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What | wish to find in helpmates / Ofer Comay

Chess problems are, first and foremost, a form of art. As an
observer of art, | am looking for something exciting, funny,
enjoyable, thrilling. What is this thing? Like in other fields
of art, in chess too, matters are subjective: each viewer has
a different taste, all tastes are legitimate.

In this article | shall discuss things that are of personal
interest to me in chess problems in general and help
problems in particular.

Harmony is the very first thing which almost every chess
problem enthusiast is looking for. It is designed to
emphasize a central idea in several aspects. This topic
deserves a different, deeper discussion; here | shall assume
that it is more or less agreed upon, and will discuss other
issues, in which | see important elements to create
interesting problem; elements that some of us, chess
composers, do not grant a serious weight. In fact, some
excellent composers do not pay any importance to these
elements, yet they are important to me.

I'd like to elaborate my views about four types of ‘families'
of such elements, which are essential, in my opinion, to
derive satisfaction and enjoyment when we look at or solve
a good problem. These families of elements contribute in
raising the problems' artistic value.

We shall call the first family "visual elements". The second
— "elements of non-triviality"; The third will appear under
the headline of "paradoxical elements".

However, it is the fourth family of elements, as far as | am
concerned, which raises a chess problem to new heights. To
understand what exactly this fourth family is, we shall first
define the previous three families.
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H#6 5* 243 H#3 2 Sols 6+15 % 1 W/
Set: 2.2h2 @cl 3.2h6 &d2 1.4xd6 Hcl 2.%c5 Hxc3 3.%a3 H#2 3 Sols 6+10
4.%h1! He3 5.996 &f4 6.9h5  Excd# 1. 04+ De3+ 2.0e5 fa#
&f5 7.%h4 Hg7# 1.%a7 Ac6 2.4c5 fNad 3.0d4 1.53 Hhd+ 2.5e5 Hf3#
Solution: 1..&cl 2.%a8! &d1 Ac2# 1.0f7 Hh6+ 2.50e5 HfT#

3.8f7 &e2 4.82b7 Hf3 5.%all
&0g4 6.&h8! &Hh5 7.2g7 Hf6#



Visual elements

Geometrical elements usually provide an aesthetic
impression, which on occasion is sufficient in itself to make
a beautiful problem. For instance, No. 1, in which the queen
travels during the solution to all four corners. Line elements
like Grimshaw, Turton, Indian theme and more, adds color
and pleasant aesthetics. Such is the case in the Turton,
demonstrated in Seider's charming problem (2). Another
pretty visual element is Umnov, especially when it appears
six times! (3).

Elements of non-triviality

As arule, helpmates are not trivial to solve. Being a solver,
I've discovered that | have a difficulty in solving helpmates.
On the other hand, whenever | watch the solution, in most
cases everything the full content of the solution becomes
immediately evident.

Sometimes, though, there are additional layers, that
transform the solution to a non-trivial one. This family
divides into two types: multiple choice and foresight.

e Multiple choice
This occurs when there are, ostensibly, various options to
achieve the desired requirement, and one needs to
understand why it is just a specific solution that is working.

The simplest case is called dual avoidance, characterized by
having to choose between two look-alike options. We can
see that in Navon's piece (4). The interesting question in this
problem, is why black move-order cannot be changed. It
turns out that in both solutions, changing the move-order
creates a pin of a white piece. By the way, harmony in the
layers of tries is important, emphasizing the composer's
idea. It is quite common that the main parts of the idea are
demonstrated in the tries and not in the solution.
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In Witztum's problem (5) the solution is evident, and the
main point is revealed in two surprising tries. In the first
phase, the try 1.4xc2 Hgxg3 2.8d1 Bfl# doesn't work
because Zf3 is pinned. In the second phase there is another
try 1.2d1 He3 2.8d5 HEg8# which fails, this time because
Hgb5 is pinned. These tries are the main content of the
problem; if one is concentrating on the solution alone, one
might miss the central points. These tries are not dual-
avoidance, characterized by choosing between two similar
possibilities, as described before. Here the tries present new
ways to solve the problem, which is differentiated from the
actual solution. | believe that such tries belong to a
fascinating field, rich of possibilities, which has not been
deeply researched yet.

An especially interesting case of dual-avoidance is called
hideaway. It occurs when one side must get rid of a certain
piece, but only one move is correct, as other moves by that
piece ruin the solution.

In (6) all black moves are designed for hideaway; almost all
the problem's content revolves around the question, why a
certain black move was chosen instead of others. Black
would happily remove Rd7 off the board, if he could. As it
is, he should find a place where to put it. 1.2xg7 / &f7 / Ze7
prevent white's first move. 1.Exd8 prevents white's second
move; 1.Exd5 prevents black’s third move while 1.2d6
makes the final mate impossible. In the second solution,
examining the reasons for the specific choice of moves for
Af6, will reveal a complete harmony in avoiding duals.
Notice that in this problem, the tries 1.2 xd5 and 1.4xd4, a
foresight is integrated, a concept we're going to discuss in a
short while. An additional element here is a white
Grimshaw on e7 which appears in the dual avoidance,
which determines white's move-order.

e Foresight

In a practical game we enjoy witnessing a case, where a
player performs a move, the reason to which is clarified only
consequently after several moves. In help problems there
are quite a few such themes, where the reason for a specific
move is revealed only at later stages of the solution:
blocking a flight square or closing a line in advance;
abstaining from blocking a line in advance, ambush and
more.

Hymann & Shamir's problem (7) demonstrates closing a
line in advance: in his first move black chooses to close a
line, which is already closed. He is doing that because the
closed line is going to be opened. White closes an already
closed line as well in his second move. Mark's work (8)
shows an ambush, with WK hideaway: the white piece
enters a line which is doubly closed and becomes effective
only after the two blocking pieces open the line.
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Paradoxical elements

Whenever, throughout the solution, something happens
contrary to our expectations, a paradoxical element is
generated, e.g. when black captures a white piece in a
helpmate. Why is this a paradox? Because naturally, a
capture of a white piece weakens the white army, something
which is, allegedly, opposed to the common mission —
delivering mate to the BK.

Here one too may divide the paradoxes to several types:
time paradox, material paradox, space paradox, building
and destroying. Other types exist, for example, giving check
to the WK. In my view, paradoxical elements are the jewel
in the crown of art in general and in helpmates in particular.

e Time paradox

Generally speaking, time is a critical obstacle in solving a
problem. The majority of helpmates in two will be easily
solvable, and in a number of ways, if we only had three
moves in our disposal. Therefore, a move which spends a
tempo is paradoxical: the relevant side not only require no
extra time, but he must make a move while being careful
that it doesn't harm his plans.

Examples for time paradox: Zugzwang, tempo-move,
switchback, Rundlauf, or Zig-zag (a piece can move to a
certain square immediately, but it chooses to move to
another square first and later to its final destination).

In (9) we have the tries 1.Eb5!? and, in the twin, 1.4b21?
— which fail on account of the Zugzwang created following
black’s third move.
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1.4xc7! Heb5! 2.&xeb! Wal#
1.8xel! Aeb! 2.Dxeb! Wab#

e Material paradox

To build a mating position for the BK, we will usually try
to make use of the full force of the white army. When a
white piece is captured, or a white pawn makes a minor
promotion, the white force is weakened, thus creating a
paradox. Examples for material paradox are: capture of
white pieces in a helpmate; capture of white or black pieces
in helpselfmates; Zilahi; Cyclic Zilahi; minor white
promotion in helpmates; minor white or black promotion in
helpselfmates; promoting a fairy piece.

In (10) black captures a white piece in every move.

e Building and destroying

When one side spoils a structure, which seems set towards
mate, a paradox is produced. Sometimes during the
solution, a spoiler and a correction of the same element are
executed. For instance, blocking a line and reopening it;
pinning and unpinning; spoiling a ready-made mate; battery
destruction; Phenix (capture of a piece followed by
promoting to the same piece). In 11 there are two batteries
aimed towards the BK; black’s first move dismantles one
battery, while the second move of the BK moves away from
the line of the second battery.

Combined elements

Finally, we arrive at the fourth, most appealing family.
Scrutinizing the previous three problems, we can detect that
the artistic impression is produced, not only because of the
paradox, but also on account of the integration, in one
problem, of other attractive elements that were mentioned.
In (9), the impression of the Zugzwang try is enhanced, as
it combines forward insight; the Zugzwang is not immediate
and is created only following white's second move. In (10),
capture of white pieces appears together with hideaway of a
white piece. Problem (11) combines batteries' destruction
with Zilahi.
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a) 1.0g4 B3N 2.%e2 fxcd+ 1.%all 2.b6 &bl 3.5a7

15. Ofer Comay
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H#3.5 2 Sols 9+11
1..%ed 2.%xh8!! f8=11! 3.%d1

3.Hxf3 Wal# £c2 4.%a8! ofd3 5.%b8 4b5  Efl+ 4.%xe2 Lab#
b) 1.Eb4 Qcall 2.&c3 BExf3+ 6.%c7 Ac6 7.2d8 Ad7 8.%e7  1..2d5 2.&xc8!! f8=4! 3.&b2
3.&xc4 HcB# fe6 9.6 Af5 10.95 Ag4 Axa3+ 4.&c3 Eh3#

11.%h4 h3 12.&g3 h4 13.%h2
Ah3 14.%h1! 494 15.291 h5 16.2f2 h6 17.&el
Ah5 18.2d2 496 19.%c3 h7 20.2d4 h8af#

Combining such elements in one problem is a pleasure and
much to my taste, especially if several elements from
different families are integrated into one move. Integrating
several elegant elements into one specific move, resembles
an artistic peak, when the entire problem is designed to
highlight this peak.

In 12, white's first move (1.Zf1!! or 1. Af1!!) demonstrates
hideaway and a sacrifice that only materializes in black's
third move. This means that there is an integration of three
families in one move: material paradox, hideaway and
foresight. Black's Rundlauf, a sort of time paradox,
constitutes also a pretty visual element, thus complementing
the artistic impression by combining two additional
families.

In 13, the center of the problem appears in white's first move
(1...Ef3!", and in the twin, 1...4.c4!"). This move combines
an Umnov (visual element), hideaway (multiple choice) and
a sacrifice of a white piece (material paradox), a sacrifice
which is accepted only in black's last move (forward
insight). Hence, an integration of four families in one move.

N. 14, aimed only at brave souls, contains the fairy piece
bishop-lion, moving like bishop but must jump over some
piece at any move. The point appears in moves to all four
corners, a visual element. In the moves where it occurs,
another element is added; the move 1...¢&al! combines
foresight with hideaway (1...%b2? &cl?). The moves
4.%a8! and 14.h1! combine foresight with time paradox
(losing a tempo), while the move 20...e8=< shows a
promotion to a fairy piece, which is considered as
particularly weak.

In the last problem (15) there are two points of focus.
Following 1...%e4, the move 2.%xe8!! combines hideaway
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with a capture of a white piece (Zilahi). White responds by
3.f8=K!l, which combines a minor promotion (material
paradox) for a reason which will be revealed at a later stage
(forward insight) and Phenix (destroying and building). In
the second solution, after 1...Kd5 the very same elements
reappear with 2.%xc8!! f8=4.!

I suppose that a majority of composers do not put particular
emphasis on the ideas | have presented, because, as | stated
at the beginning of this article, it is all leaning on my
personal, subjective taste, undiscussed in composing
circles.

Yet | hope that some readers will identify with these ideas,
and that | have succeeded to spur fresh thoughts in others,
by presenting this view, regarding evaluation of helpmates
and taking pleasure from it.

1E=81.3 av 7w 1227 .(°2°1) 122 "0 nRo7
72001 (M OPITID) CMIPH WA 25oWnw
2IP%P) 02101 ,(AN>TR °°K7) TWnIA ITannw
D0IPR MR 5721 nR R (DM
NA=8 18x: .2 qwnna ooy om

TAPR WAT DA XY 222007 N200Y W NI
SNIVXW ODOW DIWR LCNAIRAW NuvYIa Dy
avy Sy noonan A X ,7andn nYmna
AW PRI 771722 P73 ROV LOWORY S2°UROA0
Hapnh

MIPYIT QY D7 DRNPIA PRNY AP0 IR
AT MAWAR SN OOOR ORNPDY 1R
TV VAR ARIT 797V 0237 W OROT

Debates About Study Evaluation — Gady Costeff
I am aware of two interesting debates about study evaluation. The first, between Gurvich and
Korolkov is personal, passionate, and is quoted to this day. The second, between Dobrescu and
Beasley, is neutral, rational, and obscure. They are both worth studying.

In 1955 Abram Gurvich' expressed his creative views in the article Chess Poetry'. His strong
opinions, especially on economy and what study art should and shouldn’t be, were supported by
many examples, explicitly naming and unapologetically criticizing the work of many famous
composers. In 1958, in his Artistic Biography, Vladimir Korolkov questioned elements of Gurvich’s
approach, including quoting some Gurvich studies where the author failed to follow his own advice .

The entire debate is summarized beautifully by Sergey Didukh in Gurvich vs. Korolkov', with
available automatic English translation. | quote from Chess Poetry a study praised by Gurvich.

L. Kubbel

150 Studies, 1925
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B2 3.4+ Be2 7.8%b2+ Hbh3!

The second noteworthy debate originated in the 1997 EG article The Chess Study As A Multi-Criteria
System" by the prominent Romanian study composer and economist Emilian Dobrescu. Dobrescu
applies tools from science to study composition, in an attempt to move beyond beauty is in the eye
of the beholder. His main thrust is that there exists a subset of study attributes, that are both
measurable, and that enjoy general agreement as to their positive, or negative, contribution to the
evaluation. With these stable attributes scientific progress becomes possible. Dobrescu provides
study examples to make his case. It is thought provoking material, but the style is dry and

diametrically different than Gurvich’s Chess Poetry.



In 2001, John Beasley' published On Dobrescu's treatment of the chess study as a multi-criteria
system. This critique takes issue with Dobrescu’s basic premise, that some agreement on
measurement and preference is partially possible. He argues that while a single attribute may be
stable, any combination of attributes is inherently unstable. If this is so, the path to agreement on the
objective evaluation of studies is impossible.

Gurvich, Korolkov, and Dobrescu are composing giants so | will conclude with a study by Beasley.
He quotes it in his critique of the Dobrescu article.

J. Beasley 3 H.M. The Problemist 1972

//%/// | LB EE
/ // / // % A
v o w il e w o i

>
s SN

o8 .

_
Y / / Y / /
BN N
Win 3+4 2 h3+ 3. ®b4 %h4+ 4..%h5+ 5.®b6
1.2h4+! &xh4 4.%b5 whe+ 6.%b7
2.Hg8!

By the way, the horizontal multi-diagram display used in this column was taken from Beasley’s
columns in the British Endgame Study News. It is one of his many contributions.

' Alain Pallier: A.S. Gurvich (30ii1897 — 18xi1962)
EG 184 pp.126-129
http://www.arves.org/arves/images/PDF/EG _PDF/eq184.pdf#page=26

' Abram Gurvich: Chess Poetry

Sovetski shajmatni etiud (1955), Updated in Etiudi (1961)
http://didok.ru/qurvich-1

http://didok.ru/qurvich-2

http://didok.ru/qurvich-3

http://didok.ru/gurvich-4

it Gurvich vs. Korolkov
http://didok.ru/2019/07/01/

"V Prof. Emilian Dobrescu: The Chess Study As A Multi-Criteria System
EG 123 pp. 30-47 January 1997
http://www.arves.org/arves/images/PDF/EG_PDF/eg123.pdf#page=30
V https://www.jsbeasley.co.uk/

Vi John Beasley: On Dobrescu's treatment of the chess study as a multi-criteria system
EG 139 pp. 286-288 January 2001

http://www.arves.org/arves/images/PDF/EG_PDF/eq139.pdf#page=46
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Mark Erenburg 60 Jubilee tourney
Judge: Mark Erenburg

Section A — Helpmates in 3 Moves

Theme: 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.

Participants: Bidlen (1), Yeghiazaryan (2,3), Abdurahmanovich (4), Feoktistov (5), Fomichev
(6,7), Gavriliv (8,9j), Gelpernas (11,12,13), Gershinsky (14j), Gurowitz (15), Ivunin (16j,17),
Pernaric (18), Mlynka (19,20), Kolesnik (21j,22), Valery Semenenko (21j), Kopyl (23), Kuhn (24),
Lois & Kapros (25j,26j), Witztum (27j,49,50), Navon (27j), Medintsev & Skripnik (28j,29j), Pachl
(30,42j), Pankratiev (31,32,9},14j,16j), Shapiro (33,34,35,36), Shorochov & A. Semenenko(37j),
Stepochkin (38), Trommler (39,40,41,42j), Uziuk (43,44,45), Gurov (46), Velikhanov (47,48),
Nefyodov (51), Gorbatenko (52).

First of all, I would like to thank all the composers that surprised me with 52(!) problems. The level
of competition turned out to be very high: despite the significant development of this material in the
past, many participants managed to find fresh ideas or give original color to old motives. Therefore,
in contrast to my usual practice, at least a third of the received problems entered the award list.
The dispute of the preliminary award was very interesting. Some problems caused a heated
theoretical discussion involving many masters of the cooperative genre. There were also lengthy
comments, sometimes very emotional. The judge carefully examined all the materials, listened to
himself, and, in sum, did not find serious grounds for any changes. So, the final award:
15t Prize: Vitaly Medintsev and Anatoly Skripnik
The most tactically enriched problem of the tournament: cyclic Zilahi and cyclic change of piece
functions in White play is difficult itself, but here it's wittily supplemented by antidual choice on
B2. Of course, model mates. Brilliant achievement!
1.5%a2 &xa2 2.8¢c4 (Bxd3?) &xf6 3.b4 Qad# 1.8xb2+ &xb2 2.8h7 (He3?) Leb 3.He7 Hab#
1.Bxb3+ &xb3 2.55h4 (h6?) 2a7 3.f5 &h8#
2" Prize: Mykola Kolesnik
A given theme automatically "pushes" toward ODT, so there were many entries with this element,
but here the composer succeeded to express the idea in exclusively sophisticated style: delayed
sacrifice of black queen, exchange of functions of two white R/B pairs, participation of 4 white
pieces in mating picture.
1.8xc5 Hxed+ 2.&xed Axf5+ 3.%d5 Hxc5# 1.%xe6 Axd4+ 2.%5xd4 BExcd+ 3.2d5 Axeb#
3" Prize: Fadil Abdurahmanovic
Completely homogeneous play with reciprocal change of R/B function. But the main advantage of
this composition lies in a different plane: it's an only(!) problem with active play of white king at all
stages of the solution, including square guarding in the mate. There is even a white Kniest in addition
to a black one.
1.Exd7+ &xd7 2.5d4 Exeb+ 3.&xeb Web# 1.%xe7+ Hxe7 2.95 Axf5+ 3.&xf5 &h7#
Vitaly Medintsev
Anatoly Skripnik Mykola Kolesnik Fadil Abdurahmanovic
1% Prize 2" Prize 3 Prize
Erenbur 60 JT 2020 Erenburg 60 JT 2020
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4™ Prize: Jorge Lois & Jorge Kapros

Beautiful and well-coordinated “work™ of black knights: exchange of

functions with an antidual choice during successive opening of lines for

white pieces. 1.5xe6 @296 2.0exf4+(Hdxf4+?) Wxf4 3.50¢3 Wha#
1.5xf4+ g5 2.2fxe6+(Ddxe6+7?) &xeb 3..¢2 Wa2#

5% Prize: Boris Shorochov & Alexandr Semenenko
The only problem that matches white play content of the gold winner- but
inferior to it in another components: the presence of extra pin in the initial
position is not so important; more essential that the play of Black is not so
interesting and the first variant somewhat falls out without model mate
and with rather rude capture of black bishop on the mating move. Anyway,
a very good piece of work. 1.2xg8+ &xg8 2.%a4 Bb7 3.4d7 ¥&xd7#
1.8xg7+ &xg7 2.2cd Wed 3.%b4 Axd5#
1.Bxh7+ &xh7 2.8a4 Axd5 3.%b5 Bb7#

6% Prize: Vitaly Medintsev & Anatoly Skripnik

Quite original ODT with creation of masked white batteries and reciprocal
change of W1/W3. Active Zilahi, model mates.

1.%c5(y) BExfe(A)+ 2.50xf6 ¥he 3.0d7(z) Axed(B)#

1.%d7(z) Axed(B)+ 2.5xed ¥xg2 3.2¢5(y) BExf6(A)#

15t Honourable Mention: Alexandr Pankratiev & Evgeny Gavryliv
Reciprocal captures of two pairs of pieces are motivated by anticipatory
self-unpins by White and successive line cleaning by Black. The whole
complex in ODT pattern works as a clock in a very light position and
doesn't look rude at all. It’s a pity that in the first solution there is no choice
for 1...Rxb4 unlike the attempt 1...Bc2? in the second one. Nice finding.

Jorge Lois
Jorge Kapros
4" Prize

Erenburg 60 JT 2020

H#3 2.1.1.. 6+12

Boris Shorochov
Alexandr Semenenko
5t Prize
Erenbur 60 JT 2020

H#3

1.%xd3 Exb4 2.%xed ¥cd 3.%96 Wha# 1.8xcd Axbl 2.2xed ¥d3 3.8h4 &g6#

2" Honourable Mention: Kenan Velikhanov

Anticipatory self-pins with gate opening is very attractive idea which however met earlier and in
more subtle design- pdb/1084574, yacpdb/382272- but here it is combined with active Zilahi and

reciprocal delayed Umnov.

1.2bxc3 Axd5+ 2.&xd5 Bcl 3.&c4 wa2# 1.2Bdxe3 Wxf5+ 2.&xf5 Hel 3.&ed Abl#

34 Honourable Mention: Evgeny Gavryliv

Pretty tactically diversified problem: bivalve, distant square guarding by Bg7, active Zilahi.
Repeating move B2(even by different knights) and impurity of W1 in the first solution(also line

opening for white queen) not allowed to set the higher place.

1.5fxe5 Af8 2.5g4 ¥xd4+ 3.8xd4 Hd8# 1.5HHgxed Axh6 2.50g4 Exed 3.Dxed Wxh7#

Alexandr Pankratiev
Evgeny Gavryliv
1tHM
Erenburg 60 JT 2020
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4™ Honourable Mention: Misha Shapiro

Black queen “puts into orbit” a white colleague which carries out a long-

move sacrifice and the remaining piece makes a decisive blow. A good

problem.  1.&xfl+ &xfl 2.897 Wxfe+ 3.&xf6 Hf3#

1.%xh3+ ¥xh3 2.84d7 ¥xeb+ 3.%5xe6 Acd#

5% Honourable Mention: Sven Trommler & Franz Pachl

B1 opens line for rear black piece with guarding of corresponding square

near black king. This fact defines all White further strategy including

subtle antidual choice on W1. Switchbacks. ODT.

1.5ab5 fe3 (Hed?) 2.5xd4 ¥f2 3.5db5 Ab6#

1.55ch5 Hed (Le3?) 2..xd4 f4 3..0db5 Had#

6" Honourable Mention: Eugene Fomichev

Exchange of functions- capturing and Bristol- for two pairs of white line

pieces. Passive Zilahi looks...passively, what to do! Line-opening capture

1...cxb6 is rather rude. 1.Exc7 d6 2.Hcxc6 Axcd 3.%xch &d5#
1.%xg8 cxb6 2.%xe6 Bxcd+ 3.&xd5 E7c5#

15t Commendation: Vladislav Nefyodov

Exchange of functions of black knights- the first one captures on Bl1,

unpins on B2; the second one sacrifies itself on B3. Ambush and model

mates in a White play. 1.5xf6 Axd5 2.0d7 &xed+ 3..092 &xg2#
1.5xe6 Bh6 2..0¢7 ¥xhd+ 3.0h2 &xh2#

2nd Commendation: Mykola Kolesnik & Valery Semenenko

Composers point to Umnov, Bristol, exchange functions of two pairs of

white pieces, and everything seems to be correct, but...rather boring and

clearly lacking in dynamics. On my opinion, such impression arises

because in White, plays actually only the queen while the remaining 4(!)

strong pieces are only captured or simply stand in their places.

1.8xg2 a3 2.4xed ¥g2 3.4xc6 Wxc6# 1.8xg4 ad 2.8xed g4 3.Exd4 xda#

3rd Commendation: Menachem Witztum & Emanuel Navon

B1- the white queen gets out of “prison” but still is “tied up”. B2 and B3-

successive unpinning/gate opening for white pieces. Additionally, co-

authors tried to show antiduals on every Black move: unfortunately, this

attempt was clearly unsuccessful: in some variants, the “antiduals” are

artificial and ambiguous, while in others, they simply do not exist! The

author's record of the solution has been intentionally kept unchanged.

a) 1.%xb5+ (Exb4+?) Wxb5 2.5¢6 (£c67?) e2 3.2dcd (b1,b3?) Lel#

b) 1.8xb4+ (&xb5+?) ¥xb4 2.c4 (Hcd?) ¥f8 3.50¢6 (©d3?) Hg5#

4t Commendation: Sven Trommler

Misha Shapiro
4" HM
Erenburg 60 .]T 2020
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Exchange of mating/blocking square between the black and the white queen. Pin mates.

1.%d2 &4h7 2.8bl ¥xbl 3.%d6 &f5# 1.%bl Hd8 2.8d1 ¥xd1 3.%f5 ¥d6#

Vladislav Nefyodov M. Kolesnik, V. Semenenko Witztum & Navon
3rd Com
Erenburg 60 JT 2020
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5t Commendation: Franz Pachl

In the true spirit of the genre, joint efforts of White and Black lead to unpinning of the white queen,
which breaks into the operational space.

1.&ed Axf5+ 2.gxf5 Bd7 3.4h5 Web# 1.%e3 Bf4 2.gxf4 Qa6 3.4h4 Wxfa#

6" Commendation: Jorge Lois & Jorge Kapros

Line opening with antidual choice on W1- the same idea as in 5HM, but here the play is not so subtle
and homogeneous and the position is more heavy with white queen clamped in the corner.

1.8xg6 Axg6(Txg6?) 2.%f2 &h7 3.4e2 fed# 1.4xg6 Txgb(Lxg6?) 2.892 ¥g7 3.8f2 Bg3#
Special Commendation: Josip Pernaric

I expected something this , but it should be noted that thematic material with such linear power
makes the idea of two castlings quite easily feasible. In any case, realization of the “compulsory
program” deserves encouragement.

1.%xb3 4xb3 2.0-0-0 Aeb+ 3.c7 &xa5# 1.4xb3 Exb3 2.0-0 Zxc3+ 3.2g7 Hg3#

Franz Pachl Jorge Lois, Jorge Kapros Josip Pernaric
5t Com 6" Com Sp. Com
Erenbur 60 JT 2020 Erenburg 60 JT 2020 Erenburg 60 JT 2020
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Section B — Selfmates in 3 or more moves, free theme

Participants: Mlynka (1), Khramtsevich (2), Kuzovkov (3), Pankratiev (4,9), Pernaric (5,18,19),
Tura (6), Zamanov, Javadzade, Volchek (7)), Kopyl (8), Neef (10), Trommler (11), Banaszek,
Soroka (12j), Fomichev (13), Holubec (14,21), Kozyura (15), Labai, Javadzade, Zamanov (16j),
Novomesky (17,24), Azhusin (20), Oganesjan (22), Stepochkin (23), Syzonenko (25), Richter,
Lossin (26j), Smotrov (27), Orlov (28), Grubert, Muller (29), Feoktistov (30).

I would like to thank all the composers that sent their problems for my jubilee tourney- total, 30
problems.

It’s a pity, but the general level is inferior to the helpmate section. Prizes are encouraging, but overall
expectations were greater. | have already noted in other competitions and have to repeat that mono-
variant entries without any memorable idea do not correspond to the modern level of chess
composition. Further: apparently, knowing the hero’s love for the logical style, many authors tried
to arrange their ideas with logical elements, but too often this did not succeed, despite extensive
“theoretical” justifications. Some compositions that were not included in the award require, in my
opinion, a separate explanation.

No.8: the idea of incorporating of reversal two-mover content into a logical moremover seems to
me clearly far-fetched. No. 22: I can’t agree with the “extended” interpretation of the correction’s
definition and combining of completely different variants based on the presence (!) of quiet moves
in each of them- in this case, in the second variant, the black queen is “won”. No.12: it is not clear
why the exact move that guards the square near the black king is declared as anti-dual choice
comparing to several random moves that don’t do it and, most importantly, why it is considered
possible to repeat W2 in the main thematic variants. No.20: the author positions his problem as
logical but, in fact, the problem has neither thematic tries nor the main plan; although there are eight
moves in the problem, the struggle of the sides ends already after W3, but in a moremover, especially
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logical, it is very desirable that the preliminary play be at least equal, and better longer, than the final
forced maneuver, this is an important aesthetic moment; W1 is not good. The problem was initially
marked by the 1st commendation, but after discussion, the author decided to remove it for further
work. So, the final results:

15t Prize: Gennadij Kozyura

The author for several years has been developing a very interesting idea of transfer the so-called
Zilahi paradox from the helpmates to the s # genre: in two variants, one thematic piece is captured
and the other one gives the mate; in the third variant, both pieces are involved in the mate picture.
Here the theme is presented for the first time with two black rooks; additionally, reciprocal variants
are joined by switchbacks of white pieces on the mating move. Excellent achievement.

1.8.5! zz: 1...hxg6 2.b4 g5 3.0b3 ~ 4. &8+ Hc7 5.%h7+ Exb7 6.b5+ HExb5 7.0a5+ HExa5# 1...h6
2.52d4 h5 3.5¢5 &xcb 4.82c8+ Hc7 5.%a7+ &cb 6.82xd5 Exc8 7.%a8+ Hxa8# 1...h5 2.He8 &xd7
3.8h3+ &c6 4.8 c4+ 25 5.0b6 Bxcsd 6.xb7+ &cb 7.50ad+ Hxad#

2" Prize: Eugene Fomichev

An exciting and inventive game of White, including the trip of the white king. All this resembles the
problems of a popular style, but at the same time, both variants are harmoniously united by the
creation of white batteries, which turn on with tempo on square 2. Additionally, two non-standard
model mates. | like such sets of ideas!

1.&cl! zz: 1...axb3 2.5e4+ D94 3.0xf2+ &g3 4.Hed4+ Dgd 5.895+ &xhd 6.0d2+ Ad4 7.%el+
Hxel# 1...c6 2.&d1 axb3 3.2xb3 &g4 4.%e2+ &g3 5.8f3+ g4 6.8xf2+ g3 7.2el Axf2#

34 Prize: Mikhail Khramtsevich

Probably a first time presentation of synthesis of black correction in a full knight-wheel and the cross
of a white rook on the 2nd move. Something remotely similar was in P1098005, but the level of
problems is not comparable: there we have only 7 possible knight moves, here W3/B3 are all
different (1) plus a full thematic try with change of play in two variants. Very attractive complex.
1.59g5? zz: 1..5d~ 2.8e5+ &xd6 3.85f6+ Aeb# 1...50xf4 2.BxfA+ 1..5¢7 2.8f8+ &xd7 3.Bg7+
Af7# 1...8e3 2.00d4+ Axd4 3.%xd5+ Axd5# but 1...8d2! 1.5Ha7? Hxf4!

1.5na5! [2.Bfg7+ &f5 3.&xd5+ Axd5#] 1...Hd~ 2.2e7+ &Hf5 3.6+ Axeb# 1...0xf4! 2.5 6+ eb
3.50c4+ Axca# 1...0c7! 2. 818+ &xd7 3.2g7+ Af7#

4™ Prize: Anatoly Stepochkin

The problem in the author's style of Fata morgana. White has no tempo move, so the white king goes
on d5-square. This means that the white knight must self-block on c4-square: a long trip with active
participation of all white pieces, creation of batteries and taking control of free squares, leaves a
very pleasant impression. For a snack, after en passant capture- model mate in the centre of
chessboard. Set: 1...c3 2.4.b1 c2 3.e4+ dxe3(e.p.)#

1.&d5! ¢3 2.4d6 &f6 3.2e5+ &f5 4.493 &6 5.4h4+ BF5 6.005 &6 7.Hed+ f5 8.Hd6+ &f4
9.5c4+ &f5 10.4b1 c2 11.e4+ dxe3#

Gennadij Kozyura Eugene Fomichev M. Khramtsevich Anatoly Stepochkin
1% Prize 2" Prize 3" Prize 4™ Prize
Erenburg 60 JT 2020 Erenbur 60 JT 2020 Erenburg 60 JT 2020 Erenburg 60 JT 2020
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15t Honourable Mention: Alexandr Feoktistov Alexandr Feoktistov
The best problem of logical style. The main plan of attack does not 1t HM
immediately pass, since the h7-pawn controls the g6-square, and the Erenburg 60 JT 2020
attempt to eliminate it on their own gives the black king time to escape.
Therefore, White creates another threat, forcing the pawn to move, and
then realizes the main plan. The logic is short, but visually attractive -
switchback of long-range piece from corner to corner is always beautiful!
1.5g7+? Heb 2.d4+ Ded 3.8496+? hxgb! (3.2e6 Hh3 4.8xh7? f21)
1.8.al! [2.5d4+ 2eb 3.0xf3+ Deb 4.4xg5+; the threat gets a full
expression in the variant: 1...5h3 2.5d4+ &e5 3.Hxf3+ De6 4.4d4! -
5.8xe2+ Heb# or 4...50~ 5.0xg5+ B xg5#; 1...h6 2.4h8! - 3.5g7+ &eb 2
4.d4+ Bed 5.0.96+ Ef5# SH#5 11+14
2" Honourable Mention: Alexandr Kuzovkov
The author is a well-known master of "position mechanisms." Here, probably for the first time (I
didn’t find any analogues in the databases), the Pickaninny theme is combined with the play of the
white queen on 4 adjacent fields diagonally on the mating move. The only thing, I don’t think this
is a Bristol, but this debate has been going on for a long time and will not end in any way.
1.e4! [2.5d7+ ©xeb 3.%xb6+ Axb6#] 1...fxg6 2.5Hxg6+ xeb 3.%xb6+ Axb6# 1...f6 2.Hchb+ bxch
3.8xc5+ Axch# 1..f5 2. 4.f4+ &f6 3.%d4+ Axda# 1...fxeb 2.2h5+ Dxed 3.3+ Axe3d#
3rd Honourable Mention: Frank Richter & Sven-Hendrik LoRin
The route of the white queen is quite peculiar, as is the decisive maneuver with the opening of the
5™ line, but fundamentally nothing new. In addition, | do not really like the weak dual in the try
refutation: notonly 1 ... c1Q! butalso 1 ... c1B!
1.98=%7? [2.&xg5+ &Xg5 3.8h5+ Hf6 4. 4xe5+ Hxe5 5.%xe5+ Wxe5#] but 1...c1=Q! 1.#g3!
[2.%xg5+ Exeb 3.4xe5+ Wxe5#] Hb1(2,3,4) 2.%d3 (3.84xe5+ ¥xe5#) Bb5 3.%e2 Hbl 4.%xc2
Eb5 5.%e2 Hbl 6.%d3 b5 7.%g3 BEb1 8.%h3 Eb5 - and now 9.98=% - 10.&xg5+ &xg5
11.%h5+ &6 12. A xe5+ K xe5 13.%xe5+ &xe5#
4™ Honourable Mention: Alexandr Pankratiev
5-fold cycle of 2-3 moves of White. In our "advanced" time, there are already many such problems,
including those of the author himself. There are already several tasks with a 6-fold cycle. In short,
one would like something else besides the cycle itself — maybe | ask too much ?!
1.%g5! [2.8xg4+ A Axgd+ 3.9f5+ B Axf5#] 1...0e3/g3 2. %15+ B & xf5 3.Exd4+ C Hixd4#
1..%xd2 2.8xd4+ C ¥xd4 3.%e5+ D ¥xe5# 1...cxd6 2.%e5+ D dxeb 3..4.c6+ E Hxc6# 1...2g5
2.4c6+ E 2d5 3.2xg4+ A Axga#
Alexandr Kuzovkov Richter, LoRin Alexandr Pankratiev Sergej Smotrov
2" HM 39HM 41" HMm Sp. HM
Erenburg 60 JT 2020 Erenburg 60 JT 2020 Erenburg 60 JT 2020
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S#3 13+9 S#13 9+12 S#3 14+10
Special Honourable Mention: Sergej Smotrov

The composer has been working for a long time in a very specific genre- a logical moremover with
checks from beginning to end and multiple switchbacks. It must be admitted that in this field he
achieved impressive successes- therefore, honourable mention- again, "specific”. | already wrote
once, but still want to repeat: at least one, or better, two quiet moves, and the problem would have
been appreciated much higher. The main plan: 1.896+? &xg6 2.&f5+ Axf5#??, but 3.%xg5- so,
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White needs to decoy the black bishop from g5-square. On a long trip, certain accuracy is required:
1.8d5+ ®d4 2.4b3+! (fa2+?) Ded 3.8e6+ Dd4 4.8e5+ Ded 5.%el+ fe3; 6.4c7+! (A.g3+?7) Dd4
7. %al+ &cb5 8.%a5+ ©d4 9.4e5+ Ped 10,093+ Hd4 11.2d6+ &ed 12.4d5+ &d4 13. 47+ &ed,
and finally 14. 296+ 8xg6 15.%f5+ A xf5#

15t Commendation: Waldemar Tura

Adabashev 2 + 2: the double play of white pieces on the e4 and f5-squares. A good problem, but
without much brilliance. 1.d6! [(fxe6) 2.%&xd5+ ©g4 3.&xed+ Hixed#] 1...2g4 2.Hxe7+ 15 3.Exed+
Hxedtt 1...94 2.Bxf6+ g5 3.815+ Hxf5# 1...Hg7 2.Heb+ g6 3. 415+ Hixf5#

2nd Commendation: Josef Holubec

Echo chameleon model mates in two solutions, one of the possible directions for the development
of selfmates, why not?

[. 1.%b5 &d4 2.497 Ded 3.2el d4 4.8d8+ Hed 5.Had+ He3 6.%4f1 e4 7.2d3+ exd3 8.4d1 d2#
11.1.8d1 &5 2.2a6 Ded 3.e2 Hf5 4.Df1 Hed 5.8c2+ Df3 6.%gl e4 7.8d2 3 8.0el e2#

Waldemar Tura Josef Holubec
15t Com 2" Com
Erenbur 60 JT 2020 Erenburg 60 JT 2020
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Israel Ring Tourney: Twomovers 2018

Judge: Eugene Rosner, FIDE International judge, December 2019

| would first like to thank Paz Einat, for inviting me to judge this tournament. It has been a joy going
through the problems, several times over! | am also indebted to Udo Degener who searched for
anticipations after | chose the contenders. A few words are in order for some problems that did not
make it into the award. 3159 (Retter) is completely anticipated by A. Vasyutsko,(see A). The main
idea in 3107 (Shifrin) has been done several times before, remarkably in Meredith form, by Valery
Kirillov (see B). The 2 passive and 1 active interferences constituting the QRP type of Arguelles
theme in 3158 (Valtonen) can be seen by the theme’s author in C.

Givi Mosiashvil

1%t Prize: Var. 3108 Givi Mosiashvili. 1%t Prize IRT 2018

An introductory try 1.Sdf4? features the three principle mating moves. ¥ 7 585
1...Qxd3 2.Qxd3# controls both c4/e4 whereas the mates on c5/e5 are now t / /
impossible. The 2™ try and solution threaten the 3™ of these mates while / /1/@
bringing back the other two in response to 1...Qxd3. A 2™ defense 1...Qh1l
provides additional mate changes. The try refutations are beautiful, the
construction is spacious, and there is a 3-phase, double Dombrovskis effect
involving 1...Qxd3, once again.

1.53df47? [2.%c5, &eb, Wd7#] 1...gxf4 2.5xf4# 1...%xd3 2.&xd3#
butl...g4!

1.£¢3? [2.%d7#] 1...%xd3 2.%c5# 1...%h1 2.5 xe2#

1..52d8 2.8xd8# 1...b7/c6/cd 2. (x)ca# 1...g4 2.Ef4 butl...e5!
1.3e3! [2.&d7#] 1..%xd3 2.%eb# 1..%hl 2.5xc2# 1..2d8 2.8xd8# 1..e5 2.,0f5#
1..55b7/c6/cd 2.%(x)ca# 1...94 2.Bf4#
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2" Prize: Var. 3063 Zoltan Labai. Zoltan Labai
One of the most balanced two phase problems I’ve seen in quite a while. 2nd Prize IRT 2018
There are many settings of try/solution where a wS takes 2 bPs on adiagonal | ,/ =} s~
flight (3,0) from the bK, but here there are two different threats which seems |, 2 / .t/@/
original. The two mate transfers are very fine, the return of the try threat | // ) / Q;//

57

after 1...Bxf2 in the solution is beautiful, but the overall unity of the pieces
working together here, is something to behold. 1..xg5 ? [2.Ef8 A#]
1..5xg5 2.4xg5 B# 1...4.c5 2.%xe5 C# 1...4xed 2.5xh3 D# 1...d7~ 2.He6
E# butl..hxg3a!

1..axe5 ! [2.8g4#] 1...6xf2 2.4xg5 B# 1...4xe5 2.%xe5 C# 1...Af3
2.Bxf3 F# 1..Hxf2 2.50d3 G# 1...hxg3 a 2.hxg3 H# 1...Axf2 b 2.Bf8 A#

Honorable Mention: Var. 3065 Valery Shanshin.

A mélange of themes, (mainly featuring Barnes, Threat Correction, Dombrovskis, and pseudo
LeGrand) loosely held together. There are a lot of men on the board but there is a 3-fold change for
1...Qxd4, and the featured mate 2.Qf4# is part of this, along with being returned as a threat. The
White pieces are elegantly placed and one cannot argue with one of Valery’s signatures; a flight-
giving key. 1.4b77 [2.&xf3 A, ¥&f4 B#] 1....0xd7! 1L.Ef5? [2.Bxf3#] 1...gxf5 2.5xf5 CH#,

but 1...2f2 x ! 1.8xg6? [2.5f5 C#] 1...&xd4 2.&xh6#, 1...&xd4 2.&b6#, but 1...f2!

1.8c3? [2.%xf3 A# (2.&f4?)] 1...%xd4 a 2.&xd4#, 1.. 512 x 2.8%f4 B# but 1...e1=4H)!

1.e5! [2.%f4 B#] 1...%xd4 a 2.%xf3 A#, 1...95 2.5f5 C#, 1...&xd4 2.%b6#

Special Honorable Mention: Var. 3152 Michael Barth

Behold-a “dual avoidance LeGrand”! This is a groundbreaking idea, but at a cost: all sorts of
traditional economy rules are broken. Note that try and key open a Black line, so that after the bK
flight a mate no longer works. Once again, changed play for the thematic defense, but in the try, the
g5S is an outlier, the f2R just blocks, and in the solution, the ¢7S is a night watchman-- the price to
pay perhaps, for a rather intriguing idea that may bear fruit down the road.

1..2d6 2.%xb6 A, Ab4 B# 1.5a8? [2.&xb6 A#] 1...2d6 x 2.%e7 X# (£4b4 B?) 1...2b8/xa8
2.4%c7#but 1..Hc6! 1.Hd2![2.4b4 B#] 1..2d6 x 2.5e4 Y# (&b6? A) 1..Bxf4 2. Exd5#

15t Commendation: Var. 3111 Klaus Forster

Familiar QR-battery choice and LeGrand. There is a nice amount of byplay in each phase, but the
symmetry pulls this down a bit. 1.2bxe5 ? [2.8d5 A#] 1...f3 2.82e4 B# 1....0xc3 2.2d2#
1...%xe2 2.59xe2# 1...%xe5 + 2.&xe5# 1...f6 2.%a7# butl...axb3 !

1.Hexe5! [2.5ed4 B 1...f3 2.55d5 A# 1...2xc3/&xe5+/axb5/f6 2.5 b4/ &xe5/Hxb5/Ea7#

2nd Commendation: Var. 3157 Michael Lipton

English 3-line Nowotny with changed double threats, but more importantly a complete LeGrand
after 1...Qf6. Please compare this with diagram D. This is a notable improvement, only possible
by having each wR make one of the threats.

1.Hee3? 1...Hhxe3, Hexe3 2.%d4# 1...¥xe3 2.5c3 A# 1...%f6 2.5e5 B# but 1...b4!

1.Ede3! 1...Bhxe3, Hexe3 2.d4# 1...%xe3 2.8e5 B# 1...&f6 2.5c3 A#

Valery Shanshin Michael Barth Klaus Forster Michael Lipton
HM IRT 2018 Sp. HM IRT 2018 1St Com IRT 2018 2" Com. IRT 2018
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Special Commendation: Var. 3153 Daniel Papack Daniel Papack
It is no surprise this was published as a pairing with the special HM above. Sp. Com. IRT 2018
Again, line openings and K-flight are featured. The avoided mate in the try i % O
by selfpin is indeed subtle. The full complement of White officersisneeded. | % wa %
As a new theme the lighter setting above is clearer in its presentation. / /@// 7
1..2d4 2,416, Hxed, 4b2# 1.82d7? [2.4f6 A#] 1...2d4 2.8b2# (Bed B?) Q7
but 1...%h6!

1..nde3! [2.8xe4 B#] 1...%d4 2. 4b2# (&6 A?) 1...%xf4 2.h8=%#

Appendix #2*v 12+11
A 1.4f37 [2.%c7#] 1...8495 2.55g4# but 1...2g5 | 1.f3 ?[2.%c7#] 1..2g5 2.f4# but 1...295 !

1.5295 ? [2.504,%e3,f4#] 1...Axg5/Exg5/exd5 2.594/f4/%e3# but 1...4xa6 !

1.&Ba2 | [2.8c7#] 1...805 2.504# 1.. 895 2.f4#

B: 1.Ha5? [2.55¢3,0¢c7#] 1...0d3 2.4xc6# 1...Heb + 2.Axe6# but 1...5Hd2 !

1.2d8 ! [2.4xc6,8e6#] 1...5d6 2.50¢3# 1..2c7 2.0xCT#

C: 1.HOxc7 1 [2.4c5#] 1..Eed 2.%xg6# 1...%e4 2.e8=S# 1...e4 2.%d1#

D: 1. Rde3? [2.He5,d44#] 1...Qxe3/Exe3/Qf6 2.2e5/d4/Ec3# but 1...Sc4!;

1. Hee3! [2.Se4,Qd4#] 1...Qxe3/H xe3 2.Se4/Qd4# 1...Qf4/Sh3 2.2e5/Sh7#

A. A. Vasyutsko B. Valery Kirillov C. Antonio Arguelles D. Imnats Kisis
1%t C., Revista Romana 2" HM Magadanskaya  (correction Paz Einat) 5% Pr. Ceskoslovensky
de Sah, 1985 Pravda, 1997 Xadrez Brasileiro, 1933 Sach 1971
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Israel Ring Tourney: More-movers 2015-17

Judge: Viktor Volchek, Belarus
I gratefully accepted the invitation to be a judge in the more-movers section of the magazine.
Unfortunately, the competition received a relatively small number of problems, which somewhat
upset me. After a careful study of the published more-movers, | decided to award only six problems.

15t Honorable Mention: Var. 2830 Arieh Grinblat Arieh Grinblat
Cyclic alternation of the 2" and 4" moves against the background of ~ 1%*HM IRT 2015-17

disconnecting black pieces from key squares. Solid execution of a four- %g%/ %7 %
mover with a geometrically clear play. Technically, the problem is not . /% ] /%/ /% ]
perfect. O ¥ &

1.8g7! [2.&g4+ A ©xe5 3.8g7+ Ded 4.5xc5 B#]
1...806,4h5 2.55xc5+ B ©d4 3.5xe6+ Ped 4.LHxf2 C#
1..586 2.5xf2+ C &f4 3.0xd3+ Ded 4.%g4 A#
1...dxc4 2.Bxc4+ &d5 3.Bxc5+ Fed 4.%g4#
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2" Honorable Mention: Var. 2735 Arieh Grinblat Arieh Grinblat
The cyclical alternation of the 2" and 4™ moves. Some disharmony in 2nd HM IRT 2015-17
variations and weak use of the a7 bishop determined the place of this ’
extraordinary task.

1.e7! [2.e4+ A fxe3 e.p 3.c4+ 2d4 4.5 xd6 B#]

1..H2h2 2.8xd6+ B ©&xd6 3.4xb8+ &d5 4.,xf4 C#

1...gxf6 2.5xf4+ C @eb 3.5g6+ 2d5 4.e4 A#

15t Commendation: Var. 2831 Elmar Abdullayev
Change of functions of two moves Bf1 and Bgl. White plays on 3 on the
third move. #4 13+9

1.0.92! [2.5d5 2z 5d3 3.401 [4.2F1#] 3.2 4.5c3+ Pel 5.0034 4...5d3 5. 4.1 /ed#]
1..9d3 2.0.91 [3.214] 2...e2 3.0f3 2z Hd3 4.0d4 2z B4 5.4 F1# 1..9e3 2.5xg6 2z $d3 3.43
22 Sd4/e3 4.0g1+ Sd3 5.5e54 2...Fe2 3.0f1+ B2 4.b3 2z Bel 5.8.93# 4...%e3 5.8g1#

2nd Commendation: Var. 2640 Arieh Grinblat

Nowotny is defended by Black's anti-critical defenses in the solution variations. The white effect is
gone and the variations are unequal. 1./3g3! [2.2d5+ Axd5 3.&xf5+ exf5 4..0h5# 2...Exd5
3.Wxf3+ Hxf3 4.0h5#] 1...Qed 2.Exed+ fxed 3.g4+ Deb 4.0d7# 2...H0xed 3.4 xf3+ Heb
4.007# 1...Beb 2.&xf3+ Axf3 3.BExf3+ Hixf3 4.0h5#

Special honors for miniatures

Special Prize: Var. Petrasinovic Petrasin

A miniature with changed play. Three model mates in tries and solution. White pieces on the third
move play on one square.

1.8f2 72z 1...8c5 2.%¢7 + &d4 3.c3 + Fed 4. 8,d3 # model mate

2...%b4 3.%c4 + a3 4.8%b3 # 3..Pa5 4.%b5# 1..Peb5 !

1.50g6 ? threat: 2.4b5! He6 3.%f3! zz 2d6 4. c6 # model mate

1..%c5 2.c3! &d6 3.4.c4! &c5 4.8c7 # 1...9Deb !

1.2h5! zz 1...2e6 2.8.c4+ 2d6 3.c3 zz 2eb 4. ¥ d5# model mate 3...2c5 4.%c7# 2..2f5 3.4g2
2z He5 4.%d5# 1...%eb 2.8d7 zz Ded 3.492+ Fe5 4.%d5# 3...De3 4.%d3# 1...2c5 2.¢3 zz 2d6
3.8.c4 7z Deb 4.%d54# 3...5c5 4.8 cT#

Special Honorable Mention: Var. 2736 David Shtern

Changed play on the Kb3 defense with three model mates in try and solution.

1.2ed? [2.50d4+ Sxc3 3.He2 [4.5c2#] 3...%c4 4.8c2# 2...%d2 3.5cl zz 3...e2 4.50b3/f3#]
1..%b3 2.50d4+ 2...Hxc3 3.8e2 [4.Hc2#] 3...Fc4 4.8c2# 2. Fa2 3.Hxe3 zz 3...Da3 4.Hal#
2..%cd 3.8e2 7z 3...xc3 4.Hc2# but 1...&d2!

l.c4lzz 1..%d2 2.56¢3 [3.8e2#] 2...%c2 3.Ebl [4.Bb2#] 3...2d2 4. Bb2#

1..®b32.8al zz 2...%¢c2 3.Ha2+ ©d1/bl 4.50¢c3# 3... b3 4.0ecl#

Elmar Abdullayev Arieh Grinblat Petrasinovic Petrasin David Shtern
18 Com. IRT 2015-17 2™ Com. IRT 2015-17  Sp. Prize IRT 2015-17 Sp. HM IRT 2015-17
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Israel Ring Tourney: Studies 2019
Judge: Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen, Denmark, February 2020

| want to thank Gady Costeff for asking me to judge one of the best informal tournaments around as
well as for his assistance with correction and anticipation checking. | feel the level of the tournament
was average with a fair number of interesting ideas.

| want to begin by making some comments about unfortunate trends I’ve spotted in the studies in
this tournament as well as in other recent tourneys. The first trend concerns studies ending in mate
or stalemate. It seems some composers desperately search for a way to round off their products by a
mating or stalemating finale. If the basic play is without surprises or artistic merits, nothing is
changed by the sudden appearance of a mate. Especially if several superfluous pawns are spread
around the board in the wake of the battle.

Good economy and precise play cannot save a study either. Without clear, artistic ideas and some
quantity of surprise, studies are not distinguishable from regular endgames played every day by top
players.

Below are some remarks about the studies not featured in the award.

Var. 3215 - The theme of double pin stalemate has been thoroughly explored. The author mentions
a “synthesis of three stalemates”, but the stalemates are in reality identical with the same pinned
pieces on the same squares. Only the way b8 is covered is new in one of the stalemates. In the
introduction, the idea of 4.e8N+ preparing for 5.Nd8+ is pleasing.

Var. 3216 - The sacrifices of two pawns to open the second rank for the rook is not new, and though
the introduction is fine, | see nothing to merit a distinction.

Var. 3258 - The shock move 4...e3 deserves a more natural setting and better play following it.
Perhaps a White counter stroke somehow?

Var. 3255 - A game like position and some precise play ending with a skewer. But where is the
artistic idea behind this work?

Var. 3256 - A malyutka with five pieces. The recent malyutka tournament in Azerbaijan, Jirtdan
2018, showed that spectacular stuff can still be discovered with this material. But most often things
tend to become highly technical. Here as well. Where is the surprise? One may say that it is
surprising that White has only this narrow path to victory, but such precision is not a study.

Var. 3259 - One long promotion combination, but with too many captures along the way.

Var. 3261 - Despite being a rook up, White must fight for at draw. From the second move it is clear
that he tries to achieve this by stalemate. When Black avoids this, White is saved in an uneventful
pawn ending.

Var. 3319 - Black has all 8 pawns and we are reminded of those coffee house odds games where the
weaker side is allowed to begin the game with eight extra pawns. The play has little interest, the
exchanges on 2 and g2 are unfortunate and when the stalemate comes, there is still plenty of dead,
black wood on the board.

Var. 3320 - Precise, uneventful play and a stalemate is insufficient content in a study.

Var. 3322 - 1 don’t understand what this study is about? The study features four consecutive captures.
Normally composers would jump through hoops to avoid a single exchange, but here there are two
consecutive exchanges for no apparent reason.

On to the awarded prizes. The game annotations are by the composers.
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15t Prize: Var. 3254 Amatzia Avni

Is one move enough to win a tournament? Sure it is, if the move is shocking
enough. Here 6.f4!! introduces a new theme. A queen which is already under
threat is threatened once again, seemingly allowing it to flea capture all
together.So why is that escape not possible after all? Because the second
threat to the queen simultaneously sets up a stalemate threat. | think this study
more than anything shows that there are plenty of new themes to explore out
there. The introduction is good, play is sharp and pointed. This study is for
the books

Dedicated to Netanya Chess Festival

1.8.g5+! (1.5d5+ &5 2.5e3+ Hixe3 3.4xe3 g1=Q 4.h4 ¥g4 5.495 %xg5!
6.hxg5 h4 7.&f7 h3 8.Hxgb6 &xg5! 9.Heb &f4l -+) 1..&xg5 (1..He5
2.Nexg6+ £d6 3.h3 g1=Q 4.hxg4 =) 2.20h7+ &h6 (2..&f4 3.Lxg6+ Hed
4,505+ =) (2...%h4 3.50xg6+ =) 3.h4!! g1=¥& 4.23g5 (4.%h8 Wal+) 4....8f6+
(4...2e5 5.2h8) (4...&xf2 5.0f7+ &xf7+ 6.9xf7 =) 5.Hh8 ¥xg5 6.f4!!
(6.hxg5+ @xg5 7.f4+ Hg4 8.5xg6 Hd5 -+) 6...¥d5 the same rejoinder will
come after other queen moves. 7.5+ and stalemate.

2" Prize: Var. 3213 Pavel Arestov & Daniel Keith

A fine study for solving with Black counter-play 3..Ng8 and 4...d2+ for
stalemate. The highlight is 5.Kc2 predicting the knight promotion and Black’s
potentially saving check on ab5.

1.8h8+ Q.d8 1..®b7 2.8b8+ &c6 3.Exh6+ &xc5 4.891 2.g7 &f6 3.c6!
3.8f8 He7 4.8xf6 Exg7 3...0g8! 3...He7 4.c7 Exc7+ 5.4xc7 &xc7 6.2f8
4.8xg8 4.c7? 495 5.Hxg8+ He8+ 4...d2+! 5.&c2! 5.&xd2 He8 6.218 Bxf8
7.9xf8=5 4.c7 8.8491 fad5+ 9.%d3 &c7=5..d1=¥+ 6.&xd1l He8! 7.Xf8!
7.8h8? Exh8 8.gxh8=4 Ac7 9.891 Qab! 10.5g6 &c7 7...Hxf8 8.gxf8=!
8.gxf8=% stalemate or 8.gxf8=42 Ae7! 9.4d6 Axf8 10.4xf8 &c7=8...Q.c7
9.8.91 Qa5 10.He6! wins

34 Prize: Var. 3217 Pavel Arestov

A natural position leads to fascinating play. With 3... Qg7+ Black tries to
build a bridge for his king to h8.But White does not cooperate. Instead,
winning the queen can be postponed. Even the final trip to stop the b-pawn
has a nice detour via e4.A good study for solving.

1.5 c8+ &Hf7 2. Hc7+! 2.2xg8 &xg8 3.%d4 Hh7 2..Hf8 2..%e8 3.h7 &h8+
4.%ed Hfg 5.%d3 b4 6.%c2+- 3.h7 g7+ 3..%h8+ 4.%d5 b4 5.%ed
4.Qeb!! 4.8xg7 Hxg7= 4..%h8 4..%xc7 5.h8=&# or 4...%h6 5.%f6 ¥hl
6.2c8# 5.%d5 b4 6.Fed 6.%cd &c3+ 7.%b5 Web+ 8.%ad ¥xc7 9.h8=%+
He7 10.%g7+ d6=6...b3 7.&d3 b2 8.&c2 bl=%+ 9.&xbl ¥d4 9..Fe8
10.Hc8+ 10.Ec8+ &f7 11.h8=% wins

15t Honorable Mention: Var. 3324 E.Egorov & P.Kiryakov

This ambitious study was very hard to evaluate for me. At move 3 or 5, White
has to make a waiting move with his king. The choice is between Kg7, Kh7
and Kh8.After the first two moves Black has a disturbing check on either g1
or b1 much later. At the moment of foresightful move Kg8-h8 it is not at all
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obvious that king safety is more important than king activity, and this makes the move very
surprising and attractive. The rest of the play | find less interesting. In the position with Q and R vs
Q and P there are numerous alternatives that are very difficult to evaluate without computer

assistance.

1.Bb1 d4 2.cxd4 c3 3.Ef1! 3.%h7? &d5 4.8f1 ¢2 5.2cl &c4 6.5xc2+ 2d3 7.Hcl &xe3 8.d5
&d2 9.2h1 €3 10.d6 e2 11.d7 e1=Q Black will have ¥b1+ 12.d8=Q+ %e2 13.&e7+ &d2 14.%d6+
He2 15.%e5+ $d2 16.%d4+ Le2! 17.8h2 &hl+! 18.2h6 &f5 = 3.%g7? &d5 4.5f1 c2 5.5cl
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&cd 6.82xc2+ 2d3 7.52cl &xe3 8.d5 £d2 9.8h1 e3 10.d6 e2 11.d7 e1=Q = 3.2c1? &d5 4.5f1 c2
or 3.&h8 c2 4.Hcl (4.8f1 £d6 5.5cl @d5! see 4.Hcl) 4...2d5! 3...c2 4.Hcl! 4.%h8? &d6!
5.Hcl @d5! Mutual zugzwang with white to play! 4...&d5 Black is forced to play &d5, if 4...&d6
then at least 5.%f7 with easy win - white king goes to e4 pawn 5.&h8!! Mutual ZZ is in White's
favor now! 5...&c4 5...%eb6 the white king goes to Pe4, for example 6.297 &d5 7.%f6 &c4
8.Bxc2+ &d3 9.8 xf2 6. Hxc2+ &d3 7.Hcl! 7.8xf2 &xe3 = 7...&xe3 8.d5 &d2 9.8h1! Try
9.2al e310.d6 e2 11.d7 e1=Q 12.d8=Q+ ®e2 13.%&e8+ ( 13.Ha2+ &fl!) 13...&f1 14.%e5 ¥xal!
)9...310.d6 €2 11.d7 e1=Q 11...f1=Q 12.d8=Q+ with a quick win, for example 12...&c2
13.&c7+ ©d3 14.%d6+ He3 15.%e5+ &3 16. 815+ 12.d8=Q+ &e2 13. & e7+ &d2 14.¥d6+

&e2 15. %e5+ &d2 16.¥d4+ &c2 16...&e2 17.8h3 17.Eh2! wins.

2nd Honorable Mention: Var. 3323 Branislav Djurasevic

This study features a fascinating situation where Black’s Nhl is able to sit
unharmed covering g3. White’s bishop has to play especially one star move 3
Bc8! to stay out of harms way and secure the win. In the other mainline
another star move, 4.Bf3! occurs.

1.8.h3! 1.h6? &xfl 2.h7 A4d7! 3.h8=% g3+ 4.%xhl Ac6# 1.492? Axh5!
2.%xh1 &f2! -+ 1...g3+! 1...gxh3 2.h6! £g6 3.&xh1l &f2 4.Fh2 45 5.h7 =
1..4xh5 2.4xg4! = 1..Hf2 2.h6! 4g6 3.492 = 2.&gl! 2.5g2? Axh5! -+
Thematic try: 2.&xh1? &f21 3.492 Axh5! 4.4d5 Af3+ 5.4xf3 HxF3 -+
Position A. Mutual zz, WTM. 2...;af2!

Main line B: 2...4xh5 3.492! Hf2 4. 4f3!1 (4.4c67 296! 5.%92 Aed+ 6.291
Hh3# (6...4xc6? =) ) 4..4096 (4...4xf3 = stalemate ) 5.&g2! Hhl 6.%gl!
Hf2 7.892 Aed 8.%xg3! 3.4.c8!! 3.4f57 Axh5! 4892 Hhl! 5.4e4 He2
6.2gl Hf2! -+ 3.84e6? Hd3! 4.292 Hf4+ -+ 3.4.927 e2 4. 4b7 He3! 5,592
&4l -+ 3...Q.xh5 3...4c6 4.4f5! (4.h6? Led! -+) 4..56d1 5.h6! £¢3 6.404
= 4.&g2! 4.4b7? 496! 5.4f3 (5.292 Qed+ -+ ) 5...8e4! 6.292 Axf3+ -+
4..0h1 5. Qb7 (5.&gl? 496! (5..4F37 6.4b7! Axb7 =) 6.4b7 Hf2 -+)
5..&e2 6.Bgl! f2 7.&g2! Hhl 8.&gl Af3 9. Axf3+! Hxf3 10.&xhl
draw. Position A. Mutual zz, BTM

34 Honorable Mention: Var. 3214 D. Gurgenidze & M. Minski

The final part beginning with 5.h7 shows smooth, attractive play leading to
mate, but the introduction leaves rather a messy impression, with difficult
sidelines (though the idea of sacrificing on d6 is good).

1.eed Ac7 1..8d4 2.8b4 Axa7 3.40d6 Ac5 4.8g4 Ad5+ 5.%xd5 Axd6
6.2e6 Qeb 7.Hg8# 2.,0d6 A xd6 2..2d8 3.5b5 3.Hg4 A.d5+! 4.Hxd5
Hxa7 5.h7 5898+ &xf7 6.2g7+ &f6 7.8xa7 Af8 8.h7 4g7 5.. 45!
5..Ha5+ 6.%e6 Heb+ 7.9f6 Eh5 8.Hg8# 6.%xeb 6.5g8+ &xf7 7.&xe5
Hab+ 8.%e4 Had+ 6..0f3+ 7.&ed! ( 7.2d6 Hab+ 8.%c7 2h6 ) ( 7.%d5
Hab+ 8.%e6 Hab+ ) 7..He7+ 8.Fd3! 8.&d5 He5+ 9.%d6 Bh5 8...55e5+
9.&d4! 9.%c3 Bc7+ 10.%d4 Hixf7 or 9.2d2 Hd7+ 10.2e2 Hixf7 9. xf7
9...5xg4 10.h8=t+ &xf7 11.%h5+ 10.Hg8#

15t Commendation: Var. 3260 M. Pasman & Y. Afek

If played in a game the move 3.g4 and the plan behind it would have been
praised to the skies. The idea of hiding the king for this particular stalemate is
not new, however. Still | think the castling and the general elegance of the
play is enough to merit a commendation. The study

would be excellent calculation practise for strong players.
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1.0-O+! (1.%f2 Ha3 2.8al g4 -+) (1.%d2 Ha3 2.Hal Hxg3 -+) 1...&e7 2.8al Ha3 3.g4! &d7
4. 2! &cb 5.93! Ha8 6.292 (also 6.%h3) 6...&b5 7.c6 &4 8.c7 Hb3 9.8el! Hc8 10.He3+
&Hb4a 11.Hed+ &bs 12.Hel EHxc7 13.Hal a7 14.%h3 &c4 15.Hxa2! Exa?2 Stalemate.
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2nd Commendation: Var. 3257 Daniele Gatti Daniele Gatti

An ambitious study of long foresight. The starting position is close to 2" Com IRT 2019
grotesque. On his second move White foresees a 15 moves long rambling rook )
sequence ending up with his king needing the b4 square. Therefore a rook
sacrifice unblocking b4 is necessary before capturing on d7. The whole thing
is rather forced however, and | think the position is simply too heavy to merit
a higher ranking.

1..nf8! (1.%g8 Exg2 2.%f8 Hxgb 3.5xb5 (3.2el Bd8+ 4.2e7 Hdg8 5.4¢2
b8 6.8xb5 (6.2b3 R6g7+ 7.&xd6 Hd8+ 8.%c5 K8+ 9.9xh5 Kxc2))
3...2h6 4.Exa2+ &b8) (1.5e5 dxe5 2.dxe5 BExg2 3.50xb5 BEd8+ 4.%h7 -

Ed7+ 5.%h6 £d8 6.5xa2+ %b8 7.%h7 Hd7+ 8.%h8 Hd8+) 1... Hxg2 Win 9+9
2.Ba4+!1 (Thematic try: 2.5xd7? 2g8+ 3.&h7 Bg7+ 4.2h6 Eg6+ 5.&h5 Eg5+ 6.%h4 Egd+ 7.2h3
Hg3+ 8.&h2 Hg2+ 9.%h1 Eh2+ 10.%2gl Hg2+ 11.&f1 Bf2+ 12.%el He2+ 13.%d1 Hd2+ 14.%cl
Hd1+ 15.%c2 Hd2+ 16.%c3 (16.2b3 Bxb2+ 17.c3 Hc2+ 18.2d3 Hc3+ 19.%e2 He3+ 20.22
B3+ 21.&g2 g3+ 22.%h1 Eh3+ 23.2g1 Hg3+ 24.&f1 Hf3+ 25.%el He3+ 26.2d1 Hd3+ 27.&cl
Hc3+ 28.%h2 Hc2+ 29.%b3 Hb2+ 30.%c3 Hc2+ 31.5xc2 Stalemate) 16..Hd3+ 17.%xd3
Stalemate) (2.0e6 He7 3.5¢7+ $h8 4.2b3 Hed 5.8h3 Hf4 6.5e6 Ef6 7.5el al=Q 8.Hxal Hxeb
9.8f1 He8+ 10.®h7 He7+ 11.h6 He6+ 12.%h5 He8) 2..bxad 3.,axd7 Hg8+ 4.&h7 Eg7+
5.&h6 Eg6+ 6.&h5 Hob+ 7.&h4 Hgd+ 8.&h3 Eg3+ 9.&h2 Hg2+ 10.&hl BEh2+ 11.&0gl
Hg2+ 12.Hf1 Bf2+ 13.&el He2+ 14.&d1 Hd2+ 15.&cl BEd1l+ 16.&c2 Hd2+ 17.&c3 Hd3+
18.&b4 Hb3+ 19.&ab (19.%xad Hb4+ 20.2a5 Eb5+ 21.5xb5 Stalemate) 19... b5+ 20.£)xb5
wins.

3rd Commendation: Var. 3325 Yochanan Afek & Janos Mikitovics Yochanan Afek
A technical study for a text book on practical endgames. The stalemate is well Janos Mikitovics
known. The sidelines are good and clean and help lift the study. 3" Com IRT 2019
1.d4+! 1.8 xc4+ $2 $b5 1...Bd5 1...&xd4 2.2 xcd+ Ld3 3.Exb4 = 1...%b5 )
2.bxcA+ Bad 3.5b2 b3 4.%c3 b2 5.%xb2 = 1...%b6 2.bxcd £.e6 3.%b3 = / / / E/

2.bxca+ 2.Exc4 $2 Ha7+ 3.5b2 Eb7 4.Ec5+ Hed 5.Heb+ f4 -+ 2...Hxd4 % / / /
3.9b3 Hb7 4.8d1+ 4.5 $2 Qe6+ -+ 4...%e3 4...0d3 5.05 $1 Eb5 6.06 = / /
4..%ed 5.8d6 Ah7 6.82a6 &d4 7.H2ad 298 8.2 xb4 = transposes to main line
5.2d6 5.8d5 £d7 6.c5 Qeb pin -+ 5... Q4 h7 5...8e4 6.c5 = 6.Hab 6.2d8
£9g6 7.82d5 Af7 -+ 6.2d5 498 6...8,08 7.2a4 7.5a8 $2 Aeb6 8.8ad4 &d4
9.8xb4 Axc4+ 10.2a3 loss of time 7...&d4 8.Hxb4 A xcd+ 9.Fa3 Bar+
10.Ha4 10.%b2 &d3 11.2b8 Ha2+ -+ 10...Bf7 11.Bb4 EHf3+ 12.&a4 (
12.%b2 Eh3 13.8b8 Zh2+ 14.%a3 Ba2+ 15.%b4 Hb2+ -+ 12...Hf2 13.&a5 ) )
$c5 14.5b5+ Axb5 stalemate. Amazia Avnl
4™ Commendation: Var. 3212 Amazia Avni & Martin Minski 43"2221”.2/'%”2551'9
The final part of this study: 7...Kxf2 8.Rf4# is highly artificial, when every

chess player would prefer the fighting chance 7...Qgl 8.Qh3 Qg8.Also, the
bishop on a8 is unnecessary in the mating picture.

1.Eb8! 1.98=% £Hxg8 2.82b8 #d1 1...#d3 1..&cl 2.2b2 &c6+ 3.9l &g6+
&h2 +- 1..%d1 2.%gl He5 3.a8=% He2+ (3..0f3+ 4.%92 Hxhd+ 5.%h3 // //
wd3+ 6.&xh4 Wh7+ 7.893 Wxg7+ (7..0f5+ 8.&f4 Wha+ 9.&e5 Wdd+ / / /
10.2e6 Hxg7+ 11.2f7) 8.%h2 Whé+ 9.2gl Wg6+ 10.%g2) 4.2h2 Hf3+ / / ///
5.8xf3+ &Hxf3 6.8f8+ ®e2 7.Hed+ Hfl 8.H0xe7 %d6+ (8..%f3 9.0el+ | %
(9.Exf3 stalemate)) 9.&h3 ¥h2+ 10.%g4! (10.%xh2 stalemate) 2.g8=¥ also
g8=H 2..&xg8 3.He8+ &HNe7! play for stalemate 4. Exe7+ £&e5! 5. Bxe5+
Hfl 6.a8=Q! 6.a8=% Wf3+! 7.%xf3 stalemate or 6.2el+ &xel 7.a8=%
Wfl+ 8.8h2 Wxf2+ 9.8%h3 ¥e3+ 10.%g4 %d4+ 11.%h3 e3+ perpetual
check 6...g6 7.&h2 &xf2 7...&gl+ 8.%h3 wins technically. 8. &f4#
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5t Commendation: Var. 3321 Vladislav Tarasiuk

In general, I am no fan of the battle between white minor pieces and an Vladislav Tarasiuk
avalanche of black pawns. Even though the Black king is skillfully lured to 5th Com IRT 2019
his cage on hl and despite the good logical try, | think this study has
insufficient artistic content to merit more than a commendation.

1..2d3+! exd3 2. Q.2 exd4+ 3.&d2!! Logical try-1: 3.%xd3? g1=Q 4.4xg1
g3 5.50¢5 &xh3! 6.5e4 ( no moves 6.50d3) 6...%92 7.4f2 h3 = 3..g1=%
4.8xg1 ©g3 5.0c5! Try: 5.5e5? f2 6.4xf2+ &xf2 = 5..%xh3! ( 5..f2
6.0e4+ &xh3 7.4xF2 +- ) ( 5..902 6.4xd4 f2 7.4xf2 &xf2 8.0ed+ g2
9.505 g3 10.&xd3 &f4 Position arises from a study by L. Kubbel 11.5e4
&3 12.2d4 Hf4 13.2d5! &5 14.50¢3! &f4 15.0e2+ Hf3 16.091+ &g2
17.%e4! Hxgl 18.%f3 $h2 19.9g4 +- ) 6.5%xd3 g2 7.4.f2!! Logical try-
2:7.84xd4? 21 (7...h3? 8.2el+ &hl 9..0xf3 h2 10.4e5! +-) 8. 4xf2 h3 9.&e2
h2 10.2f4+ &h1 11.f1 stalemate 7...h3 8.&el h2 9., f4+ &h1 10.&f1 d3
11.23h5! 11.5xd3? stalemate ) 11...d2 12.53g3#

Editor: We thank Steffen for his deeply considered and quick award. If no comments are
received the award will become final in three months.

To the rescue — Paz Einat

We often encounter problems from the pre-computer testing time, which were found to be incorrect.
This can mean that they were either cooked, insoluble or had major duals. There are many attempts
to correct such problems but often we do not see these corrections. | believe it is nice, and important,
to allocate some space to the publication of corrections of this type.

I recently encountered in a Facebook post (by ChessBaselndia) a problem by Julius Buchwald
(1909-1970). Julius was born in Vienna and published his first problem when he was 16. When
Hitler moved toward the Anschluss, he left Austria finally arriving to the USA at the age of 25. He
was also a composer of music and a prolific painter. Julius composed ~3,000 problems winning
hundreds of prizes and honors. He had 29 points in FIDE Albums.

In (A) following the key 1.8 I [2.%f3 ~ 3.%h1,92#] the idea is that opening the a3-g3 and b8-g3
lines will be followed by activation of the Ee2/£12 battery with dual avoidance. The variation 1...b2
2.%h8 +Axh8 3.f4# (2...2h6 3.%xh6#) works fine, but 1...54d5 doesn’t work as white can continue
with the threat 2.%f3 since 2...5e3+ has 3.fxe3#

The author tried to correct this by (B) with the same key 1.%f8 ! attempting the quiet [2.&xf5 ~
3.5f3#]. Apart from the fact that 2..0f3+ &h3 3.%xf5# also works, the thematic defense by Ec7 has
4 replies 1...2c5 2.4xd6,%e8,%f7,%h6+

| found that some combination of the two versions can produce a sound problem showing the
author’s idea to the full extent (C). 1.&f8 ! [2.%f3 ~ 3.%h1,92#] Now the two thematic variations
work well: 1...b2 2.%h8+ Q4 xh8 3.f4# 2...2h6 3.%xh6# 1...%c6 2.%h6+ Exh6 3.f3# The Grimshaw
is straightforward with the same replies: 1..4f6 2.¥h6+ &h4 3.%xh4# 1..Ef6 2.¥h8+ Eh6
3.%xh6# and there is also 1...Bxd5 2.%¥h6 + Eh5 3.&%xh5#

A. Julius Buchwald B. Julius Buchwald C. Julius Buchwald
Problem (Zagreb) 1953 34 HM Problem 1953 Correction by Paz Einat
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On A judge Victor Volchek wrote: “Black correction. Two pairs of variations E. Emanuel Navon
with blockings of four squares.” 1 Prize
1.%g3! [2.8d6 + Scd 3.%d3#] 1..5c~ 2.f4 3.%d3# 1...5b4 2.0b3+ 5" CT of FRME 2019
Bed/Sxed 3.5 c5/We3# 1...50e5 2.%e3 + Db 3.b3# 1...d6 2.%e3 + Heb5/Hcd 3 // / /
3.007/%d3# 1...d5 [2.e5 3.%f4#] 2...0d2,c3 3.&g3# 2... ¢4, A xe5 3.4vd3# ar

Judge Valery Shavirin wrote on B: “A quite complete demonstration of a half-
battery with the double sacrifice of the Sg4 after the defence on €5, based on a
Grimshaw interference.” The judge also praised the tactical content and the
three changes after 1...%&el.

1..&el 2.Bxf4+ Hxf4 3.813# 1.00d7 ? [ 2.4d5+] 1...%el 2.4 g4+ Heb
3.5xg5# 1...Heb 2.50f6+ Hxf6 3.4xd6# but 1...8e5 ! Sol:1.5Hg4 ! (2.4d5+
S5 3. Qed#) 1...%el 2.8e6-d7+ Ad4-e5,Heb5 3.fxg5# 1...He5 2.0f6 + Hxf6

H#2* 3 1.1.1 1149

3.5xd6# 1...4e5 2.50f2 + Exf2/&xf2 3.%a3-d3/Hxg5# F. Emantthlel Navon
C: :Flight-giving key. The white Queen makes reciprocal moves after Black 6" Prize
captures and self-blocks on 6.” (judge). StrateGems 2018

1.Ka5! [2.8xd5+ &Hxd5 3.%xd5#] 1...Hxe6 2.%c3+ &d6 3.%c7#
1..84xe6 2.8c7+&d4 3.%c3# 2.5 3. Wxf4# 1...fxe6 2.8c5 ~ 3.Hcs#

D: 1.4f7? [2Bd5#] ¥xb3 | The main plan: 1.4d5? [2.£d3#] c4 2.4f7
[3.8d5#] Ed1 3.Af6+ &xf6 4.0g4+ &g7! Thus White must plug the g7
square 1.2d6 ! [2.2e6#] Hg7 2.2d5+ 2eb 3.8d7+ Fe5 4.4d5 [5.2d3#] c4
5.4f7 [6.8d5#] Bd1 6.4f6+ &xf6 7. H»g4# (Judge: M. Prcic)

E realizes the Bukovina theme of the Ukrainians WCCC 2019 Ty, with Tempo
element (Black captures a white piece which guard square adjacent to the black H#2  2.1.1. 1 8+10
king and blocks this square). “How the three setmates, in which White gives

his opponent a waiting move, can be realized in the solution, even though Black weakens the white position
with his first move, this is impressively demonstrated with beautiful dual avoidances and original
performance. A helpmate that made me enthusiastic from the beginning.” Judge: Franz Pachl.

1..Hel 2.%cd Hed# 1..5b3 2.a2 Hcd# 1...418 2.d6 Axg7#

1.cxd6 Hel 2.dxc5 Hed# 1.50xf2 ®b3 2.4d3 Hcd# 1.dxc6 Af8 2.cxd5 Axg7#

In F White/Black + Black/White form of the Klasinc theme: switchback after opening a bridge for a 2™
color piece. The judge wrote: “A most original bivalves play. It may look symmetrical but that is the
beauty of it. In the first solution the black Bishop makes the switchback while in The second solution the
white Rook does the same.”  1.4xe5 He7 2.8c7 BExed# 1.Hal He2 2.4bl Hc2#
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Emanuel Navon Ricardo d.M. Vieira 2" HM 34 HM
1t Prize TT227 1%t Prize 15" Warsaw solving 15" Warsaw solving
SuperProblem 2019 18 TT FRME 2019 Grand Prix 2016 18 Grand Prix 2016-18
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H#2 2.1.1.1 9+6 H#2 2.1.1.1 8+7 H#2* 2111 7+5 H#2* 2111 6+2

G’s tourney asked for two negative effects of black’s 2" move (B2) to be K. Emanuel Navon
mitigated by B1 & W1. “...as a result of BK move (B2), two linear black pieces 3rd HM BIT 2019
control a mate line. One of them is hiding and the other closed by WS, giving ’ !

flight for BK while taking another flight. In my opinion, this is the most original /ﬁ’

and interesting strategy featuring the tourney theme when B2 becomes possible ’ >
(legal) due to W1. Anticipatory hideaway with a choice of arrival square as an
introductory move blends with thematically motivated dual- avoidance in W1. 7S )
A clever realization of function permutation between WR/WB. Admirable [ /ﬁ %
mirror mates are the icing on the cake...” (Judge: V Medintsev) 4% Z %

1.%cl (&b1?) Hbd (2f4?) 2.e3 Be7# 1.Hab (Hab?) He3 (2b6?) 2.2c3 Bd74#

In H The theme was: after the first white move there is a threat of the mate.

H#2 2111 8+11
However, the tempo position forces the black to cancel it and replace it with L. Emanuel Navon

113

another mate. ““...my favorite from the beginning. The pair of knights exchange 3 HM BIT 2018 _
tasks to allow the WK to retreat from the lines of the white officers. At the same
time, with a play on the same squares they unlock the squares for a white mate.
Interestingly, even though the threats after W1 are formally the same as mates
at another phase, they are, however, due to the exchange of functions different.
Very nice and harmonious! 1.2xf3 &xe6 (2.2xf3#) 2.5xd4+ Axda#

1.5xd4 &xg5 (2.4xd4#) 2.0xf3+ Exf3#

I & J participated in composing tourney of 15" Warsaw solving grand prix In ,
the first, the play changes after the same moves of the Black Knight in the set .5 4_1_1.1 5+16
play and in the solution. 1...56g6 2.55h4 gxh4d# 1...%cl 2.0xf4 &xfa#
1.5xf4 gxfa+ 2.8xh4 ¥g3# 1.55xh4 g4 2.hxgd Exga#
In J reciprocal change in the order of moves between the set play and the solution with Zilahi between
the solutions. 1..5¢c7 2.%b4 Af8# 1..400f6 2.2d4 Ae3#
1.9xb5 418 2.%ad Hxc3# 1.&xd5 Le3 2.5ed Aco#

K’s theme: the wrong order of Black's moves (try) fails due to specific harmful effect which occurs in the
Ist White's move. Judge V Medintsev wrote: “Orthogonal-diagonal correspondence with function
permutation between WR/WB (guarding d5/delivering mate). Pin-mates.”

1.5eb (%e3?) ¥eB 2.%e3 Ag6# 1.48.d3 (&f5?7) Wbl 2.%f5 He2#

L’s theme required antagonistic pairs: two pairs of solutions present some kind of opposite tactical effects.
“The thematic condition completely realized by the play of just one white piece! In the first pair white
avoids a self-pin, while black removes control over the mating square and for this "help" needs two moves
in each phase. In the second pair, completely paradoxically and in contrast to the first pair, white performs
the self-pin! Black, on the other hand, again offers the necessary two-move assistance in order to "mitigate
the damage" caused by the white knight's self-pin. The white knight mates in all four solutions and on
four different squares.” Judge: B Gadjanski.

1.5 Hxd3 2.816 Heb# 1.c2 Hb3 2.5¢3 Hd2# 1.He8 Hxd7 2.0e7 Hxbhe# 1.Ha7 Hxed 2.50¢c6 Hd6#
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