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h4 8.Nd4+ Kg4; 5.Nf7 h5 6.Nd6+ Kf4 7.Nb5 h4 8.Nd4 Rxc7 9.Kxc7 h3; 5.c8=Q+ Rxc8+ 6.Kxc8 

h5 7.Nc6 h4 8.Nd4+ Kg4) 5...h5 6.Na5 Kf4! wins] 3...c1=Q 4.Nxc1 Rxc1 5.c7 Kf5 [5...h5 6.Ne6 

h4 7.Ng5+ Kf4 8.Nh3+] 6.Nb7 h5 7.Na5 Kf4 [7...h4 8.Nb3 Rxc7 9.Kxc7 h3 10.Nd2 h2 11.Nf1; 

Gurgenidze`s save] 8.Nb3 Attacking the Rook wins the important tempo. 8...Rxc7 9.Kxc7 Ke3 

10.Na5! h4 11.Nc4+ Kf4 [11...Ke2 12.Ne5 h3 13.Ng4] 12.Nd2 h3 13.Nf1 draw. The 

Gurgenidze study in the sideline is: W: Ka2, Nh7; B: Ke7, b5, h6. 1.Ka3! (Kb3?) Ke6 2. Nf8+ Kf5 

3. Nd7 h5 4.Nc5 h4 5.Nb3 h3 6.Nd2 h2 7.Nf1=  

2nd Com: Yochanan Afek. 
Sacrifices which lead eventually to a fork of king and queen are known; e.g. 

Wotawa Ka2/Ka4 (flawed), 1936; Avni, Kg3/Kh5, EG 2017 N. 21353. Here 

we have a precise choice of white's first move and two active white sacrifices, 

the second one inviting check, to bring the BQ to its "forking position". One 

feels that the idea could be performed more economically. 

1.Rd1!! [The motive is not for the control of the central open file but rather to 

stay away from the f2 pawn. [1.Rf1 /Re1? b1=Q 2.h3!? (2.f4 Qxf1+ (2...a1=Q? 

3.Rxb1 Qxb1+ 4.Kf2 Qxe4 5.g3+ Kh3 6.g8=Q+-) 3.Kxf1 a1=Q+ 4.Kf2 Qxg7 

5.Ne5 Qxg2+ 6.Kxg2 stalemate=) 2...Qxf1+ 3.Kh2 Qxf2 4.g8=Q Qg1+! 

5.Kxg1 a1=Q+ 6.Kf2 Qg1+ 7.Kxg1 stalemate] 1...b1=Q 2.h3!! [2.Nc3? 

Qxd1+ 3.Nxd1 a1=Q 4.f4 Qxd1+ 5.Kf2 Qb3 6.f5=] 2...Qxd1+ 3.Kh2  

Yochanan Afek 

2nd Com  

Persitz MT 2019 

 
Win                     10+5 

Qg1/h1+! [3...a1=Q? 4.g3+ Kg5 5.g8=Q+ mating.] 4.Kxg1/h1 a1=Q+ 5.Kh2 Qxg7 6.Nd4! 

gives away a knight... 6...Qxd4 [6...Kg5 7.Ne6+] 7.Ne5! ...and now the other one with check! 

7...Qxe5+ [7...Kg5 8.Nf3+] 8.g3+ Kg5 9.f4+ Qxf4 10.gxf4+ Kxf4 11.e5! [11.Kg2? h4 draws.] 

11...Kxe5 12.Kg3 Ke4 13.Kh4 winning by a single tempo. 1–0 

 

 

Israel Ring Tourney: Studies 2018 

Judge: Peter Gyarmati, Budapest, February 2019 
A special thanks to the editors of Variantim, for appointing me judge of such an important event, 

and also to all participants of this tournament. 

Most of the 21 studies were inspired pieces. In many cases, the authors undertook a big task showing 

interesting motifs. I think minor shortcomings can be forgiven: in some studies the harmony of parts 

of the work was not perfect. I preferred the large-scale works, the original, and the clean, classical-

style studies. 

1st Prize: Var. 3074 – Vladislav Tarasiuk & Mario G. Garcia 
The introductory play is sharp, with an effective key move. Black is forced to 

sacrifice the Queen to eliminate the threats of white. After the simplification, 

the white knights and passed pawns fight with the black rooks. White must 

avoid many traps. The study is exciting and fun throughout. The end of the 

study cannot be suspected from the initial position. I like that all variations 

are food for thought, yet their solution is not too difficult.  

1.c8=N+ (1.d8=Q Kxb5 2.Qb8+ Kc4 3.Ne5+ Kxd5 4.Qg8+ Kxe5 5.Qe6+ 

Kf4) 1...Kc7 (1...Kc5 2.d8=Q gxf6 3.Qb6+ Kb4 4.d6) 2.d8=Q+ Kxd8 

3.fxg7 Qxe2 4.g8=Q+ Qe8 5.Qxe8+ Kxe8 6.dxc6 (6.bxc6 Kd8 7.d6 Rxf5 

8.c7+ Kd7) 6...Rxf5 7.b6 (7.Nd6+ Kd8 8.Nxf5 Kc7 9.b6+ Rxb6 10.Ka7 

Rxc6) 7...Rd5 8.c7 ( Try: 8.b7 Rxd2 9.c7 Rxb7 10.Nd6+ Rxd6 11.Kxb7  

V.Tarasiuk  

M.Garcia 

1st Prize  IRT 2018 

 
Win                    10+6 

Rd7) 8...Rxd2 9.Ne5 (9.b7 Rxb7 see Try ) 9...Rd8 ( main 9...Rc2 10.Nd6+ Ke7 11.Nf5+ Ke8 12.Nd4 

Rc5 13.Ndc6 (13.Nec6 Kd7 14.Kb7 Rxb6+ 15.Kxb6 Rc1 16.Kb7 Rb1+)) 10.b7 Ra1+ 11.Kb8 Rc1 

12.Ng4 (12.Nf7 Rxc7 13.Kxc7 Rd7+) 12...Rf1 13.Nf6+ ( Try: 13.Ka7 Ra1+ 14.Kb6 Rb1+ 15.Ka5 

Rd5+ e.g. 16.Ka4 Rd4+ 17.Ka3 Rdb4 18.Nd6+ Ke7 19.c8=Q R1b3+ 20.Ka2 Rb2+ 21.Ka3 R2b3+) 

13...Rxf6 14.Ka7 (14.cxd8=Q+ Kxd8 15.Ka7 Rf7) 14...Rf7 15.Nd6+ wins 1-0 
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2nd Prize: Var. 3075 – Amatzia Avni 
The introductory play is very good. The critical position is in the 4th move. 

There are two ways here: the main line and the logical try. The black knight 

closes the line of the white bishop on d5 and e4. Discovering the difference 

is an experience. Both lines need to be appreciated by strategic principles 

instead of analyzing concrete moves. Classic style, strategic work. 

1.Rg5+! Ke4 2.Rg4+ Kd5 3.Rg5+ Bxg5 (3...Kxd6 4.Rg6+ Ke7 5.Bh4+ 

Kf8 6.Rf6+ Kg7 7.h6+ Kh8 8.Rf8+ Kh7 9.Bf5+ Kxh6 10.Rh8+ Kg7 

11.Rh7+ Kg8 12.Rh8+ Kxh8 13.Bf6+ Kg8 14.Kc2 draws as white achieves 

a fortress) 4.Bg2+ (logical try: 4.Kb2 c3+ 5.Bxc3 Na4+ 6.Kxa2 Nxc3+ 

7.Kb3 Ne4! black wins: 8.Bg2 Kd4 9.d7 Nc5+ 10.Ka3 b6 11.Bh3 Nb7 

12.Bg2 Nd8 13.Kb4 Ke5 14.Kc4 Nf7 15.Bh3 Kd6 16.Kd3 Ne5+ 17.Ke4 

Nxd7) 4...Kxd6 5.Kb2 c3+ 6.Bxc3 Na4+ 7.Kxa2 Nxc3+ 8.Kb3 Nd5 

in comparison with the try, the knight-block must now be on d5 instead of 

e4, and this makes a difference 9.b6 positional draw. black is unable to 

improve his position, e.g. 9...Bd8 10.h6 Bxb6 11.h7 Bd4 12.Kc4 draw 

3rd Prize: Var. 3072 – Lubos Kekely & Michal Hlinka 
Beautiful, classical positional draw. White is in material disadvantage. He 

fights in several ways: attacks the black pieces, creates stalemate traps, and 

threatens mate. There is mutual zugzwang in the main line and in the try. The 

stalemate pictures are well-known, nevertheless this is an excellent study. 

1.Re1+ c1=Q+ 2.Rxc1+ Nxc1 3.Bxg3 Ne4+ 4.Kc2 [thematic try: 

4.Kxc1 Nxg3 zz 5.Rd3 Ne2+ 6.Kc2 Ra8] 4...Nxg3 5.Kxc1 zz 5...Nf1 

[5...Ka2 6.Rd2+ Ka1 (6...Kb3 7.Rd3+) 7.Rd7] 6.Rd1 [6.Rd3 Ka2 7.Rf3 

Rb8] 6...Rf8 [6...Ne3 7.Rd8 Rxd8 stalemate] 7.Rd7 switchback [7.Rd3 

Ka2] 7...Rc8 8.Rd1 switchback 8...Ng3 9.Rd7 switchback 9...Ne2+ 

10.Kc2 Ka2 11.Rd8 Rxd8 model stalemate. Meredith. Reciprocal 

zugzwangs. Stalemates. Switchbacks. 

1st Honourable Mention: Var. 3164, Martin Minski 
Black guides the play first, trying to reach a stalemate position. The 

culmination of the study is when white avoids the stalemate with an effective 

queen sacrifice. I've seen the same motifs before, also from the author. This 

study is a good balance between material and content. 

1.Bf5+ Ka1 2.f7 Rh8+ play for stalemate ]2...Re3 3.Qf1+[ 3.Kxh8 Rh4+ 

4.Kg8 Rh8+ 5.Kxh8 Qc3+ 6.Qe5!! ]6.g7 Qxg7+ 7.Kxg7 model 

stalemate[ 6...Qxe5+ 7.g7 Qxf5 8.g8=Q Qh3+ 9.Qh7 Qc8+ 10.Kg7 

Qg4+ 11.Qg6 wins 

Amatzia Avni 

2nd Prize  IRT 2018 

 
Draw                     7+6 

 

Ľuboš Kekely 

Michal Hlinka 

3rd Prize  IRT 2018 

 
Draw                     4+7 

 

Martin Minski 

1st HM IRT 2018 

 
Win                      5+4 

 

 

2nd Honourable Mention: Var. 3167 Pavel Arestov & Alexander Zhukov 

This work is based on a glamorous queen sacrifice, which black must accept. 

White creates the mate threat immediately afterwards and wins material. The 

sidelines are also interesting, but 2.Qh6 + is very complicated. 

1.Re4+ [1.Ne4 Qa4+ 2.Kb7 Qb5+ 3.Kxc7 Qa5+ 4.Kc6 Qa6+ 5.Kc5 Qa5+ 

6.Kc4 Nxe3+ 7.Kxd4 Nxg4] 1...Kd6 2.Rxd4+ [2.Qh6+ Nxh6 3.Rxd4+ 

Ke7 4.Rxd7+ Kxd7 5.Kb5 Kd6 draw] 2...Nxd4 3.Ne4+ Kc6 [3...Ke7 

4.exd4 Qxd4 5.Kb5] 4.exd4 Qe6 5.Qh6!! [5.Ka7 Qa2+ 6.Kb8 Qb3+ 

7.Kc8 Qe6+] 5...Qxh6 6.Nhf6 Qxf6 [6...Qc1 7.d5#] 7.Nxf6 Kd6 8.Kb7 

c5 9.Ne4+ Kd5 10.dxc5 f5 11.c6 fxe4 12.c7 e3 13.c8=Q wins 

Pavel Arestov 

Alexander Zhukov 

2nd HM IRT 2018 

 
Win                      6+6 
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3rd Honourable Mention: Var. 3170, Peter Krug 
The culmination of the work is the difference between the main line and the 

try ( 6.Rg7! and 6.Rh8?). The key to the choice is that, after Rg7 the rook 

attacks black pawns on 7th rank. The proving variations are not simple. 

1.Rd8+ Kg7 [1...Ke7 2.Qg5+ f6 3.Qd5 Bd6 4.Rh8 Qc4 5.Rxh7+ Kf8 

6.Qa8#] 2.h6+ Kxh6 3.Rg8 Be7 4.Qg5+ Bxg5 5.fxg5+ Kh5 6.Rg7!! 

[6.Rh8? Qxg3+ 7.Kxg3 Ne4+ 8.Kf4 Nf6 9.gxf6 h6 10.Ra8 a3 11.Ra4 c5 

12.Ra7 c4 13.Ke3 Kxh4 14.Rxf7 b3 15.Rc7 b2 16.Rxc4+ Kh5 17.f7 b1=Q 

18.Rc5+ Kg4 19.f8=Q Qe1+ 20.Kd3 Qd1+] 6...Qxg3+ 7.Kxg3 Ne4+ 

8.Kf4 Nf6 9.Rxf7 [9.gxf6 h6 10.Rxf7 b3 11.Re7 b2 12.Re1 a3 13.f7 a2 

14.f8=Q b1=Q 15.Qe7 Qf5+ 16.Ke3 Qa5 17.Ra1 Qc3+ 18.Kf4 g5+ 19.Kf5 

Qf3+] 9...Nd5+ 10.Kg3 wins 

 

4th Honourable Mention: Var. 3076 Steffen Slumstrup Nielsen 
A fine opposite-colored bishops endgame. The key position is very artistic. 

3.d4 is wrong instead of 3.a6 due the surprising 3.b5!! and one black pawn 

will promote with check on c1 or on g1. Unfortunately the 2.Kxh5 logical try 

is not clear, because 5..Bc2 is also a draw. 

1.Kg6! [1.Kg7 f4 2.gxf4 h4 3.d4 ( 3.f5 Bxf5 4.h7 Bxh7 5.Kxh7 Ke2 and 

Black will be in time to conquer both d2 and c3. ) 3...h3 4.f5 h2 5.h7 h1=Q 

6.h8=Q Qxh8+ 7.Kxh8 Bxf5 =] 1...f4+ [1...Kg4 The king moves too far 

away from pawn d2. 2.Kg7! f4 3.gxf4 h4 4.f5 h3 5.f5 Bxf5 6.h7] 2.Kg5! 

[Logical try: 2.Kxh5 fxg3 3.a6 bxa6 4.d4 cxd3 5.h7 d2 ( also 5...Bc2 6.h8=Q 

d2 7.Qa8+ Be4 8.Qd8 Ke2 9.Qd4 d1=Q 10.Qxe4+ Kd2+ 11.Kh4 Kxc3) 

6.h8=Q d1=Q] 2...fxg3 [2...Kxg3 3.Bb8] 3.a6! [3.d4 b5!! echo line closing 

4.axb6 ( 4.d5 b4 5.d6 bxc3 6.d7 c2 7.d8=Q c1=Q+ and Black promotes with 

check and even wins. ) 4...g2 5.b7 g1=Q+ and Black again promotes with 

check, winning] 3...bxa6 4.d4 cxd3 [4...Ke4 5.h7 g2 6.d5 wins] 5.h7 d2 

6.h8=Q d1=Q 7.Qxh5+ Kg2 8.Qxd1 wins 

 

1st Commendation: Var. 3071 Pavel Arestov 
The theme is mate with self-block. The two minor promotions are great. I 

feel that the real black counterplay is only 3.Qc8. 

1.f7! Rh8 2.Bf6+ Kd5 [2...Kc5 3.Bxh8 Qc8 4.Be5] 3.Bxh8 Qc8 4.Kb6 

Qxh8 5.Ba2+ [5.Na4 Kd6 6.Nc5 Qb2+] 5...Kd6 6.Nc4+ [Kd7 6...Ke7 

7.Ne5 Qxe5 8.c8=Q] 7.Ne5+ Qxe5 [7...Kd6 8.Kb7] 8.f8=S+ Kd6 

[8...Ke7 9.Ng6+ or 8...Kc8 9.Be6+] 9.c8=S# 

 

2nd Commendation: Var. 3117 Michal Hlinka & Mario Garcia 
A lovely draw study with two main lines. The practical-like play is fine. 

White avoids several traps. 

1.Ra7+ [1.Rb1 e2 2.Ra7+ Ba4] 1...Ba4 [1...Kb3 2.Rb1 d1=Q 3.Rxd1] 

2.Rxa4+ Nxa4 [main 1: 2...Kxa4 3.Kxb2 e2 4.Rxd2 (4.Kc2 e1=Q 5.Nd6 

Qe3 6.Rxd2 Qb3+ 7.Kc1 Ka3 8.Rc2 Qe3+ 9.Rd2 Kb3 10.Kd1 Qf3+) 

4...e1=Q 5.Rd4+ Kb5 6.Nd6+ Kc5 7.Rd3 Qe2+ 8.Kc3] 3.Nd6 e2 [main 2: 

3...Nb2 4.Rb1 (4.Nb5+ Kb3 5.Nd4+ Kc3 6.Ne2+ Kc2 7.Rb1 d1=Q 8.Rxd1 

Nxd1 9.Nd4+ Kd3) 4...e2 5.Nb5+ Kb4 6.Nd4 d1=Q 7.Nxe2 Qxe2 (7...Qd3 

8.Rxb2+ Kc4 9.Nc1) 8.Rxb2+] 4.Rb1 Nc3 5.Nc4+ Ka4 6.Nb6+ Ka5 

7.Nc4+ Ka6 8.Nxd2 Nxb1 9.Nf3 Nd2 10.Ne1 Kb5 11.Kb2! [11.Ka2 

Kc4 12.Kb2 Kd4 13.Kc2 Nf1 14.Ng2 Ke4] 11...Kc4 12.Kc2 Nf1 13.Nf3 

Kd5 14.Kd3 draw 

 

Peter Krug 

3rd HM IRT 2018 

 
Win                      7+9 

 

 

Steffen S. Nielsen 

4th HM IRT 2018 

 
Win                      7+5 

 

 

Pavel Arestov 

1st Com IRT 2018 

 
Win                      6+3 

 

 

Michal Hlinka 

Mario Garcia 

2nd Com IRT 2018 

 
Draw                     4+5 
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3rd Commendation: Var. 3118 Bizya Buyannemekh & Mario Garcia 
The theme is ideal mate with two self-blocks. An active game develops 

around the passed pawns. All figures are active. Finally, white forces the king 

and the knight to a wrong place. Here the bishop has two nice moves. 

Unfortunately a partial anticipation is V.Bron‚ 3rd prize, New Statesman, 

1968. 

1.Ne7+ Ke6 [1...Kxe5 2.c7 Nxf6 3.Nc6+ (3.c8=Q Rxa6+ 4.Qxa6 Bxe7 

positional draw) 3...Kd6 4.c8=Q] 2.c7 Rc5 3.Nc6 Ba5+ 4.Kxc5 [4.Nxa5 

Rxc7 5.Kxc7 Kxe5 6.f7 Kf6 7.Bc4 e3 8.Kd7 e2] 4...Bxc7 5.Bc8+! Kf7 

6.e6+ Kxf6 7.e7 Kf7 8.Be6+ Ke8 9.Bf5 Nf6 [9...Nf8 10.Kd5 Kf7 

(10...e3 11.Bg4 Nd7 12.Bh5#) 11.Bg4 Ng6 12.Bh5 or 9...Ng5 10.Bg6+ 

Nf7 11.Kd5 e3 12.Ke6 e2 13.Bxf7#] 10.Bg6+ Kd7 11.e8=Q+ Nxe8 

12.Bf5# ideal mate with 2 self-blocks 

 

4th Commendation: Var. 3119 Daniele Gatti 
Positional draw or stalemate with a good try. 

1.Qg6 Bf8+ 2.Kh8 Kd7 [2...Qxg6 stalemate 3.Qf7+ [3.Qxc2 Bd6 4.Kg7 

e4 5.h8=Q Be5+] 3...Be7 4.Kg7 [4.Kg8 f3 5.h8=Q f2 6.Qg7 f1=Q 7.h7 

Qfxf7+ 8.Qxf7 Qg4+ 9.Kh8 Qf4 10.Kg8 Qg5+ 11.Kh8 Nb4 removes the 

stalemate and wins] 4...Ne3 5.h8=Q Nf5+ 6.Kg8 Nxh6+ 7.Qxh6 Qxh6 

8.Qxe7+ Kc6 9.Qxe5 Qg6+ 10.Kh8 positional draw 

 

5th Commendation: Var. 3165 Marcel Dore 
Nice knight endgame with simple motifs. The tries are also interesting. 

1.Na6! [thematic try: 1.Nc6 b3 2.Na5 b2 3.Nc4 b1=S] 1...b3 2.Nc5+ Kxe5 

3.Nxb3 Kd5 4.Nd2 [4.Na5 e5 5.Nb7 e4 6.Nd8 Kc4 7.Ne6 Nh5 8.Kd8 Nf6 

9.Nf4 e3] 4...e5 5.Nf3 e4 6.Ng5 e3 7.Ne6 Nh5 8.Nf4+ wins 

Bizya Buyannemekh 

Mario Garcia 

3rd Com IRT 2018 

 
Win                      6+5 

Daniele Gatti 

4th Com IRT 2018 

 
Draw                     6+7 

Marcel Dore 

5th Com IRT 2018 

 
Win                       4+4 

 

Israel Ring Tourney: Fairies 2015 

Judge: Vlaicu Crişan, Budapest, December 2017, Cluj-Napoca (Romania) 
I would like to thank Michael Grushko for the invitation to judge the informal fairies tournament for 

2015. He definitely managed to create a very interesting fairies section, which can be seen from the 

following award. I also thank Paz Einat for his generous and helpful comments of the solutions. 

52 problems composed by 41 composers from 15 countries competed in the informal tournament. 

The level of the tournament enabled me to create two different sections. As a judge I always consider 

both the technical merit and the artistic impression of the composition. 

One particularly challenging part in any fairy judgment is dealing with compositions sound in one 

program but unsound in another. How to deal in such debatable cases? I eventually decided to accept 

the convention(s) used by the authors, but mentioned below the theoretical questions in the award. 

Section A – Problems having more than 8 pieces 
30 compositions took part in this section – this number is due to the fact that I considered Imitator 

merely as a fairy condition. I have discarded 2727, which is actually a version of a previous problem 

(e.g. 2482 from Variantim 61/2013). The level of the published originals is quite high. The problems 

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

ranking. 
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