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1.Ra5 ! [2.Ra6# ]
1...Bf1 2.exd5#
1...Ra3 2.b5#

Weakening motive
Unguard from behind (a)
Unguard from behind (a)

Mating square
Mate on d5 (A)
Mate on b5 (B)

1...Qc7 2.Qb5#
1...Qb7 2.Qxd6#

Self-block (b)
Self-block (b)

Mate on b5 (B)
Mate on d6 C)

1...Bd8 2.Rxd6#
1...Rxb4 2.Bxd5#

Line opening (c)
Line opening (c)

Mate on d6 C)
Mate on d5 (A)
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12+11
For some time I tried to realize the Domino theme using the square on which black defends and
white's mating square. The breakthrough came on my way back from the Kobe congress, maybe
the great sushi I had in the few days I spent in Tokyo after the congress had a positive effect.
G.
Paz Einat
The Problemist 2013
(1.Qc8? Bxd2!)
Dedicated to the memory of 1.Qa8 ! [2.Qa6 # ]
Defense square
Mating square
Christopher Reeves
Defense on c5 (a)
Mate on b6 (A)
1...Sxc5 2.S7b6 #
'd'd'dQd
Defense on c5 (a)
Mate on e5 (B)
1...dxc5 2.Se5 #
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1...Bxd2 2.e5 #
1...exd2 2.e3 #

Defense on d2 (b)
Defense on d2 (b)

Mate on e5 (B)
Mate on e3 (C)

1...Sdc3 2.Sxe3 #
1...Sac3 2.S5b6 #

Defense on c3 (c)
Defense on c3 (c)

Mate on e3 (C)
Mate on b6 (A)
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This opens up the Domino theme to many possible interpretations: one can depict many different
"images" on the Domino tiles and as long as these are well defined they can make up an interesting
problem. Much more difficult would be to try and make a parallel with the "Trimino" game that
used triangle tiles with three elements, so there are still some challenges ahead.

Israel Ring Tourney Award: Twomovers 2011
Judge: Marco Guida, Milano (Italy)
First of all I would like to thank Paz for inviting me to act as referee of the 2011 Israel Ring
Tourney. In the past I have seen many masterpieces awarded in this prestigious Tourney, and I am
really honored to have been offered this opportunity.
Unfortunately, this time the average quality of the entries (18 in total, which I received in
anonymous form) has been not very high. I have found all of them very enjoyable from the
“solver’s” viewpoint, but I consider this a necessary, yet not sufficient condition, for inclusion in
the Award of a “composing” competition. Qualities such as originality, ambitious and challenging
conception, depth of the strategic content, precision and clarity in rendering the composer’s idea
and, last but not least, economy and accuracy in construction make the difference between a nice,
entertaining solving exercise and a piece of chess art and engineering.
Starting from this background, I have excluded from my final ranking a number of enjoyable
problems that I felt were short in the above qualities, most notably originality, ambition and
economy. Some compromises on construction good practices can be, in my view, acceptable in
front of truly original and highly challenging concepts, but not in the case of simpler ones.
I included the remaining ones in the final ranking. Most notably, I have decided to award only one
Prize, only one Honorable Mention and few Commendations. One could think that I have been too
tough, and that perhaps I could have awarded higher recognition to some problem, and overall
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included in the award more entries, evaluating them in “relative” terms vs. the average quality of
the 2011 competitors. But I think that in doing so I would have not treated fairly those problems
that are good in “absolute” terms, and I would have not respected the high-level tradition of this
Tourney, that deserve high quality and high respect.
The Award will remain open for the usual 3 months, and here is my ranking.

Prize: Vm. 2090 Givi Mosiashvili
This problem is built around a well-known Dombrovskis matrix, that has
been intelligently revitalized by introducing 2 nice additional Tries by
the White Queen, accompanied by good refutations, that introduce
changed mates after the 2 thematic defenses. It conveys an overall sense
of coherence and unity, and the various thematic elements combines
very naturally. The pattern of 2 Tries threatening mate A, other 2 Tries
threatening mate B, both then returning as variation mates in the
Solution, is the same as the one proposed for the 9th WCCT. Despite a
bit short in originality and strategic content, I found this conception the
most interesting of the Tourney.
1.Sc7? [2.Rd4 A #] 1...Se2 2.Qxe2# but 1...Sb5 a ! 1.Sxb4? [2.Rc5 B #]
but 1...Sd3 b ! 1.Qh3? [2.Rc5 B #] 1...Sd3 b 2.Qxd3# 1...bxc3 2.Qxc3#
1...f3 2.Qg4# but 1...Rf3! 1.Qe8? [2.Rd4 A #] 1...Sb5 a 2.Qxb5# but
1...Se2! 1.Qf7! [2.Qc7#] 1...Sb5 a 2.Rd4 A # 1...Sd3 b 2.Rc5 B #
Honorable Mention : Vm. 2143 Yosi Retter
A nice specimen in threat correction. The generic move of Se4
introduces the threat 2. f4; the 1st correction move gives a flight to the
Black King by closing a white line, so that 2. f4 is no longer a valid
threat, and introduces a new threat; the defense open a white line on the
same flight square, therefore allowing the original threat to return as
variation mate. The same happen with the Solution, with the key this
time giving 2 flights to the Black King by cutting another white line.
Good that the Kings’ flights are followed by mates different from
threatened ones! Overall an elegant problem, not particularly ambitious
in content, but very elegant and with a crystal clear and homogeneous
strategy across Tries and Solution.
1.Se~? ~ [2.f4#] but 1...Ra4! 1.Sf2?! [2.Sxd3#] 1...Sb4 2.Qf6#
1...c4 2.f4# 1...Kd4 2.Sg4# but 1...Ra3!
1.Sf6! [2.Sxd7#] 1...Sb8 2.f4# 1...Ke6/d6 2.Sg4#

1st Commendation: Vm. 2148 Zoltan Labai
This form of realization of the Albino theme has been largely worked
out in the last 50 years or more, and the mechanisms exploited here to
achieve refutations and mates (including the “en-passant” capture in the
Solution) have been already used several times. However I have not
found any clear anticipation and I have therefore decided to include this
entry in the Award, recognizing two merits: all keys introduce different
threats (most often this form of Albino is achieved exploiting either
“zugzwang” position, or one single threat introduced by all keys) and a
good variation play in both the Tries and the Solution. As a result, this
very enjoyable and entertaining problem seems to have also a little twist
of originality.
1...exd2 2.Qe4# 1.dxc3? 2.Sfxe3# but 1...Bc1! 1.dxe3? [2.e4#] 1...Sgf6
2.Se7# but 1...Shf6! 1.d3? [2.dxc4#] 1...cxd3 2.Qxd3# but 1...Rb4!
1.d4! [2.Sgxe3#] 1...cxd4 2.Qxc4# 1...cxd3 e.p.2.Qxd3# 1...Bc1 2.Rxc5#
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Givi Mosiashvili
Prize IRT 2011
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HM IRT 2011
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Zoltan Labai
1st Com IRT 2011
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2nd Commendation: Vm. 2146 Aaron Hirschenson
A well construed Black Correction specimen, with changed mates after
the thematic defenses between Try and Solution. The Try fails thanks to
a correction move of the thematic Knight that increases the overall
coherence of this problem. One should not overlook the by-play, which
also contributes to create an effective connection between Try and
Solution through mate 2. Sc3 transferred and one changed mate after
1… Sd4.
1.f7? [2.Sf6#] 1...Sc~ 2.Qxc6# 1...Sxe5! 2.Qxe5# 1...Sd4 2.Qxd4#
1...Sxc3 2.Sxc3# but 1...Se3! 1.Qb4! [2.dxc4#] 1...Sc~ 2.Q(x)d6#
1...Sxe5! 2.Se3# 1...Rc5 2.Qxc5# 1...Rxb4 2.Sxb4# 1...Sd4 2.S(x)c3#

Aaron Hirschenson
2nd Com IRT 2011
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3 Commendation: Vm. 2146 Paz Einat
This problem shows a pattern similar to the “Papack Cycle”, i.e. a cyclic
left-to-right shift of effective threat, un-effective threat and mate: A(B?)C(A?)-B (the “Papack Cycle” is actually slightly different, with a
right-to-left shift: A(B?)-A). The realization of these cyclic
effects is all but easy, and therefore the efforts of the author have to be
acknowledged. Nevertheless, this realization leaves an overall
impression of incompleteness: in the Try, the ineffective threat becomes
a mate after 1...Qa4, something that does not find a correspondence in
the Solution and has caused this entry to be awarded commendation
instead of higher recognition.
1.Qb6 ? 2.Bxd4 A? Sd7 B # 1...Kf6 a 2.Rxf5 C # 1...Qa4 2.Bxd4 B #
but 1...Sc6 ! 1.Sg5! 2.Sd7 B ? Rxf5 C # 1...Kf6 a 2.Bxd4 A # 1...Kxf4
2.Qh2# 1...fxe4 2.Sg6#

Paz Einat
3rd Com IRT 2011
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Israel Ring Tourney Award: Helpmates 2008
Judge: Nikola Stolev, International FIDE judge, Skopje (Macedonia)
This is my first award in this tournament and I sincerely thank the editorial board of IRT. For this
tournament, from the neutral judge Yoel Aloni I received 54 problems without names of authors. I
decided to divide the problems in 2 groups: h#2 and h#3-n. (Previously, by mail I received issues
47, 48 and 49 of the Variantim magazine. So, I know the authors of all problems from the tourney
and now I do not know what kind of tournament this is?).
The quantity of the entries participating in the tournament (25 in the h#2
group and 29 in the h#3-n group) is good, as well as the quality. Most of
the problems contain familiar problem elements. It seems that today it is
difficult to find something new and original. Vm1737 (Haymann) has a Mike Percic & Fadil
good idea. I hope that the author of Vm1731 (Molanr) will be able to
Abdurahmanovic
1st Prize IRT 2011
find a better construction. The above remarks reflect my personal
judging criteria, which I maintained while making this award. I suggest 'd'd'd'd
4'dRd'dR
the following ranking.

I – Helpmates in 2 moves
1st Prize: Vm.1779 Mike Percic & Fadil Abdurahmanovic
A nice orthogonal/diagonal combination. Anticipatory self-pin and play
by pinned black units. The best achievement in this tourney.
1.Ke4 Bb7 2.Qc6 Re7# 1.Kc5 Rh5 2.Qf5 Sd3#
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