Mentions. And to the readers | just recommend to read and
enjoy those beautiful studies.

Special Mention: Var. 2973 Yochanan Afek & Martin Minski

1.¥h2+! 1.8f3+? &h6! 2.8h3+ &g7=; 1.0f7? Fab+! 2.%d2 ¥d3+ 3.%el (3.%cl &dl+ 4.%b2
Whil+ =) 3..%c3+ 4.2 &ch+ 5.8292 Aed+! 6.%xed &f2+! { Mgl+1} 7.8xf2 {model stalemate}
) 1..g4 1..%g5 2.5f7+ wins 2.¥g2+ &h4 2...&h5 3.%h3+ wins 3..3g6+! A.xg6 4.h8=Q+!

A h5+! 4. . %xh8 5.%h2+ { [&h1+} 5...205 6.%xh8 wins 5.#g4+!1 5.&2? &el+! (5...%xh8?
6.%g3# model mate with block on h5) 6.%xel pin model stalemate 5...&xg4 6.%xal wins

David Gurgenidze Pavel Arestov Yochanan Afek
Martin Minski Jan Timman Daniel Keith Martin Minski
Com Com Com Sp.Mention
H. Aloni MT 2017 H. Aloni MT 2017 H. AIoni MT 2017 H. Aloni MT 2017
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Special Mention: Var. 3025 Anatoly Skripnik Anatoly Skripnik
1..e5 1..5¢5 2.%a8 Ag7 3.4xg7+ &xg7 4.dxc5= 2. 4 xe5 Qe7+ 3.%g3! Sp.Mention
3.&xg4? dxeb 4.%ab+ Ph7 5.%xc4 Hxds+ 6.%h5 &g7! zz 7.%a4 Hb4 zz_H. Aloni MT 2017
8.%e8 Zhd# 3..Bd3+ 4.&Bxg4 dxe5 5.%a6+ &g7 5..%h7 6.%g6+ xgb 4
stalemate 6.&xc4 Bxd4+ 7.&h5 zz 7... Bf4 7...Hxc4 stalemate 8. %e4 Hxed
stalemate

Special Mention: Var. 3028 Yochanan Afek

1.e6 ¥h6 2..Hha6 bxab 3.c7+ ¥xc7+ 4.@xc7 Qa5+ 5.Fc8 el=F
5...e1=% 6.d8=5) ¥xe8 stalemate 6.d8=¥ Hcl+ 7.Q.c6+ HExc6+ 8.Fd7+
A xd8 9.FHxc6=

Partial anticipations Draw Be 4+7
Torre: Adams-Torre 1921 Yochanan Afek
1.%g4! b5 2.%c4! &d7 3.%c7! Wh5 4.a4! (4.%xb7? Wxe2!) 4...%xad Sp.Mention
5.52e4! ¥h5 6.%xb7! wins. H Aloni MT 2017

Yochanan Afek 2™ Prize Milescu MT, 2012

1.Bh5+! &xg6 2.¥g8+! &xh5 3.h7 Qxc6+ 4.&eb 5.&xd5 Hch+ 6.Fed
Eixe5+! 7.%d3 He3+! 8.¢%xe3 al=Q 9.h8=Q+ QA.h6+ 10.Wg5+! Hxg5
11.%xal wins

Sergei Didukh &Anatoly Skripnik 2™ Prize Kudesnik 2009

1. c4! x5+ 2.8xf5 HNHeb5 3. Bh5+! 3.Exe5? fxe5+ 4.8xg4 Hd4+ 5.%h5
&g7! (5...8xcd?) 6.%ad Eb4d! 7.%e8 Hhd# 3..Fg7 4.Exe5 fxed+ 5.¢xg4
Hd4+ 6.h5! Bf47.&e4! Hxe4 stalemate

Yochanan Afek Cheron MT, 1982 Torre
1..2b6! 1.d6? La5 1...axb6 2.d6! Q.93 2...4h4 3.a7+ Fxa7 4.%c7 3.d7 A.h4
4.a7+! Gxa7 5.Fc7 Ag3+ 6.Hc8 el=¥ 6..e1=1 7.b8=%+! (7.d8=H?
He8) 7...4xb8 8.d8=% Hcl+ 9.%d7 Hdl+ 10.%c6! Exd8 stalemate 7.d8=&H!
We8 8.b8=%+! @ xb8 stalemate.

Yochanan Afek Roycroft JT, 1978
1.cxd6 f3 2. 4 h4+ Hf13.d7 fxe2 4.d8=H cook: 4.d8=% e1=4 5.%f6+ A f3+
6.Wxf3+ Hxf3 7.416! Hel 8.nd Hd3 9.4.d4; 4...e1=¥ 5 Ef8+ wins

Yochanan Afek  S. Didukh A. Skripnik
2 Prize 2" Prize Yochanan Afek Yochanan Afek
Milescu |v|T 2012 Kudesnik 2009 (;h/eron MT 1982 Ro croft JT, 1978
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Win 7+6 Draw 4+7 Win 6+4

I want to thank Gady Costeff for his search for anticipations, and all the composers who composed
to the honor of Hillel Aloni. It’s a pity he could not enjoy the studies that were composed for this
event.

Tel Aviv, June 2018.




The half-pin to direct self-pin reciprocal changes — Paz Einat

One of the first mechanisms for reciprocal changes | encountered, during my first years of
composing in the 1970’s, involves one phase with a half-pin and a second with direct self-pins. |
will elaborate on the mechanism when discussing problem No.2. | was reminded of this mechanism
by a postal mail | received from Raffi Ruppin with a gift of printed awards from the mid-1950’s (we
will publish them on our web site). These included a problem by Raffi (See No.4 below), which
brought back some memories and various problems exploiting this mechanism | had encountered
over the years.

But let us start from the beginning. It is amazing to realize that the first glimpse of the mechanism
can be found in the first intentional reciprocal changes problem ever composed (an earlier reciprocal
changes problem from 1920 exists but it involves a “fortunate” try clearly not intended by the
composer). In the set play we have a nice half-pin: 1...c4 2.55xc6 A# 1...4xe4 2.d4 B# but the key
1.%el ! (zz) abandons the half-pin line and the mates are exchanged. 1...c4 2.d4 B# relies on the
new guard of e4 by the WQ but 1...8xe4 2.5xc6 A# is more interesting. The mate is enabled as BB
is now self-pinned.

No.2 is the first to realize the full mechanism. Here, the set play involves the direct self-pins 1...£.xd3
2.8b4 A# 1...%xd3 2.5e3 B# The key 1.%g4 ! [2.%a4#] abandons the pin-line and creates the half-
pin. Now the mates are reciprocally changed in a most natural way 1...4xd3 2.5e3 B# 1...%xd3
2.8b4 A# Evidently, what makes this reciprocal changes so smooth and natural is the fact that we
always have pin-mates but there is a reciprocal change of the pinning which drives the mechanism.
Another piece of beauty here is the battery mate 2. &b4# with nice use of the WK. The problem,
however, is not without a blemish as there are duals after 1...%f7,%d5 2.5He3&4.b4# It looks difficult
to correct these in this scheme as the 4" row must be open for the threat and a BR on 3 would still
have a dual after the move to f4.

Our veteran composer, Israel Han, was the first to compose a dual-free problem with this
mechanism. We first encountered this problem, No.3, when preparing the book “Isracli Chess
Problem Art”. The thematic black pieces are rook and knight 1...Exc6 2.Ee6 A# 1...5xc6 2.£c5 B#
with clear half-pin play. The key offers a thematic pin-mate threat 1.¥b7 ! [2.2xc4#] and now
1...Hxc6 2.£¢c5 B# 1....oxc6 2.5e6 A# Note how the choice of the Ze6 mate nicely uses the knight
pins on both d4 and c6.

As mentioned above, No.4 is the first problem | encountered with this mechanism. We are back to
the BQ & BB combination 1...%xe8 2.Exc6 A# 1...4xe8 2.5e7 B# Here, the choice of threat made
it easier to avoid duals 1.%g8 ! [2.£5xd6#] 1...%xe8 2.5e7 B# 1...2.xe8 2.EHxc6 A# A very nice, and
artistic, element here is the use of a white half-pin to prevent the thematic mates of becoming cooks
1.Bxc6+? & 1.5He7+? This element enhances the entire combination to a higher degree of beauty!

1 william J. Faulkner 2 3 Israel Han 4
4" Prize The Good Leo Valve 1%t Prize Israeli Raffi Ruppin
Companion Chess Tidskrift for Schack Problemists Association 1% Prize Israel Ring
Problem Club 1924 1946 Buletin 1947-48 Tourney 1955
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Going back to Faulkner’s problem, mutates are always unique, making the solution more dramatic
as everything is ready in the diagram position. Note how BSf6 and BPf5 are nicely dealt with. The
author of No.5, whose name is more familiar to helpmate composers, managed to cleverly adapt the
mechanism to a mutate form. We are back to BR & BS usage in a way much like that of Han’s
problem: 1..Bxe3 2.5e2 A# 1...5xe3 2.5 xg3 B# The white pieces all lack freedom to make neutral
moves, many by direct blockages, but the WR & WK are dealt with rather elegantly. Thus, the only
move left is the thematic 1.¥al! zz and now 1...Exe3 2.2 xg3 B# 1...55xe3 2.5e2 A# With so many
moves available to black it would be difficult for a novice to identify the idea here, as compared to
No. 2, 3 &4. Still, the mutate form has its charm and the composer managed this in a dual-free
manner.

When studying Valve’s problem (No.2) I asked myself if try play could have been used to avoid the
duals. Clearly, moves like 1.%d4 or 1.&d5 as well as the initial square on d7 can be used but the
defenses by the BQ to both e4 & f4 defeat such efforts. This was actually achieved by No. 6 in a
neat way. The threats are the same as in Valve’s but the use of BRf3 instead of BQ removed the
duals in the solution, but no in the try 1.&g4 ? [2.%a4#] 1...4xd3 2.55e3 A# 1...Hxd3 2.4f2 B#
1..H3f4 2.5e3,4f2# but 1...Hxc7 | 1.%d7 ! [2.%ad#] 1...4xd3 2.4f2 B# 1...2xd3 2.5e3 A# It is
interesting and amusing that changing WPc7 to a BP interchanges the try and solution, so we have
try 1.%d7 ? refuted by 1...c6 ! and the solution now is 1.¥g4 ! (yes, with the dual...). Note how the
use of the two BR’s on the f-file forces the battery mate &2, differing from Valve’s approach.

While the basic mechanism of half-pin to direct self-pins is very smooth and natural, composers
were seeking deeper complexity. An approach offered by this mechanism is to keep the half-pin in
both phases and use the direct self-pins to achieve double pin-mates. However, additional elements
must be used to enforce the reciprocal changes. The early attempt by Nanning (No. 7) achieves this
only partially. In the set play 1...5xc5 2.%e4 A# is a proper double-pin mate and uses the pin of
WSg6 to prevent the &xe5 mate, but 1...Exc5 2.5xe5 B# is only a single pin-mate with the ¥e4
mate prevented by the line opening to BBb7. In the solution 1.c6 ! [2.2b4#] the half-pin works just
as in Han’s problem 1...53¢5 2.&xe5 B# 1...Hcb 2.%e4 A# The key is actually a delayed Nowotny
with the effects of these interferences revealed in the thematic variations. In such a complex problem
the unused WRc7 in the solution is excused.

A problem on similar lines is shown in No.8. Here, the author used an anti-Nowotny key with a
similar overall mechanism. The set play 1...&%xd5 2.8xf4 A# (no pin-mate) & 1...5exd5 2.4f5 B#
misses one of the half battery pin-mates, but after the key 1.¥c6 ! [2.25xf6#] we have convincing
double-pin mates 1...%xd5 2.4f5 B# 1...5exd5 2.Exf4 A# Problems No. 7 & 8 are actually good
examples for the Newotny tourney announced in November 2017 issue of The Problemist marking
the 80™ birthday of a quartet of British composers: Barry Barnes, Michael Lipton, John Rice and
Colin Sydenham

5 Zoltan Zilahi 7 8
2" Prize F. Lazard MT 6 F. W. Nanning Jean-Marc Loustau
L Echiquier de Paris Véclav Pribyl L Italia Scacchistica 4" Prize
1949-50 Problem 1958 1950 Probleemblad 1976
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No. 9 is an additional such combination by Loustau, using a different system of dual avoidance and
a try/solution approach. In the try 1.%d4 ? [2.%xg7#] the key unpins e4 and guards f6. This allow
1..%xe6 2.55f4 A# 1..5xe6 2.e5 B# with only one pin-mate. The refutation is 1...4c3 ! In the
solution 1. b6 ! [2.25f4#] e4 is pinned by the BQ and f6 will be guarded only after opening the line
of WBh5 by the defense with BSg5, so: 1...%xe6 2.e5 B# 1...5xe6 2..f4 A# It is nice that the half-
pin is utilized also after the defenses on e4 and the different threats, with different defensive motives,
have added value.

The database contains additional problems like No.7 & 8, but | found only one more, in addition to
No.7, with the ideal pin-mates, namely, with pin-mates also on both “simple” half-pin defenses.
Interestingly, this was also achieved early on by Jézsef Szoghy in 1953. No. 10 was published by
Dianele Giacobbe in 2008, possibly unaware of Szoghy’s problem, but it should be regarded as a
version of Szoghy’s achievement as the problems are essentially the same, with Giacobbe’s version
eliminating a double threat. In the set the half-pin is fully utilized: 1...Exc5 2.dxe5 A# 1...5xch
2.5%xeb B# The key is, again, anti-Nowotny 1.¥xc6 ! [2.Ec3#] and now 1..Hxc5 2.5Hxe5 B#
1...5xc5 2.dxe5 A# with the opened black lines providing the dual avoidance as before. Having the
mates on the same square is a nice feature, but the price paid is that ...EZxc5 2.5 xe5# is not a double-
pin mate. In summary, as one double-pin mate is missing here, it remains a challenge to compose a
problem with pin-mates on the two “simple” half-pin defenses and double-pin mates on the defenses
involving direct self-pin.

Self-pins on different squares over try & solution are shown in No.11 by a composer better known
for his endgame studies. Here, double-pin mates are achieved on both thematic defenses. The try
1.e3 ? [2.exf4#] offers a self-pin on e3 with double pin-mate 1...Hxe3 2.%c3 A# the mate Exg5 is
avoided by the BQ but is possible after 1...He4 2.8xg5 B# The refutation 1...Efxg4 ! uses the open
e-file to prevent the ¥c3 mate. In the solution 1.e4 ! [2.55g6#] the defense on e3 does not result in a
double pin but as the BQ line is closed we have 1...Exe3 2.2xg5 B# The move by the second BR to
e4 is now a double pin with 1...Hxe4 2.%c¢3 A# and why is the Exg5 mate impossible? Because f4
is now not guarded.

No. 12 is a similar effort using BB & BS instead of the two BR’s on the half-pin line. The try has a
direct self-pin on d3 1.d3 ? [2.dxe4#] 1...56d4 2.5e3 A# 1...Axd3 2.%xf5 B# but 1...4d4 ! This is
changed in the solution 1.d4 ! [2.55f6#] 1...55xd4 2.%xf5 B# 1...4d3 2.5e3 A# Here, the mate He3
is not a pin-mate and the mechanism relies on the lines of BRa3 and BBb6; the key closes one of
the lines and the respective, non-direct self-pin, defense closes the other and enables the mate on e3.

10 Jozsef Szoghy

2" HM Tijdschrift van den 12
9 Koninklijken Nederlandschen 11 Alexandre Postnikov
Jean-Marc Loustau Schaakbond 1953 Leonard Katsnelson Sergei Shedei
41" HM (v. Daniele Giacobbe, 3 Place USSR 6" Prize
Phenix 1988 Best Problems 2008 Championship 1964 Probleemblad 1991
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The 3™ problem with direct self-pins on different squares, No.13, starts with a white half-battery, a
picturesque parallel to the half-pin. Any movement by WSd3 or WBd4 will guard d4 to threat 2. &f7#
A strong defense is 1...c5 ! so a block on c5 is needed. The try 1.&x¢c5 ? [2.%f7#] enables a direct
self-pin on d4 and removes a guard from the twice-guarded e5 1...5xd4 2.%xf5 A# and the half-pin
is exploited by 1...4d3 2.%e5 B# Note how the guard & unguard of e5 separates the mates by the
WQ. However, 1...52d2 ! refutes. The solution 1. 8.c5 ! [2.&f7#] enables a direct self-pin on d3 and
leaves Sd3 as the single guardian of €5, so: 1...5d4 2.%e5 B# 1...Axd3 2.%xf5 A# A neat mechanism
with additional artistic elements: keys to ¢5 and the mates by the WQ on consecutive squares.

A thematic extension of the last problems are half-pin based reciprocal changes in which the half-
pin exists, and is fully exploited, in the two phases. Now, while single-phase half-pin problem often
require dual-avoidance mechanisms to ensure that only the wanted pin-mates will be given it is
almost exponentially more complex when it has to be done twice in a reciprocal changes problem.
Of the >100 reciprocal changes #2 in which a half-pin is at least partially exploited only around 10
fully exploit the half-pin in both phases. The three problems | chose were selected to show clarity,
complexity and additional elements. No.14 is famous for its beauty and clarity. To decide which of
the WR’s will give mate we need to see who is guarding b4 and who remains on the white half-pin
line. Try 1.H2f4 ? [2.4c4#] and now 1..5d2 2.85f5 A# 1..5¢2 2.Heb B# but 1...5d4 ! Solution
1.Ked ! [2.4c4#] and now 1..50d2 2.2e5 B# 1..5c2 2.8f5 A# To better appreciate this
masterpieces we need also to examine the defenses by BSh4. Moves to a6, ¢6, d5 & d3 all prevent
the WR mates but allow 2.%d3# The correction 1...25c2 is the only move that enables the WR mates!

The two Israeli composers of No.15 explored reciprocal changes during the 1960’s. In general, when
the two squares (or lines, as in No.14) of the thematic mates are guarded by both half-pinned pieces
it is clear that the pins will be exploited in both phases. In the set we have 1...%xe3 2.5d6 A# WRg5
is pinned so Exe5 is impossible, and 1...5e5 2.E2xe5 B# now we need to guard d5 so £d6 doesn’t
work. The solution 1.5)0f4 1 [2.4f3#] changes the dual avoidance: 1...%xe3 2.2e5 B# €5 is guarded
no by the opening of the WBal line and BRd1 prevents the £d6 mate, and 1...5e5 2.5d6 A# now
e5 is not guarded so the Zxe5 mate is impossible. Highly complex!

No.16 has additional elements entwined with the main theme. The try 1.%g4 ? [2.%c4#] presents
the main players: 1...e4 2.d4 A# (2.%d4?) 1...5d6 2.%d4 B# with 2.d4 impossible due to the pin by
BQh7. Instead of threatening a mate on c4 by the WQ white tries to do this with WRa4, so WSbh4
must open the line. 1.&b4~ ? [2.Ec4#] we have a mate on one of the half-pin moves 1...e4 2.%d4#
but not on the second 1...£d6 ! The correction move 1.£d5 ? provides for the BS defense 1...20d6
2.4b6# with changed mate, but cancels the half-pin, so 1...e4 ! The solution is a further correction
1.5n¢2 ! [2.Ec4#] with anticipatory unpin of the WP 1...e4 2.%d4 B# as the defense interferes with
WBh1 d5 must be guarded and 2.d4 is not a mate, 1...5d6 2.d4 A# and the WQ mate cannot be
given simply because its line was not opened.

In conclusion, there is at least one challenge remaining and I also believe that there are additional
ways to achieve the task presented in the last three problems.

14 Nenad Petrovic 15 Itzhak Grossman 16
13 Sveto Stambuk Aaron Hirschenson Alexander Zidek
Miodrag Mladenovic 1%t Prize Deutsche 34 HM 2" Place Austria -

2nd HM Mat 1983 Schachzeltun 1976 Probleemblad 1965 Saxony 1992

B
%////ﬁ/®

A

11



Israeli Successes Abroad - Emanuel Navon
J132 5X1Y — 2N 2PN DR
emanuel.navon@gmail.com %x manxa ammneEa Nk mewh 2'wpann ovannn

A. Emanuel Navon B. Evgeni Bourd C. L. Lubashevsky D. L. Lubashevsky
(v. M Kovacevic) Avrieh Grinblat L. Makaronez L. Makaronez V. Volchek
2" HM BIT 2018 1%t HM StrateGems 2017 3" Prize Probl. Ukr. 2018 15t HM Yarmonov 50 2018
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The Belgrade internet tourney asked for Spectacular key + thematic try-play. :
Judge M.Kovacevic wrote on A: “Three beautiful mating moves complete E. l\{l:r;z:?;; r[:__\rN :Iltgzéum

spectacular solution; and change two mates...”

1exf5? [2.t7e4 A #] 1....0.03/d5 2.8(x)d5% but 1... Zell 1.5¢37 [2.of3#] but  —oberProblem 201}
1..fxed a!1.%d3? [2.05f3 #] 1....fxed a 2.&xed A# but 1....4h4 [b] ! / / % 7
1.%e3? [2.0f3#] 1...fxed a 2. %xed A# 1...4h4 b 2.&xf4 B#but 1...8e2c! / /@/

1 ¥h5! [2.0f34#] 1...fxe4 a2.8h4 C#1...8h4 b 2.8xh8 D # 1....0e2 c 2.%e8 # / ﬁ/ /

B presents a surprising key with the moves by £g2 and ©a4 changing from /ﬁ/ w
continuations to mates, as well as two nice pin-mates. A

Lh1! [2.04+ A xF4 3.5734] 1...9xc7 2.g3+ B ©d3 3.&xd5# / /

1...d4 2.4xb7+ Hc6/Ed5 3.94 A/Ac5 C # 1...40g4 2.0¢5+ C Exc5 3.g3 B # 4
1..5f3 2.5¢5+ Exch 3.gxf3#, 1...Exf2 2.%el+ He2 3.%xe2# H#2 D) +wa8 9+8
C is a content-rich problem with six defense moves. The key creates a white F. Emanuel Navon
battery that gives a flight to b® and all moves by Ee4 and A.f4 are defenses. 3 Prize TT 199
17 1 [2.8xed +&xed 3.%d5#] 1...Hxd4 2. &5+ Qeb+ 3.816# 1...Hxeb Superproblem 2018
2.%xe6+ Hxd4 3.%d5# 1...He5 2.%d7+ &cd 3.Hxe5# 1...Axc7 2.2d6+ &xd6 " / ¢
3.8xc7# 1...0d6 2.2e5+ &xd4 3.%d5# 1... A e5+ 2.5 f6+ Sxdd 3. &d5# 3

The play of D concentrates on capturing d3 by three black units with immediate // /ﬁ@- /
and delayed self-blocks after the & and & captures. /

1.8.a7 ! [2.%d5+ Hixd5 3.0f5#] 1...4xd3 2.&f6+ Hed/deb 3.2 f4/xeb# 4
1...Exd3 2.5 f4+ B xfal A.xf4 3.%e5/ed# 1...4%xd3 2.c6+ b6 3.4xb6# 1..6¢3 [~ -Q-E /%
2.%e5+ &Hxd3 3.&xe3# 1...4e5 2.5d8 [3.£e6#] Hed,gb 3.%xed# (1...2f4 o
2.8Bxf4+ Axf4 3. ed#)

H#2 b) +ch2 5+14
SuperProblem TT-188 asked for pinned black piece that changes, during the solution, to a pin by the same
W piece but on a different line. The judge wrote on E: “The most elaborated entry. Thematic pin appears
only after first black move by one of half-pinned £’s, unpinning wi. The tries a) 1.5g4? Ag7+ 2.5d4?7?
we7# and b) 1.5g57 Hc8+ 2.5c47? Web# give some reality to the thematic half-pin; otherwise the concept
could be seen as artificial.  a) 1.5g5 ¥c7+ 2.55¢4 4g7# b) 1.5Hg4 eb5+ 2.50d4 Hc8#

F participated in TT-199 which asked for a 1 move by B that eliminates the damage which will be created
to W by B's 2" move. Here, on B1 black must abstain from pinning the white unit (/%) on g5/g4 expected
to play W1.Thus, black closes this pin-line in advance on f5/f3. The black thematic units £.d3 and Ze3
exchange roles and show reciprocal interferences on those squares. Function exchange exists between the
white pieces. Judge (M.Witztum) wrote: “A successful idea with a good twin but heavy construction”.

a) 1.Af5(Heb?) Hf3 2.H2eb5 Wdd# b) 1.82f3(Le2?) Wad 2.0e2 Hed#
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G. H. Menachem Witztum I. Jean Haymann
Jacques Rotenberg Ofer Comay Menachem Witztum
1 HM Par a Mat 2014 2" Prize Shorokhov 50 2" HM
Ded. V Medlnstev JT 2018 Kobulchess 2017
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H#2 2.1.1.1 9+9 H#2 b) 4b8=H 7+13 H#2 2.1.1.1 8+11

G shows double capturing of white pieces with whites switchbacks and pin
mates. Black’s capture on B1 is the only hideaway move but it also opens
another line against the target. Black has to correct this damage by entering into
a pin line, capturing another white piece on the way.

1.Bxd8 HExe7 2.%xcd Bc7# 1.%xg8 Axe7 2.%xd4 Af6#

The judge commented on H (rephrased): 1...4xc7 2.5 d2 is almost ready, we
just need to hide bZ and b¥¥ somewhere. Trying first to 1.4b1? &xc7 2.Q~?
Hxd2#, then there is nowhere to hide the queen. Once notices that the only
option is to capture WSd2, but this will remove the control from the field f5
(anti-goal).However, f5 can now be blocked by the BB. In the twin a similar
step by step approach leads to the correct solution.

a) 1.Ab1? Axc7 2.Q ? Hxd2# 1.%xe3! Axc7 2.4 5! Hxd2#

b) 1.8d1? Exb5 2.Q ? Hxc2# 1.¥xc4! HExb5 2.5d6! Hixc2#

In I we have a well done blend Goethart and Gamage inteference unpins.
1.%d7 Hb5 2.50f5 Hd6# 1.d3 Hfe+ 2.8e4 Wel#

J participated in a tourney that asked for active and passive captures. The
problem is in the HOTF form: in each pair of solutions the theme is doubled -
in the first pair both captures are passive, and in the second one is passive and
the other active.

1..Bxc7 2.4xd4 &xb7 3.&xc5 Exc6# 1..He7 2.dxc5 Hxeb 3.&xd4 Hed#
1...8xd6 2.&xd4 Axe5+ 3.2xe5 Hd3# 1...d5 2.&xc5 dxcb 3.%xc6 Exc7#

K shows two pairs of echo model mates. Two of them are with the BK in the
middle of the board and two with the BK on the 8™ row. The accuracy of each
solution comes with surprising details such as WS switchback and WK
triangulation.

1..5g8 2.2g7 Hh6 3.818 Hf7+ 4.2e7 &f4 5.5f6 Hh6 6.517 Hgd#

1...£0g8 2.%e5 He7 3.40d6 Fh4 4.8e4 h5 5.2d1 &g5 6.2d5 Hcb#
1..oxf5+ 2.&¢7 Hg7 3.4c8 &xgb 4.8d1 &7 5.%d8 Hf8 6.8d7 LHeb#
1...5xg4 2.5g3 &h6 3.%e7 &g7 4.2f7+ Hh8 5.8 Heb 6.%e8 Hxgb#

J.
Menachem Witztum
2" Prize UTK
"A. Karubut 70", 2017
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K. Jacques Rotenberg
1% HM
The Problemist 2014
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L. Jacques Rotenberg
6™ Place
MT Uri Avner
Marinka 2014

H#2 2 1. 1 1 8+16
AntiCirce

The lone fairy, L, uses Anticirce: the capturing piece is reborn on its initial square with the captured piece
disappears from the board. The rebirth square must be empty or the capture is illegal. The problem shows
anticirce-specific unpins by W1, anticirce-specific hideaways after captures on f5 by B2 and anticirce-

specific battery mates with switchbacks. A beautiful tribute to Uri by Jacques.
1.Bc2 &hl 2.0xf5[banf5>g8]+ &f3#  1.0f4 Hdl 2. & xf5[bef5->d8] Hd3#
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Yitzhak Nevo
Evgeni Bourd
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Bizya Buyannemekh
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3120 3121 3122
Peter Krug Pavel Arestov Pierre Tritten
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David Shtern
Evgeni Bourd
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Antonio Garofalo
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H#3 b)@®b5->g6 4+11

H#2 b) 1b49d3 6+12
c)td6>a4 d)tc3->ed
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Win 11+11 Win 3+4 H#2 2.1. 1 1 5+10
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Abdelaziz Onkoud Christer Jonsson Christer Jonsson
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3128 3129 3130
Zivko JanevskKi Karol Mlynka Yoel Aloni
Macedonia Slovakia Netan a
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H#3 2111 7+13

0.2.1..+2.1.1..
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Jozef Lozek 3133 3134
Slovakia Eugene Fomichev Janos Csak

Russia

Ded. Juraj Brabec-80
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H#3 b)gcl->f7 3+13
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H#4.5 b)@cl—Q: 3+12
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Valery Kopyl
Gennadi Koziura
Ukrame
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Lubos Kekely
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H# Duplex 2+2
TransmutedKings
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Sébastien Luce
France
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Semion Shifrin
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Gyorgy Bakesi
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Michael Grushko
Kiryat Bialik
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Sébastien Luce
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Sébastien Luce
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Semion Shifrin
Nesher
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Michael Grushko
Kiryat Bialik
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G. Bakcsi P. Einat
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Karol Mlynka
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#6 14+8 s#3 ’>11+11
Lion £p Grasshopper & Rook-hopper

Bishop-hopper § Nightrider (%

H#7 b @aZecS 2+2 #3 .
c) shift a8-b8 d) shift a8-b7 DiametralCirce

Tireur iJ R-G.Hopper ®  Royal neut. pawn a7
16 Chameleon pawns I



Selected Problems — Evgeni Bourd

This time we will review 4 problems from two big
Jubilee tournaments which happened recently.
The tournaments had an exceptionally high level,
which meant the highly ranked problem were some
real masterpieces.

Let’s begin with a cute two-mover, A. In a field
where a lot was explored the composers are trying
to find original combinations of known ideas. In
our problem we find a somewhat light construction
with some line opening changes between the try
and the solution. An interesting combination of
threat-key Reversal and the Le-Grand theme where
both themes fight for their spot-light as a part of the
threat. The content of the problem itself is short,
but the nice line openings by the rooks for the
bishops is pleasing.

A Marco Guida
5% Prize Feoktistov 70JT 2018

Som om o
////ﬁé/@
%,/j

rn

1.fxe6 A ? [2.8f7 B, g5 C#] 1...Bxe5 2..50g2 D#
but 1...%d8!

1.8f7 B [2.fxe6 A, Hg2 D#] 1...Exe5 2.%g5 C#
1..Hed~, %xe2/xe3 2.fxe6#

Our next problem, B, is a highly original selfmate.
White needs to check somewhere on the bishop’s
diagonal to get checkmated. It appears that the
right square is exactly the initial square of the
Queen.

The key removes the Queen far away from bl,
threatening a switchback on the last move. As the
main concept of the problem we see black trying to
stop the Queen from performing a switchback.
What elevates this problem to real greatness is the
addition of the white’s Rook-cross. Amazing idea
with an even better execution.

M2 N2 — 0N DYa

M?173 92 NN N1PYa 4 5y ayon Mayl MIna
723 AT PR DMINN2 900 LANInRY vnw
W7 R NPV PRAW 72 DY YARAWw a1 ,20000

DW1ITR NAR2 YO M ahvna

0°271 MY "2 PP A LTI DYYoR-1T) 90n:
72 0™MPR 0°A1°W X% 2°011 O°7aNNT L1011 12D
av 9°9p 7127 0OX17 IR I1IDY 7PV 0P MY
o°°p 7PYA2 .1N9M YN P2 DN 2N MmN
RN QVR-TNDA P2 2VOR N0 D TOIvn 19V
71017 QW BY DORWIT ARl 1w TI-190
MmN IR NP0 VYN YA W 10NT oA

TIRM MR DX QIR P DTN 2PN

B Alexandr Kuzovkov
2" Prize Feoktistov 70JT 2018

.37
/%/”t//

2R
1’.@.

1.%g6! [2.8a5+ &b3 3.%b1 Axbl#]
1...e4 2.8b6+ &d5 3.5 Axf5#
1...d3 2.2b4d+ &d5 3.%ed A xed#
1...c2 2.8c5+ &b3 3.%xc2 Axc2#

AP PR NYTR-un RO ,B 15w axan van
5w 7100987 ¥ MMV DAR2 MW YA 0¥ 1200
TPRNNT AMAVIY 92N0n 0N DR 92ph 792 7N

12— an%y 799m0 Sw aavn X0

YoM aNAIY 1MoNaR 2702 19910 DR T nnonn
DRI AR VAT OV PV MOV DR LOWUOWwR
T %N YW InT DR Q0T T MINwawd
PR R L,IAPNA AN IR0 VAT DR Tovnw
pai3/min RO suYa R In b 4 L' 97 R ol 1y B a M S ain M Py o
AR 2173 MIX°2 aY 9173 1Y .00 NN D00IR)

ANy
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We finish with two great helpmates in three moves.
I always struggled to control the white forces in
longer helpmates, thus it is nice to see how the elite
composers can perform their ideas. We see very
different approaches between the two problems,
both being complex. In our first helpmate, C, the
white forces are small. White wishes to mate on the
5 and f3 squares via a switchback. To allow that
both colors must perform some pretty maneuvering
with pins, checks, unpins and more. Despite the
slightly weak key, just a phenomenal problem
which is both airy in construction and complex in
the idea.

C Marjan Kovacevic
3 Prlze Sellvanov SOJT 2017

H#3 b) £ h6->g3 414
a) 1.ob5+ 4.d7 2.5g6 £Hd4 3.4h5 Q54
b) 1.5e2+ £d4 2.xhd A.d7 3.:2h5 Hif3#

Our final problem for today is a crazy 20 piece
helpmate. Despite the strong white force, it is hard
to mate the black king near the edge of the board.
White sacrifices his knights, which replace each
other’s role, to lure the black king into his battery.
Black, anticipating all that, prepares the nice
combination with an anticipatory sacrifice. A little
heavier and more direct play than the previous
helpmate, but making this harmonic idea work
with such a strong white force is a real pleasure.

11w ey

e i ¢
o e

TR0 IR .QVoR 3-2 MY Sun 2 oy 2von X
,OPD1R Y Suna 021207 00937 DY !PwD Cnwpnn
D°P7XNT 02 00210 0°I20) KIXN? Ta0a T 190
MY MY 2 NIRRT DIPYIT IR yXab
5I73K N19912°02 D72 WK NPYAT 72 POI9N
.0V K37 221290 00997 T9on ,C L IWRAT T 02
7 By 3311 51 MY DY van DR YE3A© 1017 1200
Q°7787 2R 0OWUAT IR WHRY 2702 .2°707 oY T
,717N ,MND3 5910 wR 0°907 YW T1P712 ovonnn
VWD VAT ,NP00 WON 2WRNaW Manh LT oonw
212917 TPV NO2I07 TIRD O3 MPIMNMK 23 ,NRnan

D Valery Kopyl
2" Prize Selivanov 50JT 2017

323 %
.. 9wt &
@1/.9./

. // 1;\// /Aw

H#3 2.1.1. 8+12
1.8f5 Hxe3 2.%xe3 Hbdl 3.2d4 exf5#
1.85d6 ©Hxd3 2.&xd3 S1b2 3.2d4 exd6#

vna 0°h3 20 73%°9n ,D ,avah uhw ananRa 7Pvan
WP RT3 L1297 Dw 027200 o993 MnY 3.2 amw
JNM9 PR 217 NNWA 9N IWRI UAT DR RIA?
2°7°PDN QDYNN WK 1O DOWIDT DR 2P0 1297
mynon TN OR MW TR0 DR 27P% 70R2,0°102
907 TR DR 2097 77T 932 739%Aw Nnwn 00000
S9A77 DWW NIRRT YO DR IWORY 2702 WX oW
My an R NnTpnn 37PN §720 0 9% Y2
oy ,moyab 21ar mODXaw 0 9Y M20 MIRAnn 12

.7129% ,m123 170 02127 0992 190AY MR YA

MAAN2 D NWRIT PR DWW 02
717 ,7A070W 11 :ORAWN ORI NUIwnT
R R 57
Winners of the 2" category in Israel.
Nerry Strasman, David Maayan &
Dan Shani.




2018 no1wns NI NIRXIN

Round 1 Round 2 Time Points
Solver's Name 1 2| 3 4 ~ I K 7 8 9 10 | 11 12 Total |Total |Place
Strasman Neri s| 5| 5| 1 s\ 5| 5| s 5| 45/ 1] 3] 240] 495 1
Maayan David of 5 5 st 5| s/ 5 s 1| 5] 240 41| 2
Shani Dan | s 5 s| of 5| s 5| s 237 35| 3
Halevi Damel ] 51 b 0 51 S 0 5 0 0 ] 0] 240 351 4
Salmon Naday 5 D S 0 0 3 5 5 4 5] 240 34| 5
Shtem David ol s| o o s| s| sl s| o 3 5| 240 33| 6
Shtern Shmuel 5 0| 5 0 5 5 5 0 5 240 0 7
Amd Moshe | . S| s S| s o] as| 120] 283] 8
‘Barak Michael 0 8| S| 2[ s 5 ol o 1 4] 240 271 9
Hirsch Israel s| s o s| 5 5 1| o o] 237 26 10
Eliav Rephael 0 5 5 0 5 0 5 2 2 2] 240 26) 11
Brener Chalom 0 51 S 5 5 0 5 0 236 25 12
Halevi Eilon 0 o of s s s ol of s 2 2] 240 24| 13
Tal Israel 0 0 0 2 0 5 5 0 0 0 3 2| 240 17] 14
Chen Ram ol sl s| o s o o o 1| o] 240 16| 15
Komem Yosef o s s o of o o o 1 240 11] 16
Weintraub-GreenDani | 0| 0] 5| 0 S| o 0 o] 240 10| 17
(Solutions in page 23 'aya @°17ns) MARNTR NNa1 NPYa
1. 2. Ernst Bostrom 3. Michael Keller 4. Valery Gurov
Paz Einat 15t Prize 410 HM Com Abdurahmanovic-
Shahmat 1980 (v Vart Hem 1934 Die Schwalbe 1967 (v 60 JT Strategems 2000
// // /%ﬁ.% /%/ / e ﬁ//% // A / / // // // /%
A /
7./t W =5 s // @
"y 5 =53 A %i////
ol 7. 2N
ﬁ/a v //Q:///é/y
B _mam | W Ew EEam § W
#2 8+7 #3 4+15 H#2 2 soI. 5+8
6. Jean Haymann 7. Shlomo Seider 8. Janusz Skrzek
Or||nal 1SHM IRT 1971 3YHM IRT 1963 15t HM Szachista 1997-8
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To collectors of chess-themed stamps wanmw xw2 29912 S1008 7712

9172 2w 7207 DR MDY wWpann ,0AnY SRWIA 22912 KW L9517 IR 107K 1INV IR ,A0IRT TINR2 020 9
ybrenner@netvision.net.il nansa

Anyone interested in collection, or trade, of postal stamps of chess themes is asked to write to
Chalom Brenner to the above mentioned email address.
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2018 w»mw npa PIns HRIWS NISOR NINIIN

Round 1 Round 2 Time Points
Solver's Name 1 | 2|3/ 4| 56| 7| 8! 910 11|12 Total|Total |Place
Sofer Ram s| 5| s| s| s| s| 5| 35/ 2 S| 25 5| 223 s3[ 1
Comay Ofer ol s| 4] 5| s| 4] s| 4l 5| s| 2s] 5| 240] 405 2
Glanzspiegel Lev 5| 4.5 ﬁr 5] 5 i 5 1 3 5| 210 47.5| 3
Friedland Omer_ 0j 475 31 S| 5 5| S| 5S¢ O 5] 25| S| 230] 4525 4
Teichman Uri 5[ 4.75 s| 5| 4 s 3 5| 2 s| 240 44.25] s
Erenburg Mark s|la7s| of sl 25| 4 s| s al 3 s| 240 4325 6
{Selivanov Andrey s| 45| o s s| 3 s st 2/ 3 of S| 2q0] 425] 7
Chovnik Mordechai S 5 0 5| 5 5 3 S| 25 S| 240 405] 8
Ehrlich Roy s| as| o 5] s| sl 5| 4 4l 227 375 9
Stepak Yedael of47s| of 3] 25| of s s o 4 | 235] 2435 10
Temes Chaim 3 4.75 | 8| 25 0 2 a| 233] 2325] 11
Lukin Elisha s|37s| o sl 25 o 1 sl o 1] 238 2225 12
Inchi Erez 0] 4.75 0 sl 0 o 5| 35 of 31 o o] 240f 2125 13
Krochmeluik Andrei | S| 0 Y - S b b b 3] 240 14f 14
Arnd Moshe 0 0 0| | 120! 0] 15
(Solutions in page 23 "2 2°317n5) NIANTR N2 NYR

1. Valentin Lukyanov 2. Joseph Breuer 3. Marcel Tribowski 4,

5 HM J. Hartong MT 1tHM Special Prize David Gurgenidze
Probleemblad 1988-9 D|e Schwalbe 1980 Die Schwalbe 2001 Etyudnaya Moza 2000

T i A
: 1/%@

6. 7. Dieter Mueller 8. Peter Sickinger
5. Alexander Pituk Rolf Wiehagen Manfred Zucker (v)
Julius Buchwald 2" HM 39 HM V. Barsukov 60 1 HM Sredba na
Probleemblad 1970 Pravda 1990 91 v JT 1999-2000 Solidarnista 1986-89
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3 34 %/// / : :;/%///% s mom e

#2 ll+1l #3 11+15 #4 2 sol. 3+15
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L1202 N LTI ,01IRP (M 2) APRIPIR GMIRIT MIPTAT DINWT NAIRD 12T MAnna
2°M® 95 1BnNwi PN (MMpn 2) 717017 ,(MmIpn 2) 77117 ,7°270 ,(Mmpn 2) P10 ,1mIRns
,7°2072 DR N 2w NN DR TP PUXY IR .NPIwnT MInn2 0mo 44-1 nwRIT NN
127 7192 03 [0 T910 07 1NN 127102 21K DR IRT — 3002 MAINT ARG L ATw-02
OTIW) P01 21925 19717 YR 22011 M0IR ('P1 52) HUIRIYDR DIPVRD DLIATM 1IN NMIRD
12T 37237 101 ™M 2men nwRw (3T 1 mTpa 51.25 oy

59) 7393 1IP0I PINRY MTIPAT 60 X121 OY 7°017 179279 PPRIM X1 NOIWNT MIAN2
2077 DIPAR YONT L TH0T0W 1 ,19XK 18117 .('P1 55) 72000 PR -0 (Pl

The 1% Israel Chess Problems Solving Championship was held in 1985 (first 3 places, respectively:
Ofer Comay, Paz Einat & Yosi Retter), initiated & organized by Uri Avner. The tourney was held
every year since, so this year it was the 34™" time it was held. We hold a postal (mainly email
nowadays) quarter-final and semi-final stages, followed by the finals held in a competition hall.
Several years after the initiation of the championship an easier, 2" category competition, was
established to enable unexperienced solvers to tackle solving several chess problems in a limited
time frame. Since 2014, by the initiative of Omer Friedland, the tourney is an international open
solving tourney held simultaneously in several participating countries. This year 15 locations in 11
countries took part in the tourney.

The champion in Israel was Ram Soffer with 53 points (out of 60). Ram was also the first
internationally. After him were Ofer Comay (49.5 points) and Lev Glanzspiegel (46.5 points).
Internationally, second was Vidmantas Satkus, Lituania, with 52 points followed by Anatoly
Mukoseev & Danila Pavlov, Russia, both with 51.25 points and identical time.

The second category was won by Mikhail Prilepin, Russia, with the maximum 60 points. He was
followed by Arjen Kouwenhoven, The Netherlans (59 points), Blasa Vidak Graovac, Serbia (55
points, and Nery Strasman, Israel (49.5 points).

We would like to highlight the generous sponsorship of the competition in Riga, Latvia, by the
Israeli Ambassador to Latvia, Liron Bar-Sade. Please note the nice photo on the cover.

The participants in the 5" I0SC in Riga, Latvia.
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2018 — wAMY NP2 PNIND2 MWD IMNDT RIS MDWKR

5% Israel Open Chess Problems Solving Championship - 2018

-2 7199V3 LANY NPV PONDY ANWRIT NNWIT PIRT MOOR LTV UV — MANNT R 99RIw 2190
SW 12377121 1A (W7 0T NPV D ORMIP DWW ,AARNA LI DONWRIT Mmpnn neowa) 1985
25w3 79NN M9YHR 93 .NRT 7Iwa 34-77 avoa 79791 ROW 0 MW 99 IR DO MANT LI1AR MR
7w 5% MND AT 25w 1YY MANPYA NADIONA NRT PYA 1NDY NNR °YA NINCI 12 0 v
95 (74 DP0IRM 11922 23 YA IRT) TPYT DR 701 100 00 14341 0 m 157 A1 25w2 wnnwn
NIn 5¥ .NNDY DO 20D NPV 6 22NN 2°92PN 12 03T ¥ 25w AnNwY QRIT 73101 090195
25WH .2NWRAT 2IM1D 50 192 NPY IR MTIPIT N0 MDY 2% w2 1T 25w5 vy SRIT N1vao
MWRIT 3T NN DXNWRIT 5-1 LAY NP2 N2 IR 772 IRIN VHYa D3 a3 NPYH QRIT AT
572pm2 IR 70 MYw 2 W 0°212°0 C1wa B9 7172 ,07I182 19177 19IRA TV T 29w .71avw mawa
71705 Q¥ TTANY 2°0111 MID 2°INID MAWHR NINIT NP 12p NPIWH MANN N37Y1 NWRIT MAnn°
.IN1 7T N1A0M2 N1YA

JTMND NPRIRD-1°2 NIAN 2w N1DNR2 MAANT DR 270700 1R, 712770 9y 5 1nnmea,2014 niw 1xn
112 923pna DINNT DR MITYT PRI IAIRDTA MIANY 00T IR MBapn MrtnvnT nTaen 93
M7 11-2 mmpn 15-2 MAnNT 7971 7Iwn . PIRA NI

Mo 15 ann MAnn2a P50 1R 227019 32 0312 24-2 1118 NP2 VAN N°23 79791 DRI MAnna
NW PRV DY 1D 197°1 NIANT DR .Nwna 17-1 nwRT mAnna

mTP1 60 IR 53 oV 27w nd SW NIV R NIANAR W 0910 37 N1 PRI PR
(MTIP1 46.5) H0WRIRDA 2% WHwa D1pna (MTPI 49.5) *RMIp 19W 0°°0 Wi QPR .N1IWOR
QPR IR VAT MY DAY 7320 20K DNNAY X0 03 VAW, YT 7370 R DV 1w 119%D IR
MBI Y20 TR L7012 21270 MITIR YW IMBNNWS DR TUXI 19 M0 TRl 44.25 av wonnn
MMP142.5 Qv Synaws 2pnm DR YA 0P MY HYa 1ann a2

('P141) Poyn M7 WONT PR (NPIWHR 60 INRN) MTIP1 49.5 O 1000w 71 11X NIWnT M2
DI P17 N NXP OV ,°17 WK ,N9K 1121 90 037 Sw anonnwn 110%? AR (P35 ) w1
anNwR RITW INWRIT QYT 9 W, TIIR WA DR P11 70 IWRYT 2172 2707 10 2197 ,0°1090
TTAAT 7272 1901 17 70w 179177 2792 27 PIWRIT 212702 WRAT MANNA 1M DX 7071w ,MAnN2

.MTP1 28.5 — N2 MaXT MITPIT 190A DR N2X 72 NPIWnT MINNT N2y K17 W8 212°02 .NWITI
k3 | B

P »
The competition in Israel. From the left — front: Andey Selivanov & Lev Glanzspiegel. Behind
them: David Shtern, Chalom Brenner, Rephael Eliav & Andrei Krohmalnik. Back: David Maayan,

Danny Halevi, Israel Hirsh & Ofer Comay.
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DN2YR7 27

,uDW .2 TIva oo1enn L2017 nIwh nInnng MNNT mMT a3 mw 00K 90 YW 11012 manna mY
Qv DR POXY AR a0 MONNT PR LIR30 Y0 1DANWAY 210 25 W PR OR™p 10w
LITYXDY VRS O9IRL,MIT 0280 MIIAR MY 23D PR PYNa? 1anT 19w 990 5w 80-7 170
SIAR PXAR DW AWOT O3 LCIWS 0792 30TW AL TA? MY 0°0792 2°O7Y NIDT2 .YN01 RY T
XD MR IWRAT TIAI7 10X 7T ,MININKRT 22w N2 i

,PNRANAR 37y MY P IR NAW 921 70X 127 090 QY 5w 1917 REM SRR 010 1MTA 10X T
937 QY Y77 ANTNN PN NPDI0T NPVAIRT ATAVT 22907 90 BYnd MY 11N9 200w DAY Iwp
aron YW IMIR DR WIBDWH NPIWOR 71D PXA 073 .0°00n% A0 7292 AR AW 093 TR 120
RTP 97721210 K07 D090 nAawD

MWY NPRZY NINPHIY N X 29WNiT PO 111N DY W nRD 8 Tinva

5Y MY X7 0172 Y907 072397 TV 00 ,273091 11002 S A" mindR anan SRuny Hw T2
I3 ORIN T .DOPYA O°120M — 07P0-0IR — PNTART ORINT VIOWI LPRT YW NNTART Y2 PV
JPYA2 M2 7Y NIRAT SO PR MYV NIWOR

SRS MMOMDY MITA D21 NN CNwn MO N1y 4 oyom "anwnn nya" NTHn oy nn dna

M3 NPy 915,22 702 OO UIIDN MTI 2217 W 7102 RPN NWINAT AMN0T PIRT MovoR
ST T TWRAR 1NN L, NIWHM NPWRYT MANNA 1IN9? unw

Solutions for problems from pages 19 & 20  gs7yawn» nPYa® 210D
Category 1 — n°wXY mnn

No.1: 1.5b37? [2.%c5#] 1...8g1l/Ed4 2.%xg5/%xd4# but 1...cxd6 ! 1.-xd7? [2.&c5#]
1..Bd4/cxd6 2.&e6/0f6# but 1...8gl ! 1.H5b77? [2.%c5#] 1...%gl/cxd6 2.2 xg5/Exd6# but 1...2d4 !
1.50d3! [2.%c5#] 1...%gl/Hd4/cxd6 2.0xb4/Exg5/E xg5# Mate changes, Zagoruiko.

No.2: 1.¥h7 ! [2./hxe8 +] 1...H697/g7/H28g7/497 2.%f5/Hhba6/Ad7/#xg8 1..5Hxc7,4h6 2.4c5 +

No.3: 1.2b4 ! [2.8xb5 + Hc5 3.5f6 +] 1...H2b6 2.%g5 [3.e6#] 2...g1=%/e6/h6 3.%xgl/exd6/&f5 +
1..Bb7 2.&h5 [3.e6#] 2...hxg6/gl=%/e6 3.&xg6/e6 +/exd6 +

No.4: 1.BEh8 Bd7+ 2.&xd7 (2..xd7? &xg7) 2...4xb5+ 3.2e7 Acd 4.g8=% QA xg8 5.5Hxg8+
(5.8x98? g1=¥ 6.2xg1=) 5..%97 (5...&95 6..0h6; 5...&h5 6..)0f6+ Hh6 7.Hf7) 6.5h6 &xh8
7.5f8 gl=%& 8.0f7#

No.5: Set: 1...Axd4/Exd4 2..c3/A4f3# 1.2f3 1 [2.&xd7#] 1...Axd4/Exd4 2. Ac4/ET5#
1...5cxd4/nbxd4/Exd4 2.0e3/A.cA/Ed3# 1....0¢5/fxgh/d6 2.4xc5/&eb/ca#

No.6: 1.)nd7 | [2.0d6 +] 1...4f8/%a7/Axd7 2.4xe3/AxXb6/NIxf7 +
No0.7: 1.&e5 Hb6 2.d4 Hixe8 3.2d5 Hxh6 4.8e5 Hb6# 1.2e5 Bh8 2.&cd Exc8 3.2h5 Eb8+ 4.2c6 Zh6#

No0.8: 1.8b4 1 [2.%e8 ~ 3. %e3+]1...Hel 2.0¢6 + &ed 3.0xf2 + 1...16,f5 2.40b3 + A xb3 3.4.c3 +
1..4h7 2.%d3 + Axd3 3.e3 +
Category 2 — nawn mnn

No.l: 1. a2 | zz1.. . Bf7/Af7/Hg5/A95 2.8 xe6/%a8/Ef4/Axg2#
1..B~3/B~g/Af4/ A xe3/d2/e5 2.%a8/Axg2/B xf4lIHd6/&b1/Exe5# Grimshaw X2

No.2: Set 1...8.c3/4b2/e3 2.dxc3/8.xb2/dxe3# 1.d3 ! zz. 1...8.c3/8b2/e3 2.Bxd5/&xb2/Hf3#
1...5h~/exd3/Hf~ 2.8/ f3/Hxe6# Changed mates, mutate

No.3: 1.5Ha3 | [2.5xc6 +] 1..Hf2 2.%a7 1..Hg3 2.%c7 (1.5¢c7? Bg3 ! 1.5Ha7? Bf21)
No.4: 1.&xf3 &b4 2.%xed A xed# 1.Hxc2 Bd4 2.8xc3 HExc3#

No.5: 1.¥f8 1 [2.8e3#] 1...0c4/Nd5 2.%c5/0g6# 1...0e7/0d6 2.%b8/&fe# 1...A.c2/gxf4 2..xc6/Eh5#
No.6: 1.8.d4 ! [2.e4#] 1...&%ed/Hd3,Ld3/Ef3/Lg1 2.e3/exd3/exf3/&xgl#
1..He3,%f3,8xc2,8e4,4h5 2.5%xe3# Albino + Half-pin

No.7: 1.%%e6 ! [2.%xe7 +] 1..Hel 2.&xb7 + 1..He3 2.&a7 + 1...%el &e5 2.7 +
No0.8: 1.&Hg5 ! [2.4xe5 +] 1..%¢c3 2.4h5 + 1..b2 2.4d3 + 1...c3 2.8e4 +
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Winners of Israel Chess Problems Solving Championship 2018: from the right: Ram Soffer (1% place),
Ofer Comay (2" place) and Lev Glanzspiegel (3™ Place).



