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Introduction







‘Black proclaims by his symmetrical reply 1...e5 his firm decision to cross swords as quickly as possible with his adversary and (in spite of ‘the move’) to meet him on an equal footing in the centre of the board, whereas a passive reply such as a King’s or Queen’s Fianchetto (1...g6 or 1...b6) would allow White to occupy the centre immediately and for good by 2 d4.’





‘After the typical moves 1 e4 e5 we frequently see a lively struggle, seeking in particular to gain the mastery in the centre.’





‘Each move in the initial stage must be telling, in other words, it must contain some threat of an immediate nature (attack on a pawn, an effective pin of a piece, unpinning, counter-attack, etc.), and a game of chess of this type resembles an encounter between two fencers where thrust and parry follow and offset each other.’





Saveilly Tartakower (A Breviary of Chess)







1...e5 is arguably the simplest and most logical reply to 1 e4, taking space in the centre and opening diagonals for the queen and bishop. It has been played by every world champion in the history of the game, and many of them played nothing else. Yet despite this great pedigree, many players, especially at club level, are simply afraid to play it! Why? Because of the ocean of possibilities. Besides various forms of the Ruy Lopez there are a number of other major openings, not to mention a bunch of dangerous gambits.





This was my thinking for many years. I occasionally played 1...e5 but, with a view to ‘avoiding’ sharp theoretical lines, I usually played the Pirc or Modern Defence. The turning point came when the former Soviet Champion Lev Psakhis once explained to me that an extensive grounding in the Ruy Lopez was essential if you want to develop your game. He added that in Russia it was said that the one failing of Lev Polugaevsky was that he never received this education.





From that moment I resolved to start playing more games with 1 e4 e5 and to phase out the Modern Defence, with which my results against strong players were lacklustre. My results with Black against 1 e4 improved and within two years I gained the Grandmaster title. I attribute much of this achievement to Psakhis’s advice and my belated education in the classics.





In writing this book my primary goal was to pass on this great lesson and provide a simple enough 1...e5 repertoire to make playing this move a practical proposition for club players. Accordingly I have adopted a ‘keep it simple’ solution to most of White’s options, whilst presenting a really challenging response to the dreaded Ruy Lopez. The Keres Variation (1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-0 9 h3 Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4 Nd7) has been giving White some major headaches and has been adopted by the likes of Ponomariov, Beliavsky and others. Should the reader subsequently want to try a different form of Closed Ruy Lopez, then acquiring a new line will not take much additional effort. This, in fact, is one of the great things about playing 1...e5 – Black isn’t forced to stick to a few narrow channels or long sequences of only moves but can easily broaden his creative palette with new variations.





The way I suggest you study this book is to play through the main games once, relatively quickly, and then start playing the variation in actual games. Playing an opening in real games is of vital importance – without this kind of live practice it is impossible to get a ‘feel’ for the kind of game it leads to. There is time enough later for involvement with the details; after playing your games it is good to look up the line.





It remains for me to wish you luck with your future 1...e5 career. I hope this move helps develop your game as much as it helped mine.







Nigel Davies,





Southport, UK,





September 2005
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Chapter One






Ruy Lopez: Keres Variation 12 Nbd2





1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-0 9 h3 Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4 Nd7 12 Nbd2






 We begin with the thoughts of Paul Keres:





‘While preparing for the Candidates’ Tournament in Curacao 1962, I gave further thought to this position (1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5.0–0 Be7 6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0–0 9 h3 Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4).





I had been a long-time follower of this defence and wished to remain faithful to it in this tournament. It was therefore necessary to look for possible new systems and examine the latest experiences of the other masters. That the position of the diagram could be easily reached caused me to examine it thoroughly under a magnifying glass. Clearly, Black must think strategically: he cannot solve his problems tactically. Question: What are Black’s strategic possibilities? Anyone who has played the Chigorin Defence to the Ruy Lopez (which is what this system is most often called) knows that Black’s only chance is counterplay against the centre square d4. He has two ways of approaching this. First, Black can increase the pressure on d4 move by move, eventually forcing White either to exchange centre pawns or to close the centre with d4-d5. Second, Black can open the centre by a double exchange on d4 and look for counterplay through the harmonious cooperation of his pieces. But he must see to it that the initiative he attains by good piece play is not just temporary, else White will obtain a definite positional advantage because of his good pawn on e4 against the weak Black pawn on d6. Therefore, Black usually rejects that double exchange and tries to increase the pressure on d4 by 11...Qc7 followed by 12...Nc6. But is 11...Qc7 necessary? Black protects the attacked e-pawn, but does little to increase the pressure on d4. Perhaps he can protect the e-pawn in a different way, while initiating pressure on d4 without loss of time. This train of thought led me to test the move 11...Nd7. This move has some advantages in comparison with 11...Qc7. First, it frees the f6-square for the Bishop, which will put pressure on d4 supported by the subsequent...Nc6. Second, the queen is not committed too soon and may also help in the siege of d4 by moving to b6. Third, Black’s f-pawn is free to move to f5 if White should decide to play d5. But 11...Nd7 also has its disadvantages. On d7, the knight stands to a certain extent in the way of the other pieces. If White plays Nbd2-f1-e3, Black’s d5 and f5 will be inadequately guarded, and in some variations Black’s useful pressure on e4 is lacking. Nevertheless, I decided to examine the move more closely and work out some strategic plans.’’





The big new idea for Black in the Keres Variation is to meet 12 Nbd2 with 12...exd4 (rather than the traditional 12...cxd4), after which 13 cxd4 Nc6 14 d5 reaches a kind of Benoni position. Damljanovic-Ponomariov (Game 1) is an important game for this line as it features the correct way for Black to get counterplay against the 15 Nxe5 and 16 f4 plan (17...Bh4!). Much worse is 17...f5?, which I played in my first game with the Keres in Butunoi-Davies (Game 2), in which I was heavily influenced by the games of Mr Graf (formerly Nenashev). After I’d already played 17...f5? I discovered the devastating coup of 22...Nh4 23 Be4!!, which leaves Black in a hopeless position and turns theory on its head.





In Anand-Ponomariov (Game 3) White precedes f2-f4 with 16 a4. This may become significant in the note to White’s 20th move (20 Rf1) in which the queen’s rook might come into play via a3, though 22...Nd7! looks like a good defence before this comes up. There’s also a case for playing 16...Bb7 in preparation for a later...f7-f5. Schulze-Davies (Game 4), on the other hand, is a good illustration of the perils of meeting a2-a4 with the mistaken...b5-b4.





Instead of capturing on e5, White can also preserve knights with a retreat to h2; although this seems passive he’s then ready to kick the knight out of e5 with f2-f4 whilst avoiding any exchanges. Rowson-Davies (Game 5) was a good illustration of the complexity of this line of play. Although I won White could have improved as late as move 31 and Black in turn has improvements such as 20...Qd7!?. The last word on this line has yet to be spoken.





White has a couple of 14th move alternatives in 14 e5 and 14 Nf1. The former is examined in the game Ariel-Graf (Game 6) in which Black’s attempts to win come close to rebounding. The solid way to deal with 14 Nf1 is seen in Dvoirys-Graf (Game 7) whilst in Froeyman-Kazhgaleyev (Game 8) Black plays for complications and almost comes unstuck in the process.






Game 1
B.Damljanovic-R.Ponomariov
European Team Ch., Plovdiv 2003

1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-0 9 h3 Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4 Nd7 12 Nbd2 exd4!?
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Graf’s approach, creating an imbalance in the pawn structure. Keres’ interpretation was to play 12...cxd4 13 cxd4 Nc6, with positions much akin to a standard Chigorin Defence.





13 cxd4 Nc6





[image: ]





14 d5 Nce5 15 Nxe5 Nxe5 16 f4





The most direct approach, setting up a broad pawn centre. 16 a4 Rb8 17 axb5 axb5 18 f4 is very similar – see Anand-Ponomariov.





16...Ng6 17 Nf3 Bh4!





In my view this is the only way for Black to play. 17...f5? has been played by some very strong players but, as far as I’m concerned, it was refuted in Butunoi-Davies.





18 Nxh4





One of the points of Black’s play is to meet 18 Rf1 with 18...Bg3!, hitting the pawn on f4 in a way that is difficult to meet. Neelotpal-Deepan, Visakhapatnam 2004 continued 19 f5 (19 Ne1 is met by 19...Qh4, and 19 Ng5 by 19...h6) 19...Ne5 20 Ng5 h6 (20...Nd7 is not bad either) 21 Nf3 (21 f6 hxg5 22 Bxg5 g6 is unconvincing in this position, but with a2-a4 and...Rb8 inserted White could play Ra1–a3) 21...Nxf3+ 22 Qxf3 Be5 23 g4 Bd7 24 Kh1 a5 25 Rg1 g5! 26 h4 f6, blockading the kingside with approximately equal chances.





18...Qxh4





Not 18...Nxh4? because of 19 f5!, catching the knight offside.





19 f5





The only way to make a fight of it, but this is risky because it gives Black the e5-square. After 19 Rf1 Black can force a draw with 19...Bxh3 (19...f5 20 e5 dxe5 21 fxe5 Nxe5 22 Be3 looks risky to me) 20 gxh3 Qg3+ 21 Kh1 Qxh3+ etc, as in Leitao-Morovic Fernandez, Sao Paulo 2004.





19...Ne5 20 Rf1
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20...Bd7





Not the only move. Ashton-Mannion, British Championship, Scarborough 2004 went 20...Re8 21 a4 b4 22 Bf4 a5 23 Bh2 Ba6 24 Rf4 Qf6 25 Qh5?! (White is way too ambitious) 25...b3! 26 g4? bxc2 27 g5 Nf3+ 28 Rxf3 Qxb2 0-1





21 Bf4





After 21 f6 (which in retrospect might be the best) Black once again has the option of a draw with 21...Bxh3 22 gxh3 Qg3+ etc. Again I think he should take it, which is the one drawback of this line from a practical point of view. However, if White is set on a draw in any opening Black must take great risks to avoid it.





21...Qe7 22 Qe1





In Calistri-Skembris, Bastia 2004, White played 22 Qh5, the game continuing 22...f6 23 Kh1 b4 24 Rad1 Bb5 25 Rg1 g6 26 fxg6 hxg6 27 Qh4 Qh7 28 Qg3 Rae8 with good prospects for Black. With the knight cemented on e5 there isn’t much to worry about on the kingside.





22...f6 23 Qg3 Rfe8 24 b3 a5
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Logically advancing his queenside pawn majority. Black is better here.





25 Bd1 Qd8 26 Bh5 Re7 27 Kh2 Be8 28 Bxe8 Qxe8 29 Rae1





In reply to 29 a4 Black can play 29...Rb8, with pressure on the b-file.





29...a4 30 Re3 b4 31 Qh4 Kh8 32 Bxe5 Rxe5 33 Qf4 axb3 34 axb3 Ra2 35 Rfe1 Kg8 36 Rg3 Ra7 37 Rge3 Qc8 38 Rg3 Qa6 39 Rge3





After 39 h4 Black can evacuate his king with 39...Kf8 and then meet 40 h5 with 40...h6. Meanwhile he’d still have the advantage on the queenside with the possibility of creating a passed pawn via...c5-c4.





39...Qa2 40 Qf1 Ra5 41 Rg3 Qb2 42 Qf4 Ra7 43 Qf1 Re8 44 e5
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White tries to create some counterplay before Black plants his queen on e5 and then doubles rooks on the a-file. Nice try, but in the final analysis it falls short.





44...fxe5!





Ponomariov is up to the challenge. After either 44...Rxe5?! 45 Qb5, or 44...dxe5?! 45 d6, White would be back in the game.





45 f6





Black is also defending solidly after 45 Qb5 Rf8 46 f6 g6 etc.





45...e4 46 Rg5 Qd2 47 h4





Against an opponent in desperate time-trouble it might have been worthwhile playing 47 Qf5 Qxe1 48 Qg4. This looks very scary but Black can defend with 48...Qa1 49 Rxg7+ Kh8, leaving White with nothing. White is also quite lost after 47 Rxg7+ Rxg7 48 fxg7 Qxd5 etc.





47...Rf7?!





Black should play 47...h6 48 Rg4 Qxd5 with a win in sight. Now things become tricky...





48 Qb5 Ref8 49 fxg7 Qf4+ 50 g3 Qf2+ 51 Kh3 Rxg7 52 Rxg7+ Kxg7 53 Qd7+ Rf7 54 Qg4+?





[image: ]





It looks as if 54 Qxd6 is a much better try, for example after 54...Qxe1 55 Qe5+ Rf6 56 Qe7+ Kg6 57 h5+ Kxh5 58 Qxh7+ Kg5 59 Qg7+ Kf5 60 g4+ Ke5 61 Qg5+ Kd4 62 Qxf6+ Ke3 63 g5 the queen endgame looks drawish due to White’s powerful passed pawn.





54...Kh8 55 Ra1





55 Qxe4 Qf5+ 56 Kg2 Qxe4+ 57 Rxe4 Rf5 gives Black a winning rook endgame.





55...Rf8 0-1





56 Qxe4 Qf5+ 57 Qxf5 Rxf5 leads to a winning rook endgame, as in the previous note.






Game 2
A.V.Butunoi-N.Davies
Correspondence 2003

1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-0 9 h3 Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4 Nd7 12 Nbd2 exd4 13 cxd4 Nc6 14 d5 Nce5 15 Nxe5 Nxe5





Black can also consider playing 15...dxe5 as White’s passed d-pawn can be blockaded and Black has a queenside pawn majority. Luther-Skembris, Turin 1996 continued 16 Nf1 c4 (16...Nf6 17 b3 Ne8 18 Bb2 f6 is another solid way to continue, as in Peptan-Olarasu, Timisu de Sus 1998) 17 Be3 Bb4 18 Re2 Bb7 19 Ng3 g6 with just a nominal edge for White.





16 f4 Ng6 17 Nf3 f5?
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Graf’s move, which is refuted in this game. Black invites White’s pawns to march down the board in the hope that he can play around them with his active pieces. But the old truths about classical pawn centres hold good. 17...Bh4 is the right idea, as in Ponomariov’s games against Damljanovic and Anand.





18 e5





This advance is obvious and strong. Several White players have lost their nerve with 18 Qe2 and found themselves with the worse position after 18...fxe4 19 Bxe4 Ra7! 20 Qc2 Bh4. Enders-Graf, Heringsdorf 2000 continued 21 Re2 Raf7! 22 Bxg6 hxg6 23 Nxh4 Qxh4 24 Qxg6 Rf6 25 Qe4 Qh5 26 Bd2 Bb7 and Black won back the pawn with strong pressure on the light squares. Meanwhile, 21 Rf1 Raf7 22 Bxg6 hxg6 23 Nxh4 Qxh4 24 Qxg6 Rf6 25 Qd3 Bf5 26 Qe3 Rg6 also gave Black strong pressure for his pawn in Baramidze-Moreno Carnero, Hamburg 2003, and after 21 Bxg6? Bxe1 22 Bxh7+ Kh8 23 Nxe1 Qh4 Black wins material because he’s hitting both h7 and e1.





White has tried one other move, namely 18 a4, as in Nedela-Talla, Czech Republic 1990. Black mistakenly replied with 18...b4? (18...fxe4 19 Bxe4 Nxf4 is better, with a nice position for Black) 19 e5 Bh4 20 Rf1 Bg3 (20...Bb7 21 Bb3) and now 21 e6! (21 Ng5 h6 22 Ne6 Bxe6 23 dxe6 dxe5 wasn’t clear in the game) 21...Nxf4 (21...Bxf4 22 Bxf4 Nxf4 23 Qd2 Nh5 24 Rae1 is too strong) 22 Nd4! Nxh3+ 23 gxh3 cxd4 24 Bxf5 Qh4 25 Qg4 would have left Black with a monster e-pawn to deal with.
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18...dxe5





In for a penny, in for a pound – Black decides to give White TWO connected passed pawns rather than just the e-pawn. I think there’s a better case to be made for the untried 18...Bh4, though here too there’s the problem of tackling White’s e-pawn. After 19 Rf1 Bg3 White can play 20 e6! Nxf4 (20...Bxf4 21 Bxf4 Nxf4 22 Qd2 Ng6 23 Ng5 is very strong) 21 Nd4 Nxh3+ 22 gxh3 cxd4 23 Bxf5, which is similar to my suggested improvement for White on Nedela-Talla (see previous note).





19 fxe5 Bb7 20 d6 Bh4





[image: ]





21 Rf1!





The right square for the rook. In Ponomariov-Beliavsky, Moscow 2002 White played 21 Re2 Bg3 22 b4 c4 (and not 22...cxb4, when 23 Bb3+ Kh8 24 Bd5 exchanges off Black’s massive light-squared bishop) 23 Qd4 Qd7 24 Bd2 Rae8 when Black had blockaded White’s pawns and was about to destroy them. The game continued 25 Rae1 Bxf3 26 gxf3 Re6 27 Kg2 Bxe1 28 Rxe1, and now 28...Nxe5! (rather than Beliavsky’s 28...Qc6?) 29 Rxe5 Rxd6 would have won the bishop on d2. Eliminating Black’s bishop with 21 Nxh4 brings Black’s queen into play. After 21...Qxh4 (21...Nxh4 22 e6) 22 e6 Qg3 23 Re2 Nh4 24 Qd3 Nf3+ 25 Kf1 Nh2+ it’s a draw by repetition.





21...Bg3 22 Ng5 Qe8





This is desperate. Korneev-Graf, Jakarta 1997 had gone 22...Nh4 23 Qh5 h6 24 Ne6 Qb6 25 Qe2 Bxg2 with massive complications, but then I saw that 23 Be4!! fxe4 24 Qb3+ and 25 Qxg3 was very strong. Without the bishop on g3 Black has no answer to White’s powerful central pawn duo.





23 Bxf5 Qxe5
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I could not find anything after 23...Rxf5 24 Rxf5 Bxe5 25 d7, for example 25...Qe7 (25...Qb8 26 Qh5) 26 Rf7 Bd4+ 27 Kh1 Qd8 28 Qh5 etc.





24 Be6+ Kh8 25 Rxf8+ Rxf8 26 d7 Bh2+ 27 Kh1 Qg3 28 Qe2 Ne5 29 Bd2 1-0





Black’s position is quite hopeless thanks to White’s passed d-pawn and the fact that the bishop on h2 cannot be extricated.






Game 3
V.Anand-R.Ponomariov
Duel of the Champions, Mainz 2002

1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-0 9 h3 Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4 Nd7 12 Nbd2 exd4 13 cxd4 Nc6 14 d5 Nce5 15 Nxe5 Nxe5 16 a4





Before steaming ahead with his central pawns White tries to soften up Black’s queenside. But this doesn’t make a significant difference to the position if Black answers correctly.
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16...Rb8





Under Graf’s influence I played 16...b4 in Schulze-Davies, and could have lost in a similar vein to Butunoi-Davies.; But in view of a possible improvement for White on move 20, I think it’s well worth considering 16...Bb7. The idea is that by targeting the d5 pawn Black can try to undermine White’s centre with...f7-f5, for example 17 f4 Nd7 (17...Ng6 isn’t good in this position as after 18 Nf3 Bh4 19 Rf1 Bg3 20 f5 Ne5 21 Ng5 the obvious 21...h6 can be answered by 22 f6! hxg5 23 Bxg5 threatening Ra1–a3, amongst other things. In Fressinet-Le Roux, Val d’Isere 2004 Black tried 21...Bh4 but lost quickly after 22 f6 g6 23 Qd2 Nd7 24 Nxh7 Bxf6 25 Nxf6+ Nxf6 26 Qh6 Nh7 27 Rf4 1-0) 18 Nf3 Re8 19 b3 (19 Bd2 Bf6 20 Ra2 g6 21 Kh2 Bg7 22 b3 Qc7 was fine for Black at this stage in Topalov-Adams, Cap D’Agde 2003) 19...Bf6 20 Rb1 Qb6 (20...Qc7 looks better with chances for both sides) 21 Kh2 g6 22 g4 Rac8 23 Kg3 was a game Fejzullahu-Adams, Izmir 2004 and now 23...a5?! 24 axb5 Qxb5 25 b4! Nb6 (25...Rc7 26 Ba4 Qb6 27 Bxd7 Rxd7 28 Qa4 is even more unpleasant) 26 bxc5 Qxc5 27 Be3 landed Black in trouble, which he managed to get out of by accepting the offer of a draw (½-½).





17 axb5 axb5 18 f4 Ng6 19 Nf3 Bh4
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After 19...f5? 20 e5 is horribly similar to Butunoi-Davies and should be avoided.





20 Nxh4





With the inserting of 16 a6 and 16...Rb8 the move 20 Rf1 becomes much more interesting. The idea is that after 20...Bg3 White can play 21 f5 Ne5 22 Ng5!? h6? (22...Nd7! is correct to regroup the bishop to e5 and the knight to f6) 23 f6! hxg5 24 Bxg5 with a strong attack, 24...g6 being answered with 25 Ra3!. This requires further tests before the chances can be reasonably evaluated.





20...Qxh4 21 f5





After 21 Rf1 Black can (and should) force a draw in the traditional fashion with 21...Bxh3 22 gxh3 Qg3+ etc.





21...Ne5 22 Rf1 Bd7 23 Bf4 Ra8 24 Qd2 Qe7 25 b4





25 b3 would stop...Nc4 but Black would still stand very well after 25...b4 followed by...Bb5.





25...Nc4 26 Qc3





After 26 Qe1? Rxa1 27 Qxa1, Black wins a pawn with 27...cxb4. If White were then to play 28 Rb1? he gets hit by 28...Na3!.
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26...cxb4 27 Qxb4





White’s pawn structure is more compact but Black’s pieces are very active. The next move secures adequate counterplay.





27...Qf6! 28 Qe1 Qb2
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29 Rc1





And not 29 Bd3?? because of 29...Qd4+; or 29 Qc1?? because of 29...Rxa1 30 Qxa1 Qxc2 etc.





29...Rfe8





Threatening 30...Bxf5.





30 Qf2 Ra3





This continued harassment stops White from playing 31 Bd3.





31 Bb1 Qxf2+
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31...Qf6!? was possible here.





32 Rxf2 f6 33 Rf3 Rea8 34 Bd3 Ne5 35 Bxe5 dxe5





A tacit offer of a draw which might have been influenced by the clock. 35...fxe5 would keep the game going.





36 Bf1 ½-½










Game 4
M.Schulze-N.Davies
Correspondence 2003

1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-0 9 h3 Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4 Nd7 12 Nbd2 exd4 13 cxd4 Nc6 14 d5 Nce5 15 a4 b4?

These days I’m amazed that a strong player such as Graf would consistently weaken the c4-square in this variation. But more amazing is that I copied his treatment without first switching on my brain...Black should choose between 15...Rb8 (see Rowson-Davies, Game 5) and 15...Bb7.
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16 Nxe5 Nxe5 17 f4 Ng6 18 Nc4 a5 19 e5!
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This obvious move leaves Black in dire straits, so it’s surprising that other moves have been played here. Iordachescu-Graf, Istanbul 2003 witnessed 19 b3, after which 19...Ba6 20 Bd3 Bf6 21 Ra2 Bd4+ 22 Kh2 Ra7 23 g3 f6 24 Be3 Bc3 25 Bd2 Bd4 26 Be3 Bc3 27 Bd2 Bd4 was fine for Black and agreed drawn at this point. In Bunyan-Davies, IECG World Championship Semi-Final, 2003 White tried 19 f5!?, but Black was fine after 19...Ba6! 20 fxg6 Bxc4 21 gxh7+ Kh8 22 Qg4 Qc8! 23 Qg3 Qd8!, inviting a draw by repetition which White should have accepted.



19...Bb7



This position is deeply unpleasant for Black. I looked at 19...dxe5 20 fxe5 Bh4 but then 21 Re2 Ba6 22 b3 Bg3 23 Bxg6 hxg6 24 Qd3 keeps White’s massive pawn centre. Another possibility is 19...Ba6, trying to evict the knight from c4, but after 20 b3 dxe5 21 fxe5 Bxc4 22 bxc4 Bh4 23 Re4 White has a big advantage.



20 Qd3!



I had been hoping for 20 Be4, when 20...Ba6 21 b3 f5 22 Bc2 Bxc4 23 bxc4 Bh4 24 Re2 Bg3 hits f4 and e5.



20...f6



I considered 20...Re8 but couldn’t see how to get my pawn back after 21 exd6 Bf6 22 Rxe8+ Qxe8 23 Qe4, while 20...dxe5 is poor in view of 21 f5 b3 (or 21...e4 22 Rxe4 Qxd5 23 fxg6 Qxe4 24 gxh7+ Kh8 25 Qxe4 Bxe4 26 Bxe4 etc.) 22 Bb1 Qxd5 (or 22...e4 23 Qxb3 etc) 23 Qxd5 Bxd5 24 Nb6, winning material.



21 h4!
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Menacing h4-h5, which reduces me to desperation. 21 e6 may also be strong. Black would be forced to play 21...f5 but this would leave him with a very passive game.



21...b3 22 Bb1



I also thought that 22 Qxb3 was strong, for example 22...Bxd5 23 h5 Nh4 24 exd6 Bxd6 25 Qd3 etc.



22...fxe5



Both 22...dxe5 23 d6 and 22...Re8 23 h5 Nf8 24 exd6 were hopeless.



23 h5 Bh4 24 Re4?



[image: ]



A big mistake for a correspondence game. White should play simply 24 Rf1 Rxf4 (or 24...e4 25 Qxb3) 25 Bxf4.



24...Nxf4! 25 Bxf4 Rxf4



Not 25...exf4?, which leaves Black defenceless after 26 Re6 Bf2+ 27 Kf1 etc.



26 Rxf4 exf4 27 Qxh7+ Kf8 28 Bg6 Qf6



[image: ]



Now both kings are in trouble! 28...Bxd5 was less good thanks to 29 Qh8+ Bg8 30 h6 etc.



29 Rd1



Black can meet 29 h6 with 29...Bxd5, and 29 Nb6 with 29...Bf2+ 30 Kxf2 Qxb2+ etc.



29...f3 30 h6 f2+ 31 Kf1 Ba6 32 Qh8+ ½-½



After 32...Ke7 33 Qxa8 Bxc4+ 34 Bd3 Qe5 35 Qb7+ there comes a draw by perpetual check.




Game 5
J.Rowson-N.Davies
British League 2004

1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-0 9 h3 Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4 Nd7 12 Nbd2 exd4 13 cxd4 Nc6 14 d5 Nce5 15 a4 Rb8



[image: ]



Learning my lesson.



16 axb5



White can also play the immediate 16 Nh2, which is very similar and will probably transpose. Shchekachev-Gustafsson, Velden 2004 went 16...Ng6 17 Ndf3 (17 Ndf1 Bg5 18 Ne3 Nf6 19 Nf3 Bf4 20 axb5 axb5 21 b4 Re8 22 Nf1 Nd7 23 Bxf4 Nxf4 gave Black adequate counterplay in Bologan-Stefansson, Moscow 2004, while 17 g3 leads to very similar play to the main game) 17...Re8 18 Ra2 Bb7 19 b3 Bf6 20 Ng4 Bc3 21 Re3 b4 22 Bd2 h5 23 Ngh2 Bf6 24 a5 Bc8 25 Bd3 Nf4 26 Bf1 Nf8 27 Re1 N4g6 with a complex struggle in which Black stood no worse.



16...axb5



[image: ]



17 Nh2



By avoiding the exchange on e5 White hopes to show that Black has too many knights for the single e5-square. 17 Nxe5 was covered in Anand-Ponomariov but White also has an alternative in 17 Nb3. Chandler-Davies, British League 2004 continued 17...Nxf3+ 18 Qxf3 Bf6 19 Na5 Qb6 20 Qg3 Bb7 21 Nxb7 Rxb7 22 Ra2 Be5 23 Qg4 when a draw was agreed. There’s still a lot of play left here but post mortem analysis suggested that Black was no worse.



17...Ng6 18 g3



A very ambitious plan from Rowson, hoping to deprive Black’s knights of decent squares at the cost of weakening his kingside. 18 Ndf3 Re8 and 18 Ndf1 Bg5 would be very similar to the references quoted after 16 Nh2.



18...Nf6 19 h4 h5



This stops White’s h-pawn in its tracks and gains more of a grip on the g4-square. However, it is certainly not Black’s only move. There’s a case to be made for pure piece play with, for example, 19...Re8 20 f4 (20 h5 Ne5) 20...Qd7!?, intending...Qh3 in some lines – all of which will be immensely complicated...



20 f4
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