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In this issue of Trumps Plus, your
President recognises, once again, the
great importance of members
volunteering in many different ways to
ensure the effective and efficient
management of our core business. We
provide high quality bridge six days a
week, combined with excellent facilities
for social interaction, before and after
the club regular sessions. Your
Committee believes that this volunteer
support is vital and essential to making
WABC a great place to come and play
bridge.

| would like to take the opportunity of

this Editorial to acknowledge the
essenti al rol e of
Directors in contributing to the

management of all regular bridge
sessions. | would also like to reinforce
to members the importance of the role
of the Director in governing the conduct
of the game and arbitrating when a
possible infraction of the rules has
occurred.

We all make mistakes, and it is
essential that the Director is called to
the table when a possible infraction has
occurred. This action is not an adverse
reflection on the opponent at the table.
It simply reflects the necessity to have
an i ndependent
should always be conducted in a polite
and courteous manner and the
Director 6s rul ing
upon immediately with good grace.
Remember, to err is human, to forgive
divine.

There are other conflicts that can occur
at the table, involving issues of
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etiquette, appropriate behavior and the
like, rather than breaches of the rules of
the game. Recently the Tournament
Committee has instituted a new position,
that of Club Recorder, to help with these
matters. Chris Bagley has an article at
p.4 describing its roles and
responsibilities.

In closing, | would like to say that we all
breach the rules of bridge occasionally,

ref edsgaly inddvertently. Whergthis ocdutts it

is essential that the Director be called
and the matter dealt with expeditiously

a ¢ sopri &dpossible.d Renfemiie that

when an opponent
pl eased this 1is
you, but a request to have a perceived
problem put right harmoniously and
correctly.

John Rigg.
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@' \\Vith our club membership

holding at a steady one

thousand members, your

Management Committee is

|very pleased that so many

members are contributing

‘2 i\l substantially  in  different

YA fareas to the successful
% | operation of the club.

|In this report | will focus on

_Jdthree important issues:

1. The Tournament Committee;

2. The introduction of Bridgemates;

3. The car park.

The Tournament Committee is formed

following the Annual General Meeting

and comprises a Convenor who is

appointed from the Management
Committee, and at least four club
me mber s . The

principal
calendar of events, appoint Directors
and Congress Convenors and to ensure
the smooth running of all facets of the
game and patrticularly our special events.
The current Tournament Committee
comprises, Chris Bagley, Convenor, with
John Beddow, Jean Field, Helene
Kolozs, Carol Pocock and Ann Youngs
as committee members. They all work
very hard and do a great job, and | wish
to acknowledge this on behalf of all
members

Our electronic scoring system
ABridgemate 110 has
past two months. We have encountered
some teething problems, which we had
anticipated, but thanks to Bill Kemp and
the patience of our Directors, members
have settled well into using this new

. To urn amePQ)Ifce
objectives offtf reliule vanBalism Gt $heftCrbnt! P

system. Instant results are a bonus and
hands can be examined at your leisure on
our web site. We appreciate the difficulty
some members have experienced in
handling the new technology. The
Directors and Committee are always
willing to assist players to use and
understand the new system.

One problem which does occur from time
to time at the Club, and which is of great
concern to us, is the break in and
subsequent theft from and damage to
cars in the car park.

It is important to note that this is a public
car park, owned and managed by The
City of Nedlands. We share the car park
with members and supporters of The
Associates Rugby Club and other park
users. Council .rangers and the local

fafoMRd Lrdalr8gRidrly, in an

the cars. Notices have been placed near
the entrance warning motorists not to
leave possessions visible in their car.
We have investigated and consulted with
the Council on the matter of installing
security cameras, false cameras and the
hiring of security guards. Security
cameras could not cover this enormous
area, which extends to Odern Crescent,
and the cost of hiring security guards is
impractical at between $30 and $39 per
hour. The only sensible solution in
rotecting your possessions is, as we and
& &uncil Rcotned, th Place them®
out of sight in the boot of your car. If you
feel strongly about this issue of safety, |
suggest you write directly to the Council.

Alison Rigg
3
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IMPORTANT READING FOR ALL CLUB MEMBERS

The Tournament Committee, at its by phone or by email. Alternatively, the
August, 2010 meeting, resolved to member can consult the Convenor of the
appoint a panel of four Club Recorders. Tournament Committee for advice as to
This decision was ratified at the August how to contact a Recorder.

2010 meeting of the Management A copy of the Reco
Committee. Reference follows. The Terms of
The role of a Recorder in the bridge world Reference have also been posted on the
is probably not well known to club Documentation page o
members as recorders are usually seen site.

only at major tournaments. It is captured

succinctly in the Australian Bridge WABC Recorder
Federation Tournament Regulations:

The Recorder is an official appointed by TermS Of Refel’ence,
the Tournament Organiser to hear, and

deal with as he sees fit, complaints (not 313t AUQUSt 2010
strictly the province of the Director) from

players relating to behaviour and The Tournament Committee shall
decorum. nominate annually at least two persons
The West Australian Bridge Association of high standing in the Club to the

also includes the appointment of a position of Club Recorders. The people
Recorder in its Regulations. They require so nominated, and accepting the

the State Tournament Committee to position, shall perform the following
nominate annually a person of high functions:

standing in the bridge community to the 1. The Recorders will receive verbal or
position of State Recorder. written complaints regarding

The Club has not had a Recorder in the behaviours’ or other issues’ to do
paSt, but with the increase in size and with conduct at the p|ay|ng table or on
therefore the increased chance of the Club premises.

inappropriate behaviour the Tournament
Committee decided that the Club should
have persons of high standing in the Club
available to provide this role. The
Committee has invited Carol Pocock,
together with John Ashworth, Sue

2. The Recorder will decide if a
complaint is serious, or if thought
trivial, will tell the complainant so and
explain as soon as possible the
reasons for not pursuing it.

Clements and Toby Manford to form the 3. Ifthe complaint is serious, the
Clubds initial panel |ofRecarderwllinfoenthe complainant { h
have agreed to do so. that s/he will approach the person(s)

If any member feels they would like to concerned and advise them of the

clarify appropriate behaviour or clear up complaint.

an incident that concerns them, they can 4. The complainant will be asked if

approach one of the Recorders in person, there were any witnesses and the
4




Terms of Reference

(cont.)

TIM SERES:
Il OOOOAI EAGO
Deception

Recorder will note their names.

5. The Recorder will discretely
approach the person concerned (and
their playing partner if appropriate),
advise them of the complaint, and ask
for their comments. S/he will also
enquire of the offender if there were
any other witness|es], and then ask
them separately for their account of
the incident. Various actions are then
open to the Recorder:

5.1 Advise the player of
appropriate standards of behaviour
if it is apparent the player is not
aware of them;

5.2 Warning (if not too serious);

5.3 Advise the person(s) that the
Tournament Committee or
Management Committee will be
contacted with a recommendation
of suitable action;

5.4 Where there is no admission of
guilt, report the outcome to the
Tournament Committee or
Management Committee.

6. All incidents, with full details of the
offence & offender, shall be kept in the
RECORDER BOOK, which is cross-
indexed by name. The Recorder Book
shall be kept by the Recorders. Only the
Recorders and the President of WABC
shall be permitted to see the Recorder
Book.

No one shall be entered in the Recorder
Book without the
and. they shall be kept informed of the
progress of the investigation.

Anot her hand from M
Play cards with Tim Seres, (Ludus Books,
1995)* showing the value of holding onto
your top cards as the opponents convert

t heirs or what Sel
accumul ation of adva
North
S. Q 1097
H. J10972
D. 84
C. J3
East
S.AJ3
H. 864
D. A10
C. 109754
Bidding:
West North East South
(R. Smilde) (T. Priday) (T. Seres)
(C.Rodrigue)
Pass Pass Pass 1D
1S Pass 2S 3D

All pass
Contract: 3D Lead: S5

Roelof leads the 5S; you win the SJ over
dummydés 9. What now?

FULL HAND AND SOLUTION PAGE 35




= point of defensive play

- : (holding off an over-ruff

in order to make an extra trick) - but grew

some legs on a bidding issue (overcalling

versus doubling.) Most of the article is

about hand #1, but hand #2 (on which we

earned a bottom) is offered as a "spitball"

extension of the bidding issue. On this
issue any discussion would be welcome.

Hand One
Dealer: S Vul: Both Sitting: E

' 98
" KT43
Db
" J9764
T AT2 © J654
" Q982 " J76
DXoT1984 D2
' " A852
T KQ73
" A5
Dge3
" KQT3
North East South West
1 2Dz
X 3Dz | X

The defensive point is about making the 8
of trumps (8C in the East hand) for a two-
trick set.

N-S are a strong pair playing a brown-
sticker system which | am not qualified to
comment on - anyway, it is clear that their

6

bid of 4C is not unreasonable given that
the E-W bid of 3D is making.

Our partnership understanding is that the
2D overcall shows a 6+ diamond suit, so
sitting E with 10 points it was then fairly
easy to produce a raise to 3D based on
only Ax. The spades were with S and the
hearts were implied with N, so other bids
were unattractive. (For the meantime, |
don't expect that partner is holding 4
hearts.) 2NT is not advisable as the
honour cards don't seem to be placed
well and the bidding warns of a very even
division of points: possibly partner has no
more than 10 HCP, maybe less with a
seven card suit.

The bidding continued with S venturing
4C and partner doubling to show extra
shape or values - which | chose to leave
in for penalties given my A8xx in trumps -
concluding an auction that contained
plenty of competitive edge.

Declarer is clearly going to lose 4 tricks
(AK of diamonds, AC, AS) for a one-trick
set, but apparently no more than that.
However, the defence did make an
additional trick with the 8 of trumps, which
superficially is surprising given that N-S
hold 5 higher ranking trumps that ought to
have been up to the job of drawing the 8.
After the lead of a small heart, declarer
tried one round of trumps then switched
to a plan of ruffing two hearts in hand.
When E came in with AD, the small trump
exit was taken by declarer's last trump.
With 3 cards left to play, and S on lead,




Dz
" J97
T J
Dk J Dz
" A8
173
D2

Dummy (N) has only trumps left, and if
the lead were in dummy, only one trick
need be lost as the J could be led to
force out the A, leaving the 9 to draw the
8, and the 7 to make the last trick. But S
is on lead and has no trump to play.

As it happens, leading a spade and
ruffing low would have succeeded, but S
took the reasonable view that E's third
card should be a diamond, given the
raise to 3D in the bidding.

So S led the QD and now could not
avoid losing two tricks. If dummy ruffs
with the 7, E scores the 8 as an over-
ruff; alternatively, if the J or 9 is played,
E will NOT over-ruff but discard the
worthless third card. Perhaps this looks
obvious in print but it can be missed at
the table - over-ruffing tends to be an
instinctive action and one might be
thinking that taking it now or later comes
to the same thing. In this layout, it
doesn't, because holding off the over-ruff
promotes one extra trick for the defence.

2-level overcalls:

5 or 6 card suits?

In our system, the 2D overcall of 1S
always shows a 6+ card suit. This seems
to be different from many players in WA
who would be happy to overcall at the

two level with a 5 card suit. | have even
received friendly advice to this end from
opponents (when | had chosen a takeout
double instead). So | would like to
explicitly raise this here as a discussion
point - all feedback welcome.

Hypothetically, imagine S opens 1S (as
here) and W holds some hand with
exactly 5 diamonds.

With only 5 diamonds, | would hardly ever
choose to overcall 2D over 1S, preferring
instead one of these actions:

8 takeout double on any hand which
also holds 4 of the other major

8 takeout double with 3 of the other
major and also 3+ of the fourth
suit (clubs)

8 INT with 16-19 points and a
stopper in spades. This might be
shaded to 15 points if there is a
particularly promising S holding
such as AJT

8 if lucky enough to be holding 20-

22 points and a spade stopper,
double and then bid NT

8 weak two suited
according to
agreement

overcalls:
partnership

8 strong hands with two 5 card
suits: well that's no problem,
overcall and bid them both in the
usual way

8 none of the above? you have an
opening hand with exactly 5D but
can't fit it into any of the above?
The outlook is not good and |
recommend PASS.

| believe that there's a lot that can go
wrong against good opponents if you

7



stump up with a 2D bid. When an
opponent has already opened the
bidding, as here, there is relatively little to
gain but a lot to lose by starting out at the
two level with only a 5 card suit and no
hint of alternatives. North only needs to
turn up with something like Q9xx of your
diamonds and N-S will earn a top
irrespective of the points distribution. If N-
S have enough points for game, they may
instead get 800 from 2D doubled. If they
have enough for slam, they may instead
collect 1400 from 2D doubled. The likely
route for these developments is a trap
pass by N (no hesitation, if you please!)
followed by a re-opening double by S.
These "points in the bag" decisions are
fairly painless for N-S who may not have
been sure of their game (or slam) and
who in any case have a "fielder's choice"
as to which course of action they prefer.
And if N has a useful diamond holding but
points are evenly divided, N-S still have
the same fielder's choice and may be
content with an undoubled defeat of 2D
where they may not have had a part
score on.
Alternatively, what if the hand belongs to
E-W? On any such hand, your partner (E)
isn't going to let 1S be passed out, and
should also be alive to the possibility that
you may have been fixed for a bid.
ome would say that it helps to get into the
bidding and name your suit early, but
against this is the fact that your suit is
lower ranking and your partner has a hard
time figuring out whether, or how, to
explore alternatives either constructively
or in order to escape trouble. For
example, if you are doubled in 2D, can
partner leave it in with a singleton
diamond? There is much comfort in
knowing that the overcall is a 6-carder.
OK well "never" is a big word and our
partnership understanding does allow us
to bid 2D over 1S with only 5D if we have
extra points to compensate - say 15-16
8

up - but I avoid this route if possible.
Any comment on these issues is
welcome.

Hand Two: A spitball in parting

In all honesty | must now present a hand
that is problematic for the bidding
opinions expressed above. We got a
resounding bottom on this and I'd be
pleased to hear advice on how better to
bid it.

Dealer: E Vul: NS Sitting: N

1 J764
" Q532
DZs4
" K7
. A32 1 985
" A9876 " J4
Dk963 D4
"3 " AJ96542
T KQT
" KT
DZQT52
" QT8
North East South  West
g X® p
4@ P 4Dz P
4 ® p ANT® P
5 & p 5D7 X
5NT X

The difficulties start with how to bid over
the opening pre-empt. According to my
own opinion (above), | would not
approve of 3D but perhaps that's what
many people would bid and that would
likely be passed out for a safe and
sensible result. Partner chose a takeout
double (1) which seems viable, although
| found it hard, during the bidding, to



imagine that the doubler had a hand with
no 4-card major.

Indeed N's response is also a puzzle,
but | thought that a cue-bid (2) would
neatly solve the problem by asking S to
choose a 4-card major. On hearing the
4D response, | understood that this was
exactly 5 diamonds, but was still hopeful
that there lurked a 4 card major (say, a 4
-3-5-1 shape) to back it up, hence my bid
of 4H (3). Perhaps a pass of 4D would
have been smart, but in our limited
understandings the 4C cue-bid had
created a game force, in which case S
could have been sitting with a huge hand
and not thrilled to have a game force
dishonoured. So 4D can't be passed.
Likewise, South's effort (4) to park in a
different contract had to be interpreted
(5) as Blackwood, especially as a retreat
to 5D would be acceptable.

Unfortunately by now the opponents had
realised that there was no escape from
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Test yourself

Answers to those tricky ethical questions from last month!

There is a very fine line between Active Ethics and The Law. Whilst the law does not
require players to Adobod themselves i n,

players took the view that to win at any cost is perhaps wrong. The problem is that by
adhering to Active Ethics one is at a disadvantage to the majority who believe in the

1.

10

letter of the law and take whatever advantage can accrue.

You are a defender and revoke on trick 10. Declarer, not noticing, now concedes
1 trick and puts their cards back in the pocket. (a) Do you own up or (b) put your
cards back in the board hoping the opp

If you as a defender revoke, what are your obligations? The general principles of
observance of Law take a strong view against any deliberate action to conceal an
infraction; one is not permitted to intentionally infringe a law even if the player is
prepared to accept the consequences. However there is no obligation to tell your
opponents to any unintended infraction committed by either you or your partner,
nor may one attempt to conceal such infraction. So, whilst you have no legal
obligation to own up to your revoke, that is for your opponents to discover, an
action of just putting your cards back in the pocket after a claim could well be
interpreted as attempting to conceal the infraction. Active Ethics and possibly Law
would suggest that if a player revokes on a current trick and the Declarer then
concedes, you have an obligation to own

You are a Declarer and revoke, Two tricks later, the Defenders concede, again (a)
do you own up (b) say nothing?

Should the same situation occur at an earlier stage of the play, this time Declarer
revoking, whilst there is no requirement under law for you to say anything, you
woul d al most certainly be subject t o
discovered at a later stage. What a great improvement this game would achieve if
I n both of these iIinstances the Acul prit

At the conclusion of the hand, Dummy questions you re a revoke, you have no
recollection and ignore the request to show your hand. (a) Is this your right? Or (b)
Should you table your cards?

Whilst this fortunately seldom happens, by failing to table your cards you are



attempting to conceal a possible infraction, the Director would require you to do so.
Should the player have shuffled their cards, the Director would almost certainly
rule a revoke and apply the appropriate penalty.

4. Your Partner hesitates before passing, you bid at your turn and the opponents
call the Director. (a) Do you agree that the hesitation occurred? or (b) do you
deny it ever happened?

If your partner hesitates and you are aware of it, active ethics and Law requires
that the truth be told, so own up, the Director will not automatically rule against
you, he too is required to look at the auction in light of the bidding. Whilst there is
resentment against players who call the Director for hesitations, they have a right
to do so and one should not get upset. Directors are well aware of players who
consistently call re hesitations. So when the Director asks the question, never say |
was always going to bido say rather, i
action when you consider the biddingo

5. At the conclusion of the auction, your opponents call the Director over an alleged
hesitation by your partner, do you (a) hotly deny it, (b) state that you did not
notice or (c) agree that it is a possibility.

There are times when you fail to notice, perhaps you are in dreamland and you are
totally unaware of any break in tempo. When asked, do not deny the allegation;
say that whilst it is a possibility you were unaware of such claim. Again the
Directors are aware of ACry Wolfo cl ai
eyes of your peers and Directing staff by not playing their game! Law protects both
sides

6. Your partner leads when it is your turn, (a) Do you point this infraction out? Or (b)
Do you say nothing?

Should your partner lead when it is your turn, say nothing, this is not a situation of
ARoactive ethicso there is generally no
are happy to play, even without noticing, then let the game continue.

7. Declarer claims, you still have a trump which is very unlikely to take a trick, (a) do
you call the Director ? or (b) Do you agree the claim?

Claims are part and parcel of the game, just because you have a trump; you are
not automatically entitled to a trick. Common sense should prevail, the criteria is
that if the hand had been played out, what result would have occurred giving any
doubt in favour of the other side. In this instance, play the game and agree with
the claim.

8. You are the Dealer, however your partner passes out of turn, who is then required
to pass when first it is their turn to call, you have 2 points and decide to bid a
Game Force 2C, knowing your partner must pass. (@) Is this ethical? Or (b) is this
your right?

11



Whilst to psyche is part and parcel of the game, to do so when you know that you
cannot get into trouble and that your partner is out of the auction is against both
the regulations of the ABF and of the Proprieties of the Law. | would suggest that
this infraction may well incur a referral to a committee.

9. Same scenario, however this time you have 17 pts, you open 3NT which happens
to make on a very favourable lie of the cards. (a) Is this your right? (b) Have your
opponents a claim of damage?

This is a different situation, your bid of 3NT is not designed to stymie your
opponents, only to try to obtain the best result for your side on the belief that this
hand belongs to your side, not the opponents. Law 10B4 states that an offender is
permitted to make any call or play even though they profit by it.

10. You open 3H weak, your partner explains this as a transfer pre-empt and
responds 3S, (a) do you now bid 4H with a void Spade or (b) Do you pass? If you
decide to Pass and your opponents are cold for 10 tricks in Spades and claim
damage. (a) Should you have alerted the opponents to your misbid ? or (b) Are
they entitled to an adjusted score.

This is a difficult-to-understand Law. Invariably the innocent side gets damaged
and feels aggrieved; however the requirement within Law is to explain the
agreement, not what is in the hand. So if your partner explains a call of yours and
you believe it to be correct, should you have forgotten or misbid, according to your
agreement, you should say nothing even though you know the opponents will have
no chance of getting it right. There has been no infraction of Law; this is rub of the
green. A more common instance is when a player forgets that they are playing
transfers over a No Trump with a player bidding naturally and partner explaining
the call as a transfer. If this is their agreement, there is no infraction.

MEMBERS WERE g;
INVITED TO OFFER

THEIR VIEWS ON
THESE TRICKY

ETHICAL POINTS
LAST ISSUE.
Richard will award
the prize at a later

date.
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The Iast few tlmes
Mike in our gardens,he seems more
accepting to our presence T guess the
plants have grown beyond rabbits
overdoing the pruning !!

He does go on sometimes however with
botanical names 1 Anigozanthos,for
example 17 of which | see a few in the
garden. We 6 v e al
kangaroo paws after our native helpers in
the bush. Most kangaroo paws seen
these days are hyb
spectacular species i the red and green
State emblem, the tall red, the tall yellow,
the green swamp, the Albany catspaw
and local catspaw ,the dwarf red and
green, and lastly the tall branching green
from the South-west. The black kangaroo
paw incidentally, is not an Anigozanthos.
Currently flowering on our gardens are :

8 several species of grevillea, banksias
native rosemary,

yellow buttercups (Hibbertia),
melaleucas,

kangaroo paws

w W W W W

the mauve Yanchep bell.

The three paperbark trees are growing

14

wa y

I weM Eas areatheg)ther treesp wi t h
peppermints, casuarinas, kurrajong and
numerous eucalypts.

Happy gardening
R Rabbit.




CHARLES PEARCE CUP WINNE]
- —

THIRD: Sue Broad?
David Burn -
S—

BELOW REGIONAL WINNERS:
Cynthia Barrett & Ron Sofield

(not pictured)




BEYOND THE BASA@B Peter Smith
NO TRUMP OPENING AND REBID RANGES
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Most bridge bidding systems have undergone many changes over time and there is not
always agreement about the best methods. A continuing matter of debate has been the
best ranges for the systemic no trump bids. In this article | will try to present the pros and
cons of different approaches which have gained currency. | will assume an Acol base,
although the same principles are transferable and should be of equal interest to players
who use Standard American or other systems.

Old Acol Modern Acol Marston
Opening INT 12-14 12-14 12-14
Cheapest NT Rebid 15-16 (15-17) 15-17
(INT)
Jump NT Rebid (2NT) 17-18 18-19
Double Jump NT Rebid To Play’ Undefined
(3NT)
Opening 2NT (21-22) 21-22 20-21
2C opening, 2NT rebid 23-24 23-24 22-23
2C opening, 3NT rebid 25-26 25-26 _

DEFICIENCIES OF OLD ACOL
Despite providing a "logical" structure and
one that is easy to teach, the original idea
of a double jump rebid of 3NT to show
exactly 19 points, coupled with a 2NT
opening to show 20-22 HCP is a glaring
weakness (highlighted in red). A slight
improvement is to split this into 19-20 and
21-22 (in brackets) thereby avoiding the
inferior 3 point spread for the 2NT
opening (see below) but even this still
overlooks the fact that opener's 3NT rebid
is often unworkable for responder. For
example:

¥ K 10 7 5 4

DK 732

D5 4

I 6 2
Partner opens a minor and you respond
1+. Af ter partner'
game is on, but which one? There may be

16

S

a fit in a major but you can't be sure as
partner may have something like 2-3-4-4
shape. Accordingly perhaps you pass,
only to find that 3NT is down on the lead
of the other minor
would have made.

IMPROVEMENTS USING MODERN
ACOL

Since at least the 1970s many
tournament Acol players in Australia
have used a modified structure which
I've called here Modern Acol where the
systemic rebid of 3NT to show a
balanced hand has been eliminated (see
below for an improved use of the bid).
Playing these methods the old no trump
rebids are repackaged into two bids
(usually INT and 2NT) instead of three.
Two variations are in use: either the

Zh¢dpestrne tumd relbyd showing 15518

and the jump 19-20 (which has been



BEYOND THE BASAMEB Peter Smith ﬁ
NO TRUMP OPENING AND REBID RANGE-?;;

O~

very popular in WA); or 15-17 and 18-20
respectively (as shown in brackets). This
now gives breathing space for responder
to continue sensibly on the example
hand above. As opener's rebid would be
2NT, promising say 19-20, instead of the
unnecessary leap to 3NT to show the
same hand, responder can now proceed
with a natural and by definition game-
forcing 3Did, knowing this will lead to
the best game contract easily.
DEFICIENCIES OF MODERN ACOL
With any changes there's also often a
price to pay (again highlighted in red).
The 15-18 rebid range, covering a 4
point spread, can be unwieldy, especially
in a contested auction. The alternative of
using 15-17 instead then leads to a
problem in the upper range as it's not
always straightforward for responder to
know what to do facing an 18-20 rebid.
THE MARSTON APPROACH

A third way has been suggested in Paul
Marston's 2009 edition of The Language
of Bidding. The cheapest rebid is 15-17
and the jump becomes just 18-19, with
the 2NT opening also dropping a point to
20-21. This avoids some of the
deficiencies just discussed but again
there is a price to pay. Apart from
responder still having some uncertainty
facing 18-19 (although most tournament
players would agree to play
continuations as game forcing, with an
escape possibly available via Wolff sign-
off) there is the issue of whether it's
desirable to open 2NT with a 20 count -
discussed further below. There's also the
problem that it forces at the top end
where the 2C opening followed by a 3NT
rebid shows 24-26 which can be

unpleasant for responder.

2NT OPENING STRENGTH

Most experienced players agree that it's
highly desirable for responder to be
facing just a 2 point range rather a 3 point
spread when facing a 2NT level bid. For
this reason there are very few who still
play a 2NT opening as 20-22 as it's
simply too tough for responder to judge
whether to respond at all with some 3 or 4
counts.

So the real decision becomes whether
the range should be 20-21 or 21-22. In
my opinion it's not always much fun being
at the level of 2NT with just a 20 count so
my personal preference is to play it as 21-
22. As for those of you who play various
Benjamin Two structures which insist on a
2NT opening with 19-20, well... I'm
pleased that's your problem, not mine.
The usual rider applies that opener will
naturally upgrade hands of merit. For
example when playing 21-22 it's normal
to open 2NT with a good 20 count with a
5 card suit, in effect calling it the
equivalent of a 21 count.

OTHER SYSTEMIC CONSIDERATIONS
- WEAK & MULTI TWOS

When playing a system where 2D72DAnd
2¥ openings all
opening naturally takes on extra pressure
to show the strong hands. Rather than
compromising these standards totally a
consequence is also that the one level
openings can be a bit heavier than usual.
As a result of this it can then become
routine to lower the responding
requirements to a one opening slightly i.e.
most 5 counts come into play. So is it so
dangerous to open one of a suit with
some balanced 20 counts, risking
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languishing there with a game going
begging? | don't think so, especially when
you also consider that even if partner
can't scrape up a bid the opponents may
save you since we all know that
standards for overcalls and fourth seat re-
opening have headed South in recent
times.

THE BEST METHOD?

As you have seen from all the red
highlighting no method is perfect, but the
more you play the keener you should be
to move away from basic methods. At the
very least this means avoiding the
systemic double jump rebid of 3NT
somehow, so for best results choose
between Modern Acol and Marston. A
spin-off is that this then frees up the 3NT
rebid for something more practical:

THE DOUBLE JUMP REBID OF 3NT
"To Play"

With the following hand you open 1Dand

partner responds 1+% The opponents
pass.

F 3

DAQS5

DAKQ1075

I K 10 6

What should you say next?

Knowing that partner has spade length
and enough to respond there are now fair
prospects of bringing home nine tricks in
3NT. It could therefore be disappointing to
rebid only 3Dand have partner pass. So
bid 3NT, 'to play'. This bid is available as
long as 3NT is no longer used
systemically to show a balanced hand.
Instead it simply says | wish to try 3NT
based on the following: a long, solid, or
nearly-solid suit; stoppers in the unbid
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BEYOND THE BASA@B Peter Smith
NO TRUMP OPENING AND REBID RANGES

suits; and an expectation (or hope!) that
partner will stop his/her suit. You would
usually have a singleton or void in
partner's suit.
OTHER USEFUL METHODS
The following are worth incorporating no
matter what your other methods.
2! CHECKBACK
After the opener rebids 1NT responder
will often wish to continue to explore for
as yet undiscovered major suit fits, as
well as opener's range - minimum or
maximum. This can be done by using a
2! Checkback:
Partner opens 1!,
partner rebids 1NT, showing 15-17 or 15-
18 HCP.

+ A J 8 6 3

DK543

DZB 6

I 6 3
What would you say next?
This hand is tricky because you'd like to
both investigate for a major fit and invite
game at the same time. Standard
met hods don't al |
Checkback looks after it well. It is used
on hands that are invitational or better
where responder wishes to know more
about opener's shape and range. In
response to 2!
undisclosed major suit length up-the-line,
including the possibility of secondary
support (3 cards) for responder's suit, as
well as whether minimum or maximum -
all of which would help responder here.
Various responding structures are used
but it is popular locally for opener to bid
2Dzo0 show any minimum and to use
other bids to show shape up-the-line and

y C
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maximum - which by definition puts you
in a game forcing auction. (Copies of
notes on this available on request.)
Another Checkback treatment can be
found in The Language of Bidding.
KOKISH RELAY

Invented by leading Canadian theorist
and bridge coach, Eric Kokish, Kokish
Relay is used after
2Dzesponse. The 2NT rebid still shows
23-24 (or 22-23) as usual, but instead of
playing a jump rebid of 3NT to show 25-
26 (or 24-26), opener relays first with 2DZ
Responder is then forced in turn to relay

with 2%, all owing opi
Opener  Responder
2! 2Dz
2DZ 2 *
2NT

The first four bids are artificial, then
opener's 2NT shows 25-26 (or 24-26)
balanced, making responder's
continuations easier as the auction is still
at the two level rather than three. Use
your normal 2NT responding structure
for any continuations.

This also raises the question though of
how to show hearts as the opener?

Opener  Responder
2 | 2Dz

2DZ 2 %

3D

3! ,D07 39+

The first four bids are the same and all
still potentially artificial, but any rebid
other than 2NT now confirms that the
heart bid was natural all along:

@ Opener has a single suited heart
hand (6+ cards). This is generally played
as droppable now.

@ Opener has a two-suited hand with
hearts and this second suit (5-4 or
better). This is played as game forcing.

Al l ot her
opening are as normal.

TERM 4 LESSONS
From 12 October
With Peter Smith

auctions

INTERMEDIATE BIDDING
The finer points of
Acol clearly explained.
Tuesday morning 10.00- 12.00.
Starting 12 October.

DEADLY DEFENCE
What to lead, how to signal (legally!)
and much more. Tuesday evening
7.307 9.30. Starting 12 October.

BEGINNERS
Ideal for completely new players.
Wednesday
early evening 5.15z 7.15.
Starting 13 October.

MODERN COMPETITIVE

BIDDING z
Winning tactics in contested
auctions.
Intermediate to Advanced.
Thursday morning
10.00z 12.00.
Starting 14 October.

For bookings or more information
please contact Peter on 9381 5270 or

email lessons@wabridge.com.au
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WABC PRIZE WINNERiS ‘

GNRP WINNERS

INDIVIDUAL
WINNER: Chris Bagley
RUNNER UP: Jean Field

WOMENS PAIRS
WINNER: Cynthia
Matthews & Jill Mowson
RUNNER UP: Ruth Hansen &
Toby Manford

HANDICAP PAIRS
WINNER: Shirley Potter &
Corinne Monteath
RUNNER UP: Faye Cullen &
Margaret Shave

MENS PAIRS
NOT HELD

MIXED PAIRS
WINNER: Clive and Inga Hunt.
RUNNER UP: Fran and Geoff
Holman.

NOVICE PAIRS
WINNER: Suzanne John &
Kevin Benson-Brown
RUNNER UP: Ronnie Nilant &
Jenny Walkden

CHARLES PEARCE CUP
AR Kim Magann & Jan Berg
UR Cynthia Barrett & Ron
Sofield

OPEN PAIRS DAYTIME
WINNER: Raymond Wood &
Nerilyn Mack
RUNNER UP: Pepe Schwegler &
Dominique Rallier

20

CONGRATULATIONS to the
following pairs who qualify for the

GNRP REGIONAL FINAL
TO BE HELD AT WABC ON
Sunday 10" October At 10.00am

Monday:
Sheenagh Young & Kim
Paterson
Judith Wilson & Monica Gibson
Gwen Wiles & Jill Keshavjee
Val Fleay & Margaret King
Tuesday:
Jane Henderson & Jo Sklarz
Jill Mowson & Cynthia
Matthews
Chris Bagley & Pat King
Wed Eve:
Clive & Inga Hunt
David Woodliff & Andrew
Edwards
Eileen Reilly & Jenny Liggins
Thursday:
Linda Watson & Robin Draper
David Burn & Rica King
Melanie Sheffield & Jean Field
Friday:
Richard Fox & Lynne Errington
Margaret Martin & Cheryl Maine
Rex & Barbara Hughes
Saturday:
Margaret Sacks & Miriam
O6Brien
Corinne Monteath & Beryl
Farrell
Alison Brogan & Bernie West

If You Are Unable To Play
Please Inform Sheenagh ASAP As
Your Place Will Need To Be Allocated
To The Next Qualifying Pair.
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Dear Member

You are advised that the 2010 Annual General Meeting of the
West Australian Bridge Club (Inc) will take place on:

4.30pm Tuesday 19 October at the WABC clubrooms:
7 Odern Crescent Swanbourne.

NOMINATIONS FOR POSITIONS

Nomination for Committee forms are available at the club and should be
forwarded to:

The Honorary Secretary
West Australian Bridge Club
PO Box 591
Cottesloe WA 6911
To be received no later than 4.00pm 28 September 2010.

Positions open for nomination are:

PRESIDENT,
SECRETARY,
TREASURER

plus 8 non Office Bearer positions

NOTICES OF MOTION

Any member wishing to submit Notice(s) of Motion for inclusion in the Agenda
should forward them to the Secretary no later than Thursday 30 September 2010.
This does not preclude a Notice of Motion being tabled at the meeting.

A copy of the Minutes of the 2009 AGM is available in the Members Documents
section of the website and at the club.
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MASTERS IN TEAMS OF THREE

WINNERS
The Hammond team.
Lisa Cusack, Sally Savini, Pauline Hammond, Rica King
(Picture on back cover)

Second:

Field team.
Jill Keshavjee
Jean Field,
Kitty George
Gwen Wiles

Third:
Manford team.
Carla Sullivan,
Toby Manford
Kate Pinniger,
Rose Moore

The event cannot happen
without some very hard
workers behind the scenes
as well.




The inaugural Masters in Teams of
Three was the brainchild of and
convened by John Beddow in
conjunction with our Tournament
Committee. Held on Sunday
August 1% and enjoyed by 19
teams who were mentored by 19
able players from WABC and other
clubs. Bill Kemp proved a most
professional Director for this event.
Soup and bread rolls were served
at lunch time by a team of
volunteers. First place was the
team led by Pauline Hammond with
Lisa Cusack, Rica King and Sally
Savini; second place, led by Jean
Field were Gwen Wiles, Kitty
George and Jill Keshavjee and
third Team Toby Manford with Rose
Moore, Kate Pinniger and Carla
Sullivan. Congratulations all on a
most successful and enjoyable day.
We hope this will become an
annual event.




Two Unusual Finesses
By John Aquino

The finesse is one of
the first card play
techniques that
bridge players learn.
Missing an honour in
a suit the player attempts to promote a
card based on the favourable location of
the missing honour. In the absence of
other information from the bidding or play,
the odds for a finesse to be successful
are 50%.

Advanced players do not, as a rule,
favour the finesse as they may improve
their odds of success by other techniques
such as end plays, squeezes and
encouraging the opponents to lead into
onebs tenaces.
last resort by more experienced players.
The humble finesse over time has

following lay out of cards.

South is declarer and trying to limit the DZ
suit to only one loser, leads a low card
and finesses the 8. It loses to the 10. S/
he then enters the dummy and plays the
Queen, which is covered by the King, the
Ace and the Jack drops under the Ace.
The last two hearts are now good.
Variations on the above theme appear at
the bridge table not infrequently.

The intra finesse always involves a
second round smother play. Clever if
you can visualise the layout of the
opponents cards. Chagas advises that
oOwhenever you have
suit, and especially when this suit is

Fi ne stardps, yéur should Téhslder avehethar

you can prepare for an intra-finesse by
ducking with an eight or nine on the first

mor phed. We now hraovien d 6 oubl e
fil nessesway oftiwwoe sseso aAruffing
: A , : + A,
finesses6 O6backward fi $:0. t | rep
finessed fitnkeesséidont raammd Y AT n
Gal | agh eri toriameeadesv.e This DX 765
article looks at two more exotic members P AKQJ2
of the finesse family. +KQJ109 +432
Firstly the Intra-Finesse. The Brazilian DQ 754 D&
bridge player Gabriel Chagas coined the DA0 4 DAQJ983

term and introduced the concept to the
bridge playing world. Chagas is regarded
in the pantheon of all time bridge greats i
one of just eight players to have won the
triple crown of World Team Olympiad,
World Open Pairs and Bermuda Bowl.

He describes the intra-finesse using the

DA 853

[\
S

DA 962
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143 1987

+8765
DAJ1098
D2

1 1065

The second finesse goes by the unusual
name of the Ann Gallagher Finesse.
Ann Gallagher was a movie actress in
the 1930s. She enjoyed bridge. When
she won a two-way finesse she would
repeat it in the opposite direction, saying



"Now let's see if I'm really lucky"! Her
approach to the two-way finesse created
much hilarity at the time. | am not sure if

Ann Gallagher was blonde. DAYTI M E

Alan Truscott writing in the NY Times

th ;
Sbove which. destribes. and vindicates OPEN PAIRS

the Ann Gallagher Finesse.
Against South's 4DZcontract on the
above board, West | e

this removes an entry in dummy (which
may prove useful later in play), West
recognizes that the solid ! suit in dummy
will provide declarer with a source of
overtricks on which s/he will be able to
di scard | osers. Thi
for the defence. Now in dummy South
sets about drawing trumps i leading a
low Dand finessing with the Jack.
West recognises that to take his queen
would set up dummy so ducks the trick
smoothly.
South now plays to the KDZntending to
repeat the now O&édmark .
horrified when East WINNERS: Nerilyn Mack
clubs (for overtricks) are dead! Declarer &Raymond Wood
now has no way of extracting trumps and
getting back to board to secure his
overtricks. E/W threatens to win a heart,
two spades and a Diamond i for one
down.
The Ann Gallagher Finesse would be for
declarer, on trick three, to play his 10DZ
towards the KDAnd run it to East when it
I snot ¢ expexting fr it to lose.
Either way he is safe. When the 10DZ
holds declarer plays a trump to the KDZ
Returns to his hand
the last trump with the ADZ&nd get to the
clubs on board for an over trick.
The Ann Gallagher Finesse is a curiosity
and one that you are unlikely to
encounter at the table. Possibilities f_or RUNNERS UP: Pepe Schwegler
the Intra-Finesse however appear with
regularity.

Happy Finessing!

& Dominique Rallier

25



PROBLEM ONE:

You are North, dealer , and the auction
proceeds:

W N E S

P 1H 2D
P P 3N X
4H4H P P X
P ??

Your holding is
K43
T9
T98
QJ873
What is your bid?

ANALYSIS
What a puzzling auction!

East could only open 1H, but then bids
3NT all alone with a passing partner and
bidding opponent.

South was only strong enough for an
overcall, but can suddenly take 5 (or
more) tricks against 3NT and 4 (or more)
tricks against against 4H. One suspects
that the SE corner has been visiting the
racetrack and forgot to take off their
gambling boots.

We s t coul dnodt bi d
has heart support because they pulled
3Nx to 4H. How could West possibly
know whether 3NT is a bad contract?
Surely heart support is a plus in 3NT
because now partner is less likely to have
multiple losing hearts. The shorter West is
in Diamonds the more likely is it that East
has solid
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stopper s.

A DAY IN THE LIFE OF CLUB BRIDGE:
THREE EVERYDAY HANDS AT WABC

Match your thoughts with the expert then look at the original

hands.

proclivities (and presumably West has
some knowledge in that regard), what
West deserves is for there to be four
losers in both 3NT and in 4H.

North, | suppose, has bid more normally
than the rest of the table. Nevertheless, |
would have been sorely tempted to raise
diamonds at my second turn. It is not so
much what can go right if you raise, as
what can go wrong if you withhold your
(admittedly meagre, but still) support.
Whenever | fail to support partner bad
things seem to happen:

On this deal, for instance, it would be
almost mundane for the following
possibilities to pertain:

They find a spade fit at the two level

and bid game.

They find a spade fit at the two level
and outbid us to a successful
part score

rebids 2H, and when we
compete to 3D West is how able
to successfully compete to 3H

East jump rebids 3H and West now

has enough to bid the
successful 4H
Still our auction is in a separate and
more special category of bad things that

East

o v eCAN happen. Ip partners depegding on

cashing AK or even AKQ of diamonds?
You hand tells you that would be a most
unlikely  occurrence.  Should you
therefore escape to a minor suit
contract? (by bidding 5D or by offering a
choice between D and C by bidding
4ANT)

Myaféetét paRehePBs!

C

~



wish to be like West and insult my
partner. Partner has firstly expressed the
opinion that 3NT will not make and why
should we disbelieve that? Then partner
has doubled 4H, and surely not out of
pique (since we have the spade roi). If
South has adequate defence to 3NT but
not 4H then the auction should have
ended much earlier i with South passing
3NT promptly and leading a diamond
honour. That would ensure a handy plus
score on a hand where our partnership
had stopped in 2D, after all.

Since partner did double twice, why
should 4H make? Nothing about this
auction suggests that a passing West
has enough in values or distribution to
worry us. On top of that, the spade King
looks like a defensive trick to me: surely
an unexpected bonus for partner. And if
indeed partner has doubled unwisely,
then perhaps this deal will be a salutary
lesson and a deterrent for the future.
Now that would be a good investment!
What sort of hand does East have, |
wonder? Normally, for the 3NT rebid, |
would expect long solid hearts, a
diamond stopper and an ace or two on
the side (maybe taking a risk in one of
the black suits). The rest of the auction
seems to rule that out. No other sane
possibilities leap to the mind ( or to mine
anyway). No doubt the editor will reveal
all.

PROBLEM TWO:

East is the dealer, and there is another

lively auction
W N E S
(1C) 1S
P 2H (3C) 3D
P 3H (P) 4C
P 2?7
As N holding

K6

AT98532
A7
T5

What is your bid?

ANALYSIS

Another auction with unusual features.
Yet again, there seems to be a surfeit of
high cards. We have the lovely KAA and
yet both North and South are bidding as if
there is no tomorrow. At least the silence
of West is explicable: they have been
dealt a hand that counts for minus 10 in
hcp! | am not sure that | would have
been content to bid 3H at my second turn.
Has a game force been established? If
not certain of that, 1 would not risk being
passed out and would take any lumps
due by bidding 4H. Still we must have a
good partnership, and good partnership
agreements, because | have bid 3H as if
certain that it will not be followed by three
swift passes.

As always, the bidding to trust here is that
of your partner. First an overcall, then a
new suit at the three level, and then a cue
bid at the four level. Could they possibly
be asking us to choose between spades
and diamonds? No, that can be
accomplished by bidding 4D. 4C must be
a cue in support of hearts, either a void or
singleton Ace; and the heart support is at
least Qx/Kx or T74. In fact partner has
committed a planned sequence: she must
have always been planning to support
hearts. Her delay in showing hearts can
be explained if her hand was too strong to
bid normally T that being to raise
immediately with support.

Since | trust my partner, | invoke
Josephine (of the Culbertson persuasion)
by bidding 5NT. This asks partner to bid
7H with KQ of trumps (or more generally
on other hands with 2 of the top 3
honours). If partner is inspired, they might
temporise with 6C when holding Kxx of
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hearts, and then still we get to 7H. | avoid
Blackwood, even Keycard Blackwood,
because it seems very likely that partner
has a club void: that would complicate
rather than simplify the rest of the auction.
It is now common for American experts to
use 5C (after partner
Keycard Blackwood i tell me about
Keycards outside clubs. That wrinkle is
still rare in more earthly domains,
however. No doubt the editor will again
reveal all!

PROBLEM THREE:

You are NORTH; SOUTH S is dealer. NV
v VUL.

You are holding:

A
Q974
JT2
AKB52

The auction proceeds
S W N E

P (1S)2C (2S)
3 (P) P 3S
P (P).

What is your action as N in the pass out
seat?

ANALYSIS:

Those pesky opponents have outbid us
again. Should we do anything about it?
For an overcall, this hand has only slightly
more playing strength then expected -
say 1/2 a trick. More is needed to do
other than pass. When partner bid 3C
they were merely competing for the part
score: usually another bid can be
conveniently be chosen to suggest more
ambition. Since our overcall falls into
normal expectations, we can trust
partner's evaluation of the combined
assets. Is there some chance that they
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are in a bad contract and so should be
doubled? Again, partner had the chance
to double, and on this auction that would
be a penalty double, so to double would
be unwise. If you are a fan of total tricks
theory, that also suggests that action is
ansvarrdntell, because it loaks as & theren
are at most 17 total trumps, and
therefore 17 total tricks - not enough to
bid to the 4 level. On all counts, pass is
the indicated action.
| would have chosen a different action at
my first turn, though. This hand has
support for both red suits as well as the
club suit, and has good values. It is an
almost perfect takeout double, and that
is what | would have done. Not only
would it work better on this hand if
partner has 4 hearts, but also if they
possess long diamonds. If we belong in
clubs, in most auctions we will find that
denomination. As a final nudge in that
direction, the club suit is hardly of a
guality to compel a 2 level overcall.

Jon Free

(full hand details...page 33)
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4711 OR DOUBLE
WITH MAURA RHODES
opportunity to play in 1S redoubled, so
she passed, but South rebid 1NT, which |
naturally doubled, in the knowledge that
we had the majority of the points. North
Ann Youngs and | have been playing at attempted to rescue her partner by taking
WABC regularly on a weekly basis for the double of INT out into 2Ds and |
many years. Recently we met this expected Ann to pass. | would then have
interesting hand: doubled 2D for penalty. However, Ann did
not pass. Her hand
poart 25 L and so game was a likely prospect. The
. ¥ 162 i ;
vul: E -W n47110 hands ar e vV e
® Qus7s and often make game. To my surprise,
% 954 she rebid 4S which was duly doubled by
s, a ® (398653 South. My misgivings were unjustified
D sera v when Ann brought home ten tricks for 790
S acen ., and a top board. Well done, partner!
— I, o —
P A32 % KQuT »"’ ‘.—T- ”{f\v)-; RS-% {&“
3 ® (K7 "
9 12 ¥Yagss
16 * K19
% 376
North East (Ann) South West (Maura)
Pass 1S X XX
Pass Pass INT X
2D 45 X Pass
Pass Pass

Once Ann opened the bidding and my
right hand opponent doubled, | knew we
had a misfit and that the opposition were
in trouble. | had the perfect hand for a
redouble, which denies trump support
and shows at least 9 HCP. Of course,
Ann was delighted to have the

J



60Counting t he
distribution of the hidden hands from
information gained during the bidding and
early stages of play. The simple arithmetic
iIs based on two facts: each suit has 13
cards and each player is dealt 13 cards.
Counting may seem a laborious chore to
begin with but quickly becomes second
nature and brings big rewards on those
occasions when it turns a guess into a
certainty. The following is an elementary
illustration from the Encyclopaedia of

Bridge.
West East
AQ7 K53
KQ6 A42
AKJ3 Q842
AJ5 K103

West plays 7NT with the SJ led. He
should delay his decision in clubs to the
very end by first cashing his S, H and D
winners. South follows twice to each
major but discards clubs on the third
round of each. South then follows to three
rounds of diamonds while North discards
a heart on the third round. Now by
subtraction North is known to have five
cards in each major and two diamonds,
hence only one club so West cashes

dummydés CK and (unl
gqueen) finesses through south with
certainty.

Counting is as important for the

defenders as for the declarer.
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Hand?d

By John Ashworth

IN§rth deduci ng t he

(Dummy)

KJ

1053

A863

A872
East
AQ6
JOo76
QJ10
J95

South plays in 5D no other suits having
been bid. West leads S5. East wins and
leads a second high spade which South
ruffs. South cashes D KA. West follows
once then discards a spade. South now
cashes H AKQ (West following three
times) then leads a diamond. East wins
and counts declarers hand: one spade,
three hearts, five diamonds, therefore
four clubs. So East does not fall for
decl ar ei Oe dods ma peturn a
club, jeopardizing
Q. Instead he leads a major yielding a
useless ruff and discard and eventually
sets the hand with a club trick which
declarer must always lose when he has
to play the suit himself.

In addition to absolute counts as above
and inferential counts from the bidding
defenders may use COUNT SIGNALS to
inform partner of their suit length.
Normally a high card on the first round
followed bytaHowet caodpos thd sea®nd
round indicates an even number and low
- high an odd number. These signals are
of course NOT SECRET between
partners as declarers can observe them,



and are entitled to know your methods.
Many players use upside down signals
with low encourage and reverse count
and should make inexperienced
declarers aware of this.

Count signals are most useful when a
defensive  holdup play must be
employed. When it is obvious that
dummy has a long suit and no outside
entries as in this example.

S 42
H 953
D KQJ95
C 842
S J9863 K107
H K108 Q76
D76 A82
C J107 9653
AQ5
AJ42
1043
AKQ
Agai nst Sout hodés

the 2, K, A. South then led D10. West
played D 7 North and East low. Declarer
then | ed D 4. We s t
won when East properly declined to take
his Ace. Declarer went down as dummy
wa s now usel es s-low
showed two or four. Four became
impossibility when South led a second
diamond. Were the hand slightly different
with South holding two diamonds and
West three, East would be able to take
the Ace on the second round when West
had followed low-high showing three.
Count signals, which are usually on
decl arerdé | ead, s h
with normal high encourage defensive
signal s whi ch ar e
lead or discarding.

At the start we mentioned counting suit
lengths during the bidding. A simple
example: left hand opponent opens one
spade (5 card majors), partner passes,
right hand bids two spades and your
hand contains four little spades. Partner

has one or nil.

Once you start counting suits obvious
facts emerge such as every suit of 13
cards must be distributed round the table
in the proportion of 3 odds and 1 even or
3 evens and 1 odd. Voids are treated as
an even number. If you know the parity of
3 hands you can estimate the fourth.

North
XXX

West East
XXX

South

South is declarer. West and dummy hold
6 cards in the suit. The seven cards in the
East and South hands must have an odd
number in one hand and an even number
in the other. Now if West discovers from
Eastdos signal t hat

3NT Ve &now thay Sonte thustshave ansl odd

number, and if East is odd, South must be
even.

D Sognetigas da  gignah nirgrd spartger in

conjunction with information from the

biddi ng will 11 umi
Wehand gatern. Fpi egample:

South North

1S 2C

2NT 3S

4S

By bidding 2NT before landing in 4S,
South has indicated a balanced hand
probably containing 5 spades. If through

o u P gi9ng) g defengep canchiage Seuih wifh

an even number of clubs his likely hand

u sRAUEIN |isy 5338 with gny (fourncarg guit

apart from spades he would probably not
have rebid 2NT.

A final tip. If you have agreed to play
count signals be consistent so that when
your first card on
two, partner knows you have an odd
number.

31



or Maki

Some overcalls are constructive, where
you can make a bigger and better
contract than the opponents, others may
lead to a sacrifice, and some just get in
the way and stop the other side finding
their best spot. Occasionally you can bid
at high | evels with

4-Point Overcall

The hand below makes 7 Hearts or 7 No
Trump by North-Sout h and
nothing to the play with 14 or 15 tricks on
top. How did we manage not to bid it? We
were facing Richard and Sue Grenside in
the WABC Congress teams.

DealerS |S 2
Nil Vul HKQJ1064
3
D J107
CAJ
S 975 S KJ10643
H8752 H
D Q984 D 62
C 103 C 97542
S AQ8
H A9
D AK53
C KQ86

Partner Lynne Errington as South opened
a Multi 2 Diamonds, which can have
strong as well as weak meanings the way
we play it. Serves us right, you may say.
Sue coul dnot muster
West rubbish, and | bid 2NT, our general
strong game-going response. At this point
Richard Grenside gave full value to his
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Competitive Bidding

ng a Nuisance of Yourself
With Richard Fox

distribution and leapt in with Four
Spades, giving both of us a bit of a
problem.

Lynne went 4NT, which obviously
showed one of the strong hand types,
most likely 21-22 balanced. It might have

veeenf eam pamdetaék but
know T coul dnodt-carth @as weey
hadnot agreed a suit

showed my one ace we might stop short
iofh dlame g9 5l took a flyer and bid 6
Hearts. If an ace or king was missing
somewher e may b e
making.

No such luck! Rick and Maura Rhodes
successfully bid a grand slam at the
other table. Somebody commented on

Ri char dos bi d: nHow
only 4 points?0 Wel
we 6 d doubl ed hi m

scored as much as the grand. Six off
would only be 1400 against 1510, and
four off for 800 was more likely. Richard
recognised the value of his distribution
and the obstructiveness of a spade bid.
With hindsight, we thought Five Spades
was a good option for South, in effect
saying APartner,
controll ed, pi ck a
leaping direct to 6NT, which has to make
opposite virtually any decent hand.

up a bid with t

7-Level on 4 Points
This one came up in a Saturday pairs at

h e

S eV



Nedlands. South opened a Two Clubs
game force, and North responded Two
Diamonds, just a relay awaiting further
description. Sitting East, | hogged the
bidding space with Four Hearts. | figured
that if partner had nothing the worst case
scenario was about four down for -1100.
Not so bad, considering that if partner
has nothing either, the opposition can
score at least 1430 for Six Spades.

Dealer S S A74 7SbyS
All Vul HA Lead 5H
D J1094
C K8752
S SJ93
H K1075 HQJ98643

DQ72 2
C QJ964 D3
3 C 10
S KQ108652
H
D AK865
CA

It went on Four Spades from South, Five
Hearts from partner. Then Six Hearts
from North showing a control. This
seemed pretty scientific to me 1 they
were bidding accurately and clearly
knew Six Spades was making. | also
knew there was heart support for me, so
| forged on to Seven Hearts. Not
unreasonably, South tried Seven Spades
rather than double, and this went down
due to the position of the queen of
diamonds. Double was only worth 800
for 3 down vulnerabl
enough compensation but it was the best
score available.

Light Opening

You pick up this stimulating collection.
What 6s your call I n
passes, nobody vulnerable?

SQ4 H92 DJ965 C Q 10865

| f youdre sane,

brainer. However partner is a passed
hand, so it looks like North-South are cold
for game in a major.
opening One Club. If Two Clubs doubled
would go down for a phone number,

maybe the opponents
find t he doubl e. L
doesnot g o steami n

stratosphere with a maximum pass.

Anyway LHO doubled for take-out,
partner bid One Spade and RHO passed,
evidently too weak for a free bid. |
couldnodot really pass
weakness of the opening and be asking
for a big red double. OK, Two Clubs it is.
Two Hearts from LHO, showing a hand
too good for the immediate overcall, and
three passes.

Dealer W SJ65 2H by S
Nil Vul H Q104

DK743

C973
SA9832 SQ4
H876 H 92
D A108 DJ965
CcCJ4 C Q10865

SK107

H AKJS5

3

DQ2

C AK?2

On this occasion the disruptive bid
worked a treat, as most of the field bid
and made game in hearts or NT.

Four Hearts can be made by leading a

all spad du tg thg

fsgﬂ’owed%y gjro%%ﬁl?\b thtre’11 ﬁa&?‘ undecl,r gr?g ©
king. Otherwise, West may well give away

a trick by taking an ace at the wrong time.

World Champions Do It Too

At the topl levelseoh the ganfe t bidding is w
even more aggressive, and players
interfere on the smell of an oily rag.
Anything to give the opponents some sort

of problem or decision.

A Pasphiy redd@-Brealling Bghd cAme mrém a
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Bermuda Bowl (world teams
championship) final between the USA and
Canada. North South were the renowned
American pair Meckstroth and Rodwell,
who have developed a very detailed
Precision-based bidding system. They
faced Canadians Joey Silver and leading
bidding theorist Eric Kokish.

Dealer S S 7Dx by E
NS Vul H AK10 Lead KS
DAQ63
CAQJ965

S Q10732 S$J854
H Q832 H75
D92 DKJ10874
C 103 Cc7
SAK96
HJo64
D5
C K842

Jeff Meckstroth opened with their system
bid of Two Hearts with the South hand,
showing roughly a 4441 shape with a
singleton diamond. This accurate
description enabled Eric Rodwell to leap
straight to Seven Clubs, which we can
see is cold. Trumps come down in two
rounds, the south hand can ruff two

di amonds whi | e

loser and the heart loser go away on the
AK of spades.

Eric Koki sh had

judgment and out of the blue he
overcalled Seven Diamonds. With
favourable vulnerability, even eight down
would show a profit. However, if 7C
wasnot maki ng
extremely silly.

Even at this rarefied level, there was
method in the bidding. Meckstroth had to
double directly 7 if he thought 7NT stood
a chance, he would have passed which
would have left the decision to partner.
The defence was typically spot-on. King
of spades, spade ruff showing preference
for a club return. Rodwell underled the
ace of clubs, South cashed the other top
spade and gave the other spade ruff. Two
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Northos

faltl

heod

top hearts from North and now he knew
the complete count o
led a club for Kokish to ruff, leaving his
KD to be swallowed up by the A-Q. Nine
down for -2300, the largest penalty ever
in a world championship final.

In the other room the Canadians took a
lot more than one round of bidding, and
still only reached Six Clubs. This meant
there was a big swing anyway, and
Koki shods mo me nt of
lunacy cost only one IMP.

We can all make crazy bids sometimes,
but world-class players are better at it!

Acknowl edgement : AWi
Bowl with meo by Jef
Smith, which | recommend if you can

find it.







