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First of all I want to thank the respected Judge Has Peter Rehm, that he, in spite 

of his extreme busyness , has agreed to judge my jubilee tourney. 

I especially want to thank all the composers who have sent their problems in a 

tribute to the hero of the day and wish you, dear friends, good health and 

creative longevity!  

To be honest, I did not expect that Judge Has Peter Rehm will distribute awards 

the way, they are presented below. Why? Because my distribution of awards 

was quite different.  

I know one thing, that with my judging, all the problems would receive the 

highest distinction!  

But, my dear friends, it's yet a tournament, so you have to accept the result and 

move on. 

So: Problems that, to my regret, did not receive an award may participate as 

original works in other tournaments.  

We kindly request that if some of the authors will decide to send their 

problems to another competition, then they will let us know about this decision 

by sending an e-mail to the address ferhat@chessstar.com. 

I wish you a success in your creativity, my dear friends, and we will meet again! 

Thanks again for participating in my jubilee tourney! 

Ferhat Karmil 

 

 

  

 

Award by Has Peter Rehm (Germany) 
 

There were 36 problems to judge by authors from 13 countries. I eliminated 

Nr.47 since it is too similar to the 3rd prize 

MT "Yuri Lazarev-90". By the way there are much older presentations of the 

method in studies, e.g. by LOMMER or LIBURKIN. 

Two remarks about cooks, but I tested only those with a chance to be in the 

award. 

Nr.14 by Richard Becker: 

My computer says: Cooked (Dual) 1.R2g6+ Kh5 2.Rg3 (author), but also 2.Rg8!. 

After 1.R2g6+ Kh5 the author discusses 2.Rg8 and writes 
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«2.Rg8? Nd3! 3.Rg3 Kh4  4.Rg2 Nf4!», but 4.R:d3!   

is better and cooks the problem, e.g.  4.- Bg5 5.Rf3 Kg4 6.R:f2. 

Nr.48 is cooked by 1.-7. as author, 8.K:d3 Rg5 9.e7!  

 

Several entries are not in the award because of lacking depth, economy or 

originality (even if I do not remember a clear anticipation). Especially 

pendulum play is now only worth an award if either the pendulum mechanism 

is original (preferable with not so many checks) or if the logic is complex with 

several foreplans or there is a good additional theme. 

But now to the winners, congratulation! 

 

 

Prize Nr.23  

by Ralf Krätschmer (Germany) 

 

 
 

This is the entry with the most complex logic. 

There are 2 obstacles to the main plan 1.Rd6+ Ke5 2.Sc4+ Kf4,5 3.Rf6# , namely 

the mass of Bd6 and Pe6. 

One has to deal with them by a set of coordinated foreplans. 

It is easy to get rid of Bd6 by a two-move evacuation 

sacrifice, but first Pe6 has to disappear. This is  

more subtle. To get bK to capture Pe6 one needs 

a rook's pendulum Rf5+-Rf6+-Rf5+  

which in turn is good only with f5 guarded. 

This guard is obtained by a well known knight's pendulum manoeuvre: 

After 1.Rf6 Sg6 2.Bc5+ Ke5 the pendulums 3.Sc4+ Kd5 4.Sxe3+ Ke5 

by S then R: 5.Rf5+ Kxe6 6.Rf6+ Ke5. We have reached our goal, 



Pe6 is removed and it would be already a respectable logical moremover if we 

could finish now by 7.Bd4+? (not Bd6+)  Kxd4 8.Rd6+ Ke5 9.Sc4# as planned. 

But surprisingly bK has a new flight e3 (8.Rd6+? Kxe3!). 

Creating a flight by capturing a black piece in necessary foreplans is a quite 

original negative effect in the logical school. So more planning is needed to 

eliminate this new negative effect. Here we  

get a new block on e3 and therefore must evacuate e3 first.  

This is done by more pendulums 7.Sc4+ Kd5 8.Sb6+ Ke5 9.Bd6+ Kd4 10.e3+!! 

Rxe3 (blocked again) (10.- Kxe3? 11.Bc5#), now  

the evacuation sacrifice foreplan 11.Bc5+ 

Ke5 12.Bd4+! Kxd4, and finally the main plan works: 13.Rd6+ Ke5 14.Sc4+ 

Kf4(5) 16.Rf6# 

 

A top logical problem fully in the modern line: 

a complex structure of subtly connected foreplans. 

The obvious winner of the tournament. 

 

1st Hon mention Nr.46  

by Valery Kirillov & Grigory Popov (Russia) 

 

 
 

Pendulum play in order to improve the Rooks'position three times 

with tempo in Kricheli's style. 

First we have to close the line d2-d8 (1.Bb6? Rd2!) 

by 1.Bf2 Kg5 2.Rg7+ Kf6 3.Rd7! Kg5 4.Be3+ Kf6 (4.- Kh4? 5.Rd1) 

Second foreplan: remove the guard of c5) 

5.Bb6 Sc7! 6.Bf2 Kg5 7.Rg7+ Kf6  

An interesting feature is that it was not enough 

to lure the bS away (after 8.Rh7? Kg5 9.Be3+ Kf6 10.Bc5 the  



S has a new defense 10.- Sd5 which is the reason that the knight  must be 

captured). Hence 8.R:c7 Kg5. Now  9.Be3+? Kf6 10.Bc5  would be good, but our 

foreplans placed the wR on the critical side of e7. This is why the wR must go 

back to h7 in another foreplan: 9.Rg7+ Kf6 10.Rh7!  Kg5 11.Be3+ Kf6, finally 

the main plan works: 12.Bc5 [13.Be7# model] Kg5 13.Be7+ Kh5 14. Rg7 - 

15.Bg6# (model). 

 

2st Hon mention №13  

by Dieter Werner (Schweiz) & Rupert Munz (Germany) 

                                                                               

 

The modern logical school is concerned also with logical defensive play. Here 

we have black undo twice the forced interferences on d4 

by tempogaining checks. The check of the black R is used as  

a decoy away from b3. This looks very original. 

Main plan 1.Rc6? Bf2! 2.d4 Rxb3!, hence  

1.Rc4 Rh4 (1.- Sc3 2.Ra4+) 2.d4 Rxd4 3.Rc6 Rd8+ (first evacuation) 4.Kg7 Bf2 

5.d4 Bxd4 (4.- Rb8 5.Rc4!) 6.Rc4 Bxf6+ (second evacuation, in fact Dresden 

theme since this bad defense replaces Rxb3) 7.Kh7 Rd4/Sc3 8.Rc6/Ra4+. 

On the minus side is that white has only the obvious checks on a4 and b6 for 

attacking.  A prize would have been awarded if a different more subtle mating 

finale (without Ra4 or Bxb6) could have been incorporated. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



3rd Hon mention Nr.22  

by Oto Mihalco (Slovakia) 

 

 
Obviously we want to put a guard on b5 (1.Rxd3+? Kb5!). This is possible by 

1.Sd4?! but the interfence of Be5 grants the new flight c3. Surprisingly we can 

guard b5 by a S voyage over g5-e6-c7!! 

To get the tempos by provoking checks to the white king is 

rather well known, but the necessary capture of Pf7 is unusual in this context.  

1.Bf6 [2.Sde5+ Kc5 3.Be7#] Ra5+ 2.Sg5 Ra4 

3.Sxf7 [4.Se5+] Ra5+ 3.Sg5 Ra4 4.Se6 Ra5+ 5.Be5! Ra4 

4.Sc7 Ra3 8.Rb4# 

 

1st commendation Nr.20  

by Richard Becker 

 

 
 

The locial try 1.Ra2? Se6 shows that Bh6 should be decoyed away. 

1.Rg1! Bd2/Be3 2.Ra1 Ba5/Ba7 3.R:B h5 4.Kg6 and 5.Ra8(+), similarly 



1.- Bf4 2.Ra1 Bb8/h5 3.Ra8/Kg6. An unexpected  Zugzwang variation happens 

after 1.- Bg5 2.R:g5 h5 3.h3! (waiting).  

The key is fine because of the good thematic tries 1.Rg4? Bf4!, 1.Rg3? Be3!, 

1.Re2?  Bd2! (not 1.- Bg5  2.h:g5 h5 3.g6!).   

 

2nd commendation Nr.40  

by Yuri Gordian & Evgeny Orlov (Ukraine) 

 

 
 

Good and elegant combination of known elements. 

1.Red8? g1~ 1.Re5 [2.Rc5+ 3.Rb4#] Kd4 2.Re7 Kc4 

3.R:c7+ Kd4 4.Re7 Kc4 5.Rb7 Kd4 6.Re8 Kc4 7.Rd8 8.Bd3# 

I would replace bSh2 by bPg5 for the good non thematic try 

1.Bf3? g1S! (only).  

 

3rd commendation Nr.12  

by Grigory Popov 

 

 
 



The main plan 1.Kf2 2.Bf3# shows that one has to get rid of bPg3. 

It is good that it is not captured there but first is decoyed to g2 before it can be 

taken. 1.Ba4 [2.Bc6] Kd5 2.Bd7 [3.B:f5 4.e4#] g2 

(threatens g1=Q#) 3.Bc6+ Ke6 4.B:g2+ Kd7 5.Bc6+ Ke6 

6.Ba4+ Kd5 7.Bd1 Kf3, and the main plan 8.Kf2 9.Bf3# 

I liked also the quiet moves Bd7 and threat B:f5. 

 

 

4th commendation Nr.11  

by Leonid Makaronez 

 

 
 

The logical try  1.Q:e4+? K:e4 2.Rc4+ shows than one would like to force a 

block on e5. This is done with tempo by 

1.Sg3 R:g3 2.Qf1 [3.Qa1#] Ke5 3.Qf5+ Ke4 3.b6 [4.Sb5#] e5 

4.Q:e4+ K:e4 5.Rc4# The sacrifice Q:e4 is very common 

but the reason for Sg3 is not: f1 must be empty in order to prepare 

for playing Qf5 with check (1.Qf5? is not strong enough). The construction is 

not good. Sg8 and Pe6 simply can be removed (Sf8 is then better on d8). Maybe 

an even more economical position couldbe obtained. 
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