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Defeat from the jaws of victory
It has often been said that in order to
win a major event you need to lose a
few that you should have won; this is
most typically seen in golf tourna-
ments where the last nine holes de-
cide who are the natural-born killers
and who are the victims.

In bridge it ain't over till the fat lady
has sung and as the final board of
the last qualifying match was put on
the table the Australian Juniors were
clinging to the final qualifying spot.
Those of us who like to see under-
dogs do well were enormously dis-
appointed when a cue-bidding
accident saw the Juniors play the
wrong game going down, while in
the other room slam (on a finesse)
made for the Global team with their
cards. As a result the Juniors slipped
to 17th place, and out of the main
event.

It was equally exciting to see how
the top three places would sort

themselves out. Third placed Eng-
land overtook leaders Hampson, but
on the final two deals Netherlands in
second place poured it on against
Australia Selected and moved into
the lead.

The undefeated pool will see last
year's winners, Sweden, take on
Yeh. Tom Hanlon (who played with
Paul Hackett last week in the NEC)
will be playing against him in the KO.
Netherlands play Australia Se-
lected, and Hampson play China
LongZhu.

Match 4
Global vs Aust Selected
Global broke on top with two over-
trick imps in a quiet game contract
when Del'Monte unsuccessfully
endplayed one hand to lead away
from his length in a suit, but unluckily
the endplay allowed the other de-
fender to claim
when his singleton
honour scored the
trick.

Both defenders
then stayed out of
a slam that was

certainly no better than a finesse
and break, which would have come
home. And two quiet game contracts
making 11 tricks after the loss of two
aces was not going to get the pulse
racing either. The first four deals had
therefore generated the giant total of

At the end of qualifying
1 Netherlands 182
2 England 181
3 USA Hampson 178
4 China LongZhu 175
4 Global 175
6 Australia Selected 167
7 Sweden 164

Yeh Bros 139

8 Bridge I Norge 159
9 Japan Senior 157
10 India National 154
11 USA Stansby 152
12 Italy Cayne 150
13 Australia Open 145
14 New Zealand 143
15 Norway 142

16 India Venkatesh 139
18 Australian Youth 138
19 China Hu Bei 137
20 Chinese Taipei 136
21 Lithuania 128
22 Italy Lavazza 126
23 China Shanghai 116
24 Australia PABF 101Yeh Bros Pairs

Team Captains are requested to
lodge nominations as soon as
possible for the two pairs from
their team who are to play in the
Yeh Bros pairs.

Please give those nominations
to the Reception Desk.

Departure Information
Please confirm departure details
at the desk as soon as possible.
The desk needs:
The airport (plus details of
domestic/international)
Airline, Flight Number

Warming up for the Welcome
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two imps in our match and three of
them had managed only one swing
of any significance in all of the
matches put together.

The journalists were now quietly
confident that they would be able to
catch up with their writing; would the
remaining deals generate excite-
ment – or even the chance of swing?

Bd 5 ]A53
N/NS [J42

}KQ2
{Q876

]J6 ]Q9874
[A53 [K986
}AT654 }J93
{KJ9 {4

]KT2
[QT7
}87
{AT532

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Burgess Nunn Marston Hans

1NT All pass

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Fruewirth Hanlon Del'Monte McGann

1{ 1] 1NT
Dbl (t/o) Pass 2[ Pass
2] All pass

With imps as scarce as gold dust,
Paul Marston had a chance to test
his theories on opening lead. He
tried a heart against 1NT and Bur-
gess won and shifted to diamonds.
Declarer won in hand and now had a
legitimate option in clubs; he led low
from his hand and might have ex-
pected Burgess to be more bal-
anced – and thus with club length.
That would argue for letting the club
run, or leading to the ten. No, rather
than play for the brilliancy, he stolidly
led a club to the ace and continued
the suit, claiming 120 a moment
later.

Against 2] McGann did not find the
diamond lead that I would have
thought looked normal (a low club
might have worked well too). Instead
he led a spade to his partner's ]A,
won the club shift, and continued the
attack on clubs. Del'Monte took the
{K pitching a diamond and played a
second trump. McGann won and
played a third club and declarer
ruffed, then ducked a diamond.
When a heart came back declarer
found the winning line; he took [K,
drew the trumps, ruffed out the dia-
monds, and used [A as the entry to

dummy for the winning diamonds. It
was 6 imps for Australia, leading
7-2.
Bd 6 ]A6
E/EW [AQJ852

}KJ4
{AT

]87542 ]QJ93
[— [T964
}AQ85 }T9
{J752 {863

]KT
[K73
}7632
{KQ94

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Burgess Nunn Marston Hans

Pass Pass
Pass 1[ Pass 2{
Pass 2NT Pass 3NT
All pass

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Fruewirth Hanlon Del'Monte McGann

Pass 1{(1)
Pass 1[ Pass 1NT
Pass 2{(F) Pass 2[
Pass 6[ All pass

(1) 11-13 or strong

Slam is pretty good here – either the
{J dropping or guessing the dia-
monds well or a diamond lead. And
this is the sort of diamond guess I'd
figure to get right most of the time.
After McGann's systemic opening,
Hanlon knew he would be facing
11-13 balanced so slam could
hardly be worse than this. On a
spade lead he won and ran five
trumps, tested clubs, and led a dia-
mond up, and claimed when }A ap-
peared. That was 10 imps and
Global had the lead back at 12-7.

Two thirds of the field bid slam here.
The lead for Global did not last long:
Bd 7 ]86
S/Both [Q964

}8
{KQ8543

]AJ ]Q952
[T72 [853
}QT96432 }AJ
{2 {AT97

]KT743
[AKJ
}K75
{J6

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Burgess Nunn Marston Hans

1]
2} Dbl Rdbl 2[
3} All pass

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Fruewirth Hanlon Del'Monte McGann

1NT
Pass 2{ Pass 2]
Pass 3{ Pass 3NT
All pass

Burgess' wafer-thin overcall stole
the hand for his side in 3}, and the
play was a straightforward affair for
+110. not enough; Hanlon took an
equally aggressive position to drive
to game facing a strong no-trump
and after a diamond lead the de-
fenders were in position to cash out
with two spades, a club, and six dia-
monds; 3NT made –for the defence.
9 imps to Australia selected up
16-12. incidentally, more than half
the field went for 500 or more here
as N-S, with one pair doubling 3}
into game. But the best result came
when the Dutch decided not to de-
fend 1NT, and balanced into 2}; on
the next round they had the opportu-
nity to double 3NT – and we all know
real men don't run. That was 1400
(and on the next deal they also col-
lected five down – but had not
learned their lesson from the previ-
ous hand, so did not double this
time).

An overtrick imp narrowed the mar-
gin to 16-13 before this delicate
game-contract came along:

Bd 9 ]AKT87
N/EW [52

}Q95
{732

]Q543 ]J
[K764 [AQ8
}KJ32 }T8764
{4 {T985

]962
[JT93
}A
{AKQJ6

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Burgess Nunn Marston Hans

2] Pass 2NT
Pass 3NT Pass 4]
All pass

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Fruewirth Hanlon Del'Monte McGann

Pass Pass 1NT
Pass 2[ Pass 2]
Pass 2NT Pass 4]
All pass

Both tables received a club lead,
Nunn as North, McGann as South.
Both played a spade to dummy's ace
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then guessed well to cross to }A
and pass the ]9; problem – what
problem? Still that was not the way
that others saw it. First of all, only 18
of the 24 tables reached 4] here;
the rest dallied in partscore. Then,
on a diamond lead the play was far
more complex. Say you win and
cash ]A and no honour appears
–what are you supposed to do?
Cashing the second top trump loses
outright to 4-1 trumps onside, while
ducking a trump fails to 4-1 spades
when the defenders play a second
diamond. That was why the field de-
cided to protect against 4-1 trumps
onside by finessing on the first
round. Now when the defenders
cashed two hearts and played a dia-
mond declarer had to guess whether
to finesse in trumps or play for the
drop – and got it wrong. The datum
score was therefore only 110 to N-S.

As the last deal hit the table it was
still 16-13 to Australia Selected; I
imagine both E/W pairs will want to
gloss over their results here; but the
reading public needs to know the
truth.

Bd 10 ]T965
E/Both [4

}KT954
{764

]AJ87 ]Q32
[J3 [Q5
}QJ8 }A732
{QJ98 {AKT5

]K4
[AKT98762
}6
{32

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Burgess Nunn Marston Hans

1{(Str) 4[
Dbl Pass 4NT Pass
5{ All pass

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Fruewirth Hanlon Del'Monte McGann

1NT 4[
Dbl. Pass 4NT All pass

With the last makeable contract 4{
here, there was no way either E-W
pair was going to go plus here. But
maybe South would generously of-
fer a winning option? Yes indeed;

both Souths quite reasonably
jumped to 4[; after all against a
strong club you want to get in fast
and high, against an Ishmael
Del'Monte strong no-trump who is to
say you can't make slam?

Marston removed the card-showing
double to 4NT – minors – and Bur-
gess corrected to 5{. The duplica-
tion of the E-W shapes meant that
only the favourable break in spades
held the damage to one down.

By contrast Del’Monte's decision to
bid on over the double is more sur-
prising (maybe that is what they
mean by unusual over unusual?). I
think 4NT should be unusual here
but when you've played with
Del'Monte enough nothing is
straightforward, and no doubt West
imagined he would buy a heart stop
and a long minor. That was a quiet
-500 after declarer kept the right five
winners at the end. A surprising 9
imps for Global to rescue the match
22-16 for a 16-14 win.

Fu and Zhao played 2[x for 670;
they were the only pair to make a
contract here, with precisely half the
field collecting 500 from 4[x. The
datum score was E-W +230.

Match 5
USA Stansby vs England
The last match of the first day in-
cluded an intriguing fixture matching
the experienced USA Stansby team
(JoAnna and Lew Stansby,
Weinstein - Carruthers) against the
strong English contingent headed by
Paul and Justin Hackett paired with
Townsend-Gold, three-fourths of the
English team which won Silver at the
2008 World Championships in

Beijing.

Bd 11 ]AKQ6
S/Nil [Q974

}T2
{J72

]8543 ]T972
[A5 [K3
}AK73 }Q84
{T43 {Q865

]J
[JT862
}J965
{AK9

Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Carruthers P. Hackett Weinstein Ju.Hackett

Pass
1{ Pass 1[(1) Pass
2] Pass Pass DBL
Pass 3[ All Pass

1) Spades

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Townsend J. Stansby Gold L. Stansby

Pass
Pass 1NT12-14 Pass 2}
Pass 2[ Pass Pass
Dbl 3[ Pass 4[
All Pass

Carruthers' systemic choice of
opening meant that North-South
could only enter the auction with a
balancing action by South and were
therefore never really in danger of
going overboard. At the other table
West had an easy pass with his bal-
anced 11 count and the Stansbys al-
most bought the contract in 2[ until
Townsend decided to reopen with a
double. The English champion must
have had that sinking feeling when
North-South proceeded to bid to
game once Lew re-evaluated his
hand after JoAnna's 3[ bid. Luckily
for England, the contract had four in-
evitable losers on top and that
meant a gain of 5 IMPs.

Bd 12 ]A87652
W/NS [43

}QT73
{7

]9 ]KQJT
[K9 [Q82
}J965 }84
{AKQJT2 {9853

]43
[AJT765
}AK2
{64

Fruewirth “Does a 1NT opening
show 5-5 in the minors or 7 playing

tricks in one minor?”

First BBO sets (Sat 9.30)

Yeh Bros vs Sweden

USA Stansby vs Italy Cayne
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Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Carruthers P. Hackett Weinstein Ju.Hackett

1{ Pass 1[(1) 2[
3{ All Pass

1) Spades

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Townsend J. Stansby Gold L. Stansby

1{(1) 1] 1NT 2[
3NT Pass Pass Dbl
4{ Pass Pass Dbl
All Pass

1) Natural or 18-20 balanced

The decision to make or not make a
1] vulnerable overcall in the North
seat is a good yardstick by which to
assess a player's style. If your part-
ner does not think twice before ta-
bling a 1] bid, then you'd better
have an efficient braking system in
place. Paul Hackett opted to pass in
the North seat, while JoAnna
Stansby did overcall 1]. Paul's ac-
tion, or rather inaction, meant that
the hand became a cheap sell at 3{
for East-West. In the other room Lew
became rather optimistic about his
side's chances to defeat 3NT after
JoAnna's 1] bid and his double
caused Townsend to retreat to 4{
where he got doubled again. The
contract went one off after Lew
ducked the heart lead and JoAnna
hopped in with the ]A when declarer
played a small spade from hand.
Townsend lost a spade, a heart and
two diamonds and the resulting 6
IMPs swing put USA Stansby back
in the lead by 6-5.

Amongst the other results worth not-
ing that only four North-Souths man-
aged to buy the contract in hearts.
One of them was Migry who found
herself in 4[ doubled in the match
between Yeh Bros and New Zea-
land. Michael Cornell in West led a
top club and then heeded his part-
ner's suit preference signal and

switched to his singleton spade. De-
clarer rose with the ]A and played a
heart to her [10 and Cornell's [K.
The defence would now have pre-
vailed after another top club, which
seems a logical play (since if de-
clarer was that desperate to score
club ruffs, she could have done so
by entering her hand with a dia-
mond). However West decided to
play his [9 to take away dummy's
last trump. All that Migry needed to
do now was to run some hearts and
get the diamonds right which she
duly did, earning her team 12 IMPs
when Manoppo-Lasut went one
down in 3NT on the East-West line.

Bd 13 ]AKT52
N/Both [A63

}8
{AKT8

]Q763 ]J4
[K842 [J7
}J64 }KQ9752
{32 {954

]98
[QT95
}AT3
{QJ76

Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Carruthers P. Hackett Weinstein Ju.Hackett

1] Pass 1NT
Pass 2NT Pass 3NT
All Pass

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Townsend J. Stansby Gold L. Stansby

1] Pass 1NT
Pass 3{ Pass 3}(1)
Pass 3NT All Pass

1) Relay

The Hacketts did not really give the
hand a chance and got quickly to
3NT played by South, where Justin
gathered ten tricks on a heart lead.
At the other table JoAnna's 3{ was a
game-forcing jump which could in-
clude a variety of options, but once
Lew relayed and found out about her
actual shape he pessimistically de-
cided not to move beyond 3NT. The
top spot here is 6{, which was
reached at ten tables, and as slams
go it is not a bad one, needing
spades no worse than 4-2 and one
heart honour onside.

Bd 14 ]Q2
E/Nil [K76

}JT42
{A975

]A86 ]J7
[98 [AJT542
}KQ953 }6
{Q43 {KJ86

]KT9543
[Q3
}A87
{T2

Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Carruthers P. Hackett Weinstein Ju.Hackett

1[ 1]
2} Dbl 2[ 2]
3[ 3] All Pass

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Townsend J. Stansby Gold L. Stansby

1[ 2]
Dbl Pass 3{ All Pass

Not so many years ago I would have
expected both Easts to open a weak
two in hearts and some pairs like the
international partnership of Cor-
nell-Tislevoll, playing a solid weak
two style and reserving 2} for the
rubbish type, managed to buy the
hand in 2[. After that start neither
opponent had a clear cut way into
the auction. Here both Easts elected
to open 1[ and it was now up to
South to decide whether his hand
would be best described with a 1] or
a 2] bid. Justin Hackett chose 1]
and that meant a more articulate
auction where both East and North
had the chance to show their values
before the auction was allowed to
rest in 3]. Incidentally Carruthers
must have been tuned in to the light
opening style, as otherwise one
would have expected him to com-
pete further with a double. Declarer
lost the obvious five tricks after the
[9 lead was ducked round to the [Q
and a spade to the ]Q and a spade
back brought in the ]J. At the other
table Stansby's 2] bid followed by
West's card showing double meant
that JoAnna had at best a marginal
3] bid and her final decision not to
compete over 3{ showed good
judgement. Lew led the ]10 to
JoAnna's ]Q and she returned a
spade to the ]J, the ]K and the ]A.
Declarer ruffed the third spade in
hand, JoAnna discarding the [7,
and played a diamond to the }K,
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Lew playing the }7. A diamond ruff
back to hand, [A and a heart to
JoAnna's [K and the party was
over. North played {A and a club
and declarer had to concede three
more tricks for 3{-2 and 4 more
IMPs to the Americans, now leading
12-5.

Bd 18 ]QJ73
E/NS [QT87

}87
{Q75

]K865 ]942
[K953 [J6
}J }A42
{JT83 {K9642

]AT
[A42
}KQT9653
{A

Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Carruthers P. Hackett Weinstein Ju.Hackett

Pass 1}
Pass 1[ Pass 3}
Pass 3NT All Pass

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Townsend J. Stansby Gold L. Stansby

Pass 1}
Pass 1[ Pass 3}
All Pass

Boards 15-17 were flat, with both
sides bidding to the field contracts.
Board 18 presented an interesting
question for the players in the South

seat: how to best express the
strength and possibly the shape of
this 17-count with its seven carder in
diamonds. Some of the choices
adopted across the field ranged
from a rebid of 2NT, which has the
merit of maximising the chances of
finding a 5-3 heart fit but clearly mis-
represents the hand pattern, to a re-
bid of 3{. That would happen to
strike gold this time, as partner had
an easy 3NT reply and the friendly
diamond layout meant that the con-
tract was unbeatable. An interesting
systemic tool was wheeled out to
some effect in the all-Australian con-
test between Selected and Open:
Ishmael del’ Monte opened 2{ with
the South hand, showing a
game-force OR any nine playing
tricks hand, and after Fruewirth re-
layed with 2}, he showed the nine
playing tricks variety with 3} and his
partner could place the contract in
3NT. The most widely chosen rebid
was, however, 3} which in my view
is somewhat of an underbid. That
was the action chosen by both South
players in our featured match and
now the spotlight moved over to
North: JoAnna chose to pass, and
who can blame her, since her motley
collection of quacks and the small
doubleton diamond was hardly suffi-
cient to risk 3NT opposite the aver-
age 3} hand. 3} made the obvious
10 tricks but that was not nearly

enough when at the other table Paul
Hackett took a more aggressive
view and was rewarded when the
colossal dummy hit the table. 11
Imps for England, now taking over
the lead with a 17-13 score.

5.19 ]AJ9653
S/EW [K52

}85
{A8

]T8 ]KQ74
[AQ76 [JT94
}QT97 }J3
{653 {T94

]2
[83
}AK642
{KQJ72

Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Carruthers P. Hackett Weinstein Ju.Hackett

1}
Pass 1] Pass 2{
Pass 3] Pass 4]
All Pass

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Townsend J. Stansby Gold L. Stansby

1}
Pass 1] Pass 2{
Pass 2[ Pass 3{
Pass 3] Pass 4{
Pass 4} Pass 5}
All Pass

This board presented a tough bid-
ding challenge: the common fourth

Upper bracket knock-out (losers to Lower) Lower bracket (losers to Plate)
B5

Yeh Bros Bridge I Norge C5

B1 B9

Sweden Norway C4

C1 B6

USA Hampson USA Stansby C6

B2 B10

China LongZhu Italy Cayne

B7

Englamd India National C7

B3 B11

Global Australia Open C3

C2 B8

Netherlands Japan Senior C8

B4 B12

Aust Selected New Zealand

Losing teams in KO1 become B5, B6, B7, B8
Losing teams in KO2 become C3 & C4
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suit forcing auction essentially
endplayed North into having to rebid
his six-card spade suit and, since
South would naturally have no
choice but replying 4{ or 4], that
meant going over 3NT- which hap-
pened to be the only making game
contract. Only seven pairs managed
to reach 3NT while the rest were all
over the place with final contracts in-
cluding 2/3/4], 5{ and 5}. Here the
Stansbys were the only pair to bid to
5} which lost two trumps and the
[A. They must have thought them-
selves a trifle lucky to find that North
was missing the vital ]7 and there-
fore the 4] reached by the Hacketts
was also doomed to failure. One
down and no swing. Final score:
England-USA Stansby 17 - 14.

Round Six
BiN versus Hampson
The first deal demonstrated that Joe
Grue was a staunch Petainist – you
remember that during the First
World war his rallying cry was ‘Ils ne
passeront pas' – they shall not pass.

BD: 21 ]Q74
N/NS [T6

}T632
{AQ84

]T52 ]J96
[Q85 [J743
}KQ8 }AJ975
{T653 {K

]AK83
[AK92
}4
{J972

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Brekka MeckstrothSvendsen Rodwell

Pass Pass 2} (1)
Pass 3{ All pass

(1) 3-suiter, short diamonds

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Cheek Lindqvist Grue Brogeland

Pass Pass 1{
Pass 1](1) Pass 1NT
Pass Pass Dbl Rdbl
2{ Dbl 2} All pass

Grue's decision to balance got him
into -300 territory, but Lindqvist let
2} play undoubled, and although
the defence collected seven tricks
that still lost an imp to the quiet -130
after Meckwell's 2} opening got
them to 3{ painlessly enough.

On board two the opening lead im-

pacted the result, in a rather coun-
ter-intuitive way

BD: 22 ]AJ864
E/EW [J65

}K43
{T3

]9753 ]K2
[KQ84 [AT72
}A87 }JT5
{42 {KQ87

]QT
[93
}Q962
{AJ965

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Brekka MeckstrothSvendsen Rodwell

1{ Pass
1[ 1] 2[ Dbl
Pass 2] All pass

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Cheek Lindqvist Grue Brogeland

1}(Pr) Pass
1[ 1] 2[ Dbl
Pass 2] All pass

Neither table took the unlawful push
to 3[. With four small spades they
knew partner was likely to have two
or he might have bid 3[ himself – so
it was eight trumps against seven. I
know when I lead an honour from a
KQ holding I except to blow a trick
when dummy puts down AJ9xx.
Maybe Svendsen plays under a
luckier star than I. Meckstroth
ducked the first club and finessed on
the second but the suit was not set
up now. The defenders could lead
trumps and stop the heart ruff, and
West could ruff away the club ace to
leave declarer with three hearts two
diamonds to lose together with a
trick in each black suit. Down two.
Lindqvist was treated to the lead of
}J and won in hand to play on clubs.
East split his honours, won the sec-
ond club, and played back a low dia-
mond. Lindqvist put in the }9 and
Cheek ducked. From that point on it
looks impossible to make since
West had four trumps; he could ruff
each of dummy's next two winning
clubs, leaving declarer with six los-
ers; BiN led 2-1. The datums sug-
gested that 2[ was generally held to
eight tricks - certainly on trump leads
declarer seems very short of
chances for nine winners. Some-
thing was more substantial came
along now.

BD: 24 ]932
W/Nil [QT832

}6
{AJ96

]AKQT76 ]85
[AK65 [J97
}K9 }AT853
{Q {T84

]J4
[4
}QJ742
{K7532

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Brekka MeckstrothSvendsen Rodwell

2{ Pass 2} Pass
2] Pass 3} Pass
3[ Pass 3] Pass
4{ Pass 4} Pass
6] All pass

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Cheek Lindqvist Grue Brogeland

1{(Str) Dbl([) 1} Dbl
1] Pass 1NT Pass
2[ Pass 2] Pass
4] All pass
All pass

This one was all about the auction
and illustrates how dangerous the
catch-all 2} response to 2{ can be.
Brekka obviously assumed that he
would be buying more than he did for
the combination of the 3} bid and
the cuebid (even the }Q would prob-
ably have been enough). Personally

I'm in Svendsen's camp. Facing an
unlimited hand I think I have to
cue-bid here; when I sign off over 4[
and again over 5} my partner
should not expect slam to be great.

Since Cheek had not set up a
game-force he found out early on
that he was facing a minimum and

Joel Grue “Did we miss a slam? If
so, I’ll have to give up the game.”
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unsuitable hand, and the heart over-
call and double of the diamond call
only made his hand worse. So he
settled for game without looking for
more. The match score was12-2 to
Hampson; very few pairs went over-
board here.

BiN edged back to 12-8 with the help
of a couple of superior partscores,
before Hampson closed the match
out in style.

BD: 28 ]KQT9
W/NS [75

}QJT9
{KT9

]543 ]AJ87
[K9 [AQT62
}A73 }84
{Q8763 {A4

]62
[J843
}K652
{J52

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Brekka MeckstrothSvendsen Rodwell

Pass 1} 1[ Pass
1NT Pass 2] Pass
4[ All pass

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Cheek Lindqvist Grue Brogeland

Pass 1} 1[ 2}
2[ Pass 2] Pass
3[ All pass

I cannot say that 4[ is the greatest
contract I've ever played in but it
does have the benefit of being cold –
if you can see through the backs of
the cards. Duck the diamond lead
and win the next diamond to lead a
spade and duck when North splits
his honours. Ruff the diamond con-
tinuation to finesse in hearts, cash
[K, repeat the spade finesse, run
the trumps, and strip-squeeze North
to endplay him with the fourth spade
to lead clubs. Rodwell saw this com-
ing at trick one(!) so led a club. Now
to succeed declarer must duck in
dummy, win the club in hand and
lead a trump to the [9. Then he can
unblock hearts and lead a spade to
hand and run all five trumps. North
must keep two cards in diamonds
spades and clubs. Now the diamond
spots allow declarer to duck the first
diamond, win the second, and play
on spades. North can take the first
spade and set the suit up for de-
clarer, or duck it and be endplayed
to lead clubs at trick 12!

Not surprisingly Svendsen played
trumps from the top in an attempt to
make if North was 4333, and went
down three; Grue had an almost
equally challenging task in 3[, of
course. He ducked the diamond
lead and won the second then
played a spade; had North split his
honours declarer might still have
been at risk. But when North played
low Grue put in the jack. He could
then play ]A and another spade to
ruff the fourth spade in dummy at his
leisure; nine tricks made and 19-8
for Hampson.

David Gold for England against Nor-
way also climbed to 4[. On a dia-
mond lead he ducked, won the
diamond return and ducked a
spade, noting the probable 4-2 split
from the carding. Had a trump not
come back he might have viewed
North to be 4-2-4-3 and finessed in
trumps. Helness actually played a
trump himself as North, assuming
declarer to be 4-6-2-1, Now declarer
unblocked trumps, finessed in
spades, and reduced to the ending
mentioned above:

]QT
[---
}Q
{KT

]5 ]A7
[--- [2
}7 }---
{Q87 {A4

]---
[---
}K6
{J52

On the last trump North was forced
to pitch a diamond; ace and another
spade endplayed him to lead clubs
at the death. Contract made.

BD: 29 ]KT9864
N/Both [A93

}AT
{Q7

]32 ]QJ5
[862 [KJT7
}J9872 }654
{T82 {J93

]A7
[Q54
}KQ3
{AK654

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Brekka MeckstrothSvendsen Rodwell

1] Pass 2{
Pass 2] Pass 3}

Pass 3[ Pass 3]
Pass 3NT Pass 4NT
Pass 5{ Pass 5}
Pass 5[ (Q]?) Pass 6]
All pass

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Cheek Lindqvist Grue Brogeland

1] Pass 2{
Pass 2] Pass 2NT
Pass 3NT All pass

With a choice of three slams,
Meckwell found their way to the sec-
ond-best, I think. On a heart lead you
might not be able to safety-play the
spades, should the ]K be badly lo-
cated for you. You can dispose of a
slow heart loser on the side-suit win-
ners, but in no-trumps by South a
heart lead round to your queen gives
you 12 winners. The defenders actu-
ally led a diamond against 6] and
Meckstroth correctly safety-played
trumps and could claim a moment
later. Brogeland's decision to pass
3NT looks incredibly pessimistic (af-
ter all if you can't bid 4NT with these
values when can you bid it?) and
that cost his side 12 imps, and gave
Hampson the win 31-8.

17 of the 24 tables bid slam; 13
played 6], one played 6{ and three
did reach 6NT by South.

Round 7
India National versus
India Venkatesh
No question about what would be
the match-up of round seven; the
two Indian teams were going head to
head. No quarter would be given or
asked.

Venkatesh broke on top when Shah
was able to come in over a strong
no-trump with 5-4 pattern to get to a
sensible partscore (in fact game was
making his way but 3]+2 for 200
was worth 4 imps when 1NT went
down only one after sloppy defence
in the other room). The same team
benefited when there was a fine
demonstration that careless talk
would cost lives.

Remember you get 10% off at
the Casino’s ground floor eater-
ies. Just remember to take a
score book or hand rec with you.
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BD: 2 ]KQJ6
E/NS [976

}T73
{K74

]7542 ]9
[QT2 [A8
}KQ }AJ6542
{AJ65 {Q932

]AT83
[KJ543
}98
{T8

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Prabhakar Sat’na Sridhar Nadar

1} 1[
Dbl 2} Pass 2[
3[ Pass 3NT Pass
Pass Dbl 4{ Pass
5{ All pass

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
V’raman Venkatesh Chokshi Shah

1} Pass
1] Pass 2} Pass
3NT All pass

I'm not sure many people would
agree with Shah's pass of 1} but it
undeniably worked well for Team
Venkatesh. I'm positive that while
there are people who would follow a
route other than the one
Venkatraman did, his was the nor-
mal but unsuccessful route. He
could survive the first hurdle when
spades broke 4-4 but not the second
one when the club finesse lost.

In the other room Nadar's overcall
was surely going to get her side off
to the wrong lead (note how well
Prabhakar had done to get 3NT
played the right way up, by his hy-
per-aggressive cuebid of 3[ rather
than the value bid of 2NT). The dou-
ble of 3NT might have changed
Nadar's lead; Sridhar did not stick
around to find out. To beat 5{ the
defenders needed to underlead ]A
for the heart shift. As Dana Carvey
embodying GHW Bush might say:
'Not gonna happen!" After the heart
lead declarer put up the [Q and
claimed 11 tricks a moment later.
14-0 for Venkatesh, and the 10 imps
was well earned - since only two
other tables made game. One was in
3NT on a heart lead from South, one
in 3NT on a heart lead from North
and a continuation. 5{ by West was
defeated the only time it was
reached (anyone for a 2{ response
to 1}?).

The lead went up to 20-0 when
Prabhakar-Sidhar defended a
partscore much better than their
counterparts. However, after an
overtrick got India National on the
board, the two Wests were faced
with similar auctions:

] Q [ AKQ843 } 53 { KT 82

They heard a minor on their left, 1]
on their right, and they bid 2[,
passed back to RHO who bid 2].
Prabhakar had heard 1} on his left
so he tried 3{, while Venkatraman
had heard 1{ on his left, so he
passed and sold out to 2]. It is hard
to know who is right in theory since
4] might make for the opponents -
but since partner has [J and {QJ
your side can make 3[. Venkatesh
went +170 and +140 for 7 imps to
lead 27-1.

Four tables doubled 3[ for -530,
while only Noble-Bilski bid their way
to 4] and brought it home.

Then came the hand of the event -
thus far.

BD: 6 ]KQT9765
E/EW [543

}2
{T6

]A83 ]J2
[T [AK92
}AK953 }Q86
{J854 {AKQ9

]4
[QJ876
}JT74
{732

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Prabhakar Sat’na Sridhar Nadar

1{ Pass
2}(1) 3] Dbl Pass
3NT Pass 4NT Pass
5[ Pass 5NT Pass
7{ All pass

(1) Unbalanced GF club raise

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
V’raman Venkatesh Chokshi Shah

1{ Pass
1} 3] Dbl Pass
3NT All pass

I'm not sure what Venkatraman
should have bid over the double; my
view is that 4] is about right - let
partner make the running thereafter.
He did not see it that way, and 3NT
became the final contract. Declarer
brought home 12 tricks, and so there
were 29 imps riding on the fate of

7{, a contract reached at only three
tables.

On Nadar's spade lead Sridhar won
and ruffed a heart, drew a round of
trumps and ruffed a heart high
(which was by no means clearly right
to do) then drew trumps and cashed
[A.

This was the ending:
]KT9
[---
}2
{---

]--- ]J
[--- [---
}AK953 }Q86
{--- {9

]---
[Q
}JT74
{---

At this point Sridhar knew that North
had 7-3-1-2 shape, but he no longer
had an entry back to hand to take the
diamond finesse twice. Playing the
odds, he took an immediate dia-
mond finesse and won a large round
of applause from his compatriots,
not to mention his partner.

Was there a better line on a spade
lead? I can't see it. Let's see what
happened at the other tables where
the grand slam was declared Erik
Saelensminde as East was not
tested to find any brilliancy as de-
clarer since after his opponents had
sacrificed in 6] he was blessed with
a low diamond lead…which made it
easier to play the suit for five tricks.
David Gold and Tom Townsend bid

1{-2{-(3])-Dbl-4}-4[-4]-4NT-5[
-5NT-7{.

Double was a stopper-ask, and 4NT
key-card.

On a trump lead Gold took the {10
with {Q and should have ruffed two
hearts in dummy at once. In fact he
drew a second trump and then ruffed
two hearts in dummy using the }Q
as a re-entry. Then he ruffed out the
diamonds, leaving a trump at large,
and drew the last trump, with ]A as
a re-entry to the board at the end.

At this point the set score was 43-1;
but then Venkatesh had the follow-
ing problem:

] 8 [ K92 } KQJ 764 { KJ 2

After opening 1} and showing six di-
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amonds with a minimum, while the
opponents were bidding spades, he
heard his partner bid Blackwood. He
showed one keycard with 5} and his
partner asked for the trump queen
with 5[. He admitted to that card
and the {K with a call of 6{, and his
partner bid 6}; what now?
Venkatesh read this auction as a
grand slam try - why else would his
partner be asking questions beyond
5}? So he bid 7}? With the benefit
of hindsight we might all agree that
6[ was the safest move forward - if
partner wants to play 6NT you know
it will be cold, and if the [K is all he
needs he can bid 7} himself. Shah
was indeed simply looking for the
best small slam and the problem in
7} was with the heart ace, which
was very unluckily offside (i.e. in the
opponents hands). That saw India
National scramble back 14 imps and
a couple of small pick-ups saw the
set conclude at 43-21. But it was still
a 22-8 win for Venkatesh.

Match 8
Yeh Bros vs China

by Pietro Campanile
China LongZhu and the Yeh Bros
team were ranked 7th equal after
having been defeated in the previ-
ous round by the identical score of
11-19 at the hands respectively of
Global and USA Hampson. This
match would go a long way towards
determining their final ranking in the
event.

BD: 11 ]32
S/Nil [AQT82

}T84
{Q62

]J4 ] AQT 8765
[K97 [64
}762 }KQ3
{KT543 {9

]K9
[J53
}AJ95
{AJ87

Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Wang Barel Zhuang Campanile

1{
Pass 1[ 1] DBL
Pass 2[ 2] All Pass

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Manoppo Dai Lasut Yang

1NT 13-15

Pass 2[ 2] 3[
Pass Pass 3] Pass
4] Dbl All Pass

In the Open Room the bidding sub-
sided rather early when Barel de-
clined to bid again over 2], a
decision which seems pretty stan-
dard given his rather unattractive 8
count. As it happens, game can be
made in hearts and was indeed
reached at 5 tables. Against 2]
Campanile led the [3 and declarer
inserted the [K losing to the [A.
Barel had no problem finding the kill-
ing diamond switch enabling the de-
fence to set up their setting trick
before it could be jettisoned on the
{K. Declarer inserted the }K which
was allowed to hold. Next came a
club to dummy and Campanile
hopped in to play a second heart to
Barel's [Q, enabling him to play a
diamond across for one down. At the
other table after Lasut competed
twice in spades over Yang's Preci-
sion 1NT opening, it was difficult for
Manoppo to correctly evaluate his
hand and decide whether to push to
game or not. Personally I would
have left 3] alone; the {K was cer-
tainly a good card but it is highly
speculative to assume the same for
the [K. As it was, Manoppo opted to
bid 4] and that was greeted with a
"points" double by Dai.

Luckily for Lasut, the defence lost its
way somewhat: Yang led the [3 and
Dai inserted the [Q when declarer
played low from dummy. After that
the play followed identical lines to
the Open Room but when Yang
hopped in with the {A to play a sec-
ond heart, he had in view the [K9 in
dummy and selected the [J which
allowed declarer to play small from
dummy and giving Dai a guess:
should he overtake with the [A to
play a second diamond across, in
the process setting up dummy's [K,
or play low and leave Yang on lead?
A quick analysis should have left him
in no doubt: Lasut had to have two
hearts if one trusted Yang's carding,
and surely seven spades for his 3]
rebid. These clues meant that his
shape was either 7-2-2-2 or 7-2-3-1
and overtaking the [J could not pos-
sibly cost since declarer had no use
for a discard on the [K. Unfortu-
nately for China LongZhu Dai did not

reach this conclusion and let the [J
stand. Yang continued with a club
and a thankful declarer could dis-
card a diamond on it, restricting his
losses to five tricks. A heart continu-
ation would not have helped since all
that declarer needed to do was to
play a small spade to reach dummy
followed by the {K: an easy play
with the ]K marked in the South
hand. -300 was still enough to give 6
IMPs lead to China LongZhu.

BD: 13 ]JT4
N/Both [7

}AJT4
{QJ543

]972 ]863
[KJT [A986
}Q8765 }3
{AK {98762

]AKQ5
[Q5432
}K92
{T

Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Wang Barel Zhuang Campanile

Pass Pass 1[
Pass 1NT Pass 2}
Pass 3} All Pass

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Manoppo Dai Lasut Yang

Pass Pass 1[
Dbl Rdbl Pass Pass
2} Dbl All Pass

Barel's courtesy raise to 3} in the
Open Room looks completely nor-
mal but it backfired when the trump
suit split 5-1 and Wang found the kill-
ing lead of a diamond. As a compari-
son in the USA Hampson -
Netherlands match, Curtis Cheek
made nine tricks in diamonds on
crossruff lines after he got a spade
lead and a spade continuation when
Bakkeren was in again with a club at
trick two. Here declarer took in hand
and played the {10 to Wang's {K.
Back came another diamond to
dummy's }10, revealing the un-
friendly split, and declarer continued
with the {Q, discarding a heart on it.
West took his {A and played a third
diamond, limiting declarer to seven
tricks. At the other table Manoppo
chose the wrong hand to make an
offshape double. Dai was quick to
redouble and even quicker to double
2} the second time round. Declarer
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could do no better than four tricks
and the ensuing -1100 meant a
huge 16 IMPs to boost China
LongZhu's lead to 22-0. The disas-
ter might have been contained to
-500 had East-West found their 5-2
club fit, which despite the 5-1 trump
split, plays a lot better. This was a
typical hand where I feel that it was
up to East to state a preference and
bid 2{ after the redouble since he
could not expect to cope with the
likely 2} bid by his partner.

BD: 15 ]K5
S/NS [K53

}75
{KT8654

]AT8 ]J962
[AQJ74 [T96
}KQ62 }AJ9
{3 {J97

]Q743
[82
}T843
{AQ2

Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Wang Barel Zhuang Campanile

Pass
1{ Pass 1} Pass
1[ Pass 2[ All Pass

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Manoppo Dai Lasut Yang

1{ Pass 1} Pass
1[ Pass 2[ Pass
4[ All Pass

The strong club auctions at both ta-
bles proceeded along similar lines
until Wang passed his partner's 2[
call, thus resting in a partscore while
across the field the game was
reached at 18 out of 24 tables.
Whether the fault for not reaching
the game lies with Wang for giving
up too early or his partner for under-
bidding his values with 2[ is a ques-
tion which has divided the Bulletin
editors and that might need more in-
formation on the systemic agree-
ments of East-West before being
able to reach a definite answer. At
the other table Manoppo, perhaps
spurred by the disaster befallen him
two hands earlier, was not going to
take any chances and immediately
bid 4[. Both declarers made 10
tricks but the game bonus translated
into at 6 IMPs gain for the Yeh Bros
team with the score now at 22-10.

BD: 18 ]53
E/NS [AQT

}AT732
{KQ6

]KJ974 ]6
[J76 [K9853
}J4 }Q95
{943 {A752

]AQT82
[42
}K86
{JT8

Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Wang Barel Zhuang Campanile

2[(1) Pass
3[ 3NT All Pass

1) Hearts and a minor

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Manoppo Dai Lasut Yang

Pass Pass
Pass 1NT Pass 2{(1)
Pass 2} Pass 2]
Pass 2NT Pass 3NT
All Pass

1) Game-forcing relay

The Chinese East-West did their
best to make life difficult for the Is-
raeli pair and Barel did well when he
bid 3NT over 3[ with his 15 count.
Both declarers chose a careful line
of play and after the heart lead to the
[J and [Q, they tested diamonds
and once the suit was found to split
3-2, they played two rounds of clubs.
East took the second club with the
{A and exited with a spade. Both
declarers rose with the ]A and
played a third round of diamonds,
making sure of their nine tricks. In
the USA Hampson -Netherlands
match Hampson-Meckstroth were
left to play in 1] on the East-West
line after a third seat super-light
opening was passed out. The re-
corded score of -300 would seem to
indicate that the contract went six
down but given the layout that would
seem an extraordinary achievement
even playing Misery Bridge. Anyway
-300 rated to be a good result with
3NT makeable on the North-South
line but at the other table Joe Grue
had an unusual blind spot and, after
a similar start to what described
above, went down when he allowed
East's }J to hold. This enabled
Bakkeren to play a heart through de-
clarer’s [A10 before the {A had

been knocked out.

BD: 19 ]AT5
S/EW [AJT62

}8642
{J

]J3 ]986
[Q8753 [K9
}KQT }J973
{AT3 {Q652

]KQ742
[4
}A5
{K9874

Open Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Wang Barel Zhuang Campanile

1]
Dbl Rdbl Pass Pass
1NT 3] Pass 4]
All Pass

Closed Room
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
Manoppo Dai Lasut Yang

1]
Dbl 4] All Pass

System might have played an impor-
tant part in this board when Dai had
an easy 4] raise over the double,
given his partner limited opening
range. At the other table Barel
started off with a redouble which
was passed round back to Wang.
We shall never know what would
have happened had he now made
what appears to be a normal 2[ bid:
would Campanile have stood Barel's
double of 2[? In the England-Global
match the exact same sequence led
to McGann in West bidding 2[, Paul
Hackett in North doubling and Justin
happily passing it out. Obviously pa-
rental trust had a lot to do with
Justin's decision since his 12 count
with 5-5 in the blacks would have
convinced many a player not to sit
for the double. However Papa is al-
ways right, and the result was a nice
round +800 which helped England
to a resounding 25-4 victory in their
match vs Global. Anyway going
back to our featured table Wang
found the rather surprising rebid of
1NT and he was off the hook when
Barel decided to rebid 3], a decision
likely based on the assumption that
East-West had some club fit to run
to. Campanile raised to 4] and
evened the board. The last hand
was a flat diamond partscore and so
the match ended with a 19-11 victory
for China LongZhu.



(11) 2009 Yeh Bros Cup

Match 6
USA Hampson 22-8 Bridge I Norge
Italy Cayne 23-7 Lithuania
Yeh Bros 15-15 Global
New Zealand 11-19 China LongZhu
India Venkatesh 5-25 Netherlands
Japan Senior 17-13 Sweden
Australia Selected 13-17 India National
Norway 4-25 England
Australian Youth 22-8 Australia Open
Chinese Taipei 14-16 China Hu Bei
China Shanghai 18-12 Australia PABF
Italy Lavazza 17-13 USA Stansby

Match 7
Yeh Bros 7-23 USA Hampson
India Venkatesh 22-8 India National
Global 19-11 China LongZhu
Australia Selected 16-14 New Zealand
Netherlands 20-10 Bridge I Norge
Norway 16-14 Australia Open
Australian Youth 20-10 Sweden
England 22-8 Italy Cayne
Japan Senior 20-10 Chinese Taipei
Lithuania 23-7 Australia PABF
Italy Lavazza 14-16 China Hu Bei
China Shanghai 10-20 USA Stansby

Match 8
Yeh Bros 11-19 China LongZhu
England 25-4 Global
Netherlands 19-11 USA Hampson
India National 16-14 Bridge I Norge
Australia Selected 19-11 Italy Cayne
Australian Youth 16-14 New Zealand
Japan Senior 18-12 Australia Open
Sweden 21-9 India Venkatesh
Chinese Taipei 19-11 Australia PABF
Lithuania 3-25 USA Stansby
Italy Lavazza 18-12 Norway
China Shanghai 17-13 China Hu Bei

Match 9
Global 21-9 USA Hampson
England 19-11 Netherlands
Australia Selected 22-8 Yeh Bros
Australian Youth 5-25 China LongZhu
Japan Senior 19-11 Bridge I Norge
Italy Cayne 19-11 India National
India Venkatesh 12-18 New Zealand
Australia Open 15-15 China Hu Bei
USA Stansby 23-7 Australia PABF
Norway 12-18 Lithuania
Italy Lavazza 8-22 Sweden
China Shanghai 12-18 Chinese Taipei

Match 10
Australian Youth 1-25 Global
India Venkatesh 14-16 Italy Cayne
Australia Selected 11-19 Netherlands
England 18-12 USA Hampson
Yeh Bros 6-24 Bridge I Norge
USA Stansby 10-20 India National
Sweden 25-5 New Zealand
Japan Senior 13-17 China LongZhu
Italy Lavazza 21-9 Chinese Taipei
Lithuania 16-14 China Hu Bei
Australia Open 19-11 China Shanghai
Norway 23-7 Australia PABF

Butler rankings after qualifying - top 30
Be circumspect about these. Rankings of those who
played at least half the matches are highlighted. Re-
sults of pairs who played all 10 carry extra weight.

Sets Imps Ave
1 Bocchi - Duboin 1 25 2.5
2 B Chen - JW Dai 1 22 2.2
3 Nakamura - Yamada 3 58 1.9
4 Z Fu - J Zhao 6 101 1.7
5 Rodwell - Meckstroth 5 64 1.3
6 WM Wang - ZJ Zhuang 7 88 1.3
7 Apteker - Gower 7 82 1.2
8 Rodwell - Hampson 3 32 1.1
9 Saelensmide - Svendsen 5 48 1.0
10 Gold - Townsend 10 95 1.0
11 Grue - Hampson 2 18 0.9
12 Hanlon - McGann 7 50 0.7
13 Bakkeren - Bertens 10 71 0.7
14 Drijver - Brink 10 61 0.6
15 P Huang - E Tse 7 42 0.6
16 Hampson - Meckstroth 2 11 0.6
17 Chokshi - Gupta 3 16 0.5
18 Hans - Nunn 10 53 0.5
19 Balicki - Zmudzinski 7 30 0.4
20 Helgemo - Helness 10 40 0.4
21 Nystrom - Bertheau 10 38 0.4
22 Chokshi - Venkatraman 7 25 0.4
23 Lindqvist - Brogeland 10 35 0.4
24 Yamada - Ohno 6 18 0.3
25 Ware - Whibley 8 22 0.3
26 Richman - Gill 7 18 0.3
27 Sridhar - Prabhakar 10 20 0.2
27 Cayne - Seamon 6 12 0.2
27 Fallenius - Fredin 10 20 0.2
30 Fruewirth - Del 'Monte 10 19 0.2

Another three
at the

Welcome
dinner
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Yeh Appeals
Case one

Fallenius
7.6 ]KQT9765
E/EW [543

}2
{T6

N Edgtton Hung
]A83 ]J2
[T [AK92
}AK953 }Q86
{J854 {AKQ9

Fredin
]4
[QJ876
}JT74
{732

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH

1{(1) Pass
1](2) 3] Dbl Pass
4{ Pass 5{(3) Pass
6{ All pass

(1) 2+{
(2) } or no major 5-7/11+
(3) Agreed Break in Tempo

The Director was called by the ap-
propriate party after the 6{ call.

The director was called and estab-
lished the approximate methods in
play by E/W. After consultation he
adjusted the score to 5{+1, 620 for
E/W

The Appeal
East indicated that his thought was
about whether 4{ was forcing; West
said that at the time he thought it
was, but that now it might be added
to their list of exceptions for GF auc-
tions, since the auction thus far was
consistent with his holding 5-7 and
no major.

West said that the double of 3] was
take-out and guaranteed a good
hand. Even a shapely 14-16 might
not always act here - West had de-
nied hearts unless he was going to
bid again, so the double should
show better than a strong no-trump,

or a singleton spade and extras. Ac-
cordingly since a jump to 5{ would
have been weak, he bid 4{ in order
not to miss a grand slam. When his
partner could not cuebid he settled
for the small slam; his hand was a
clear drive to slam and there was no
Logical Alternative to bidding.

The Decision
The Committee considered the most
unsuitable minimum hands that they
could give East in an auction where
that player did not have four dia-
monds. The weakest plausible hand
they could construct was:

] x [ KQx x } QJ x { AKx x x

where slam would need the club
queen to fall. While slam might not
be laydown, if there were only a very
few hands where slam was as poor
as a 50% chance, then West's argu-
ment that he had no Logical Alterna-
tive to bidding was a valid one.

The committee restored the table re-
sult; E/W +1370 in 6{.

Appeals Committee

Barry Rigal (chair)
Patrick Huang
Michael Ware

US$100 deposit to accompany
all appeals.

Timetable

Sat 9.30 - 11.40 KO 1a

1.10 - 3.20 KO 1b
4 pm - 8.20 KO 2

9.30 - 12.25 Swiss 1-2
2 pm - 7 pm Swiss 3-5

Sun 9.30 - 11.40 KO 3a

1 pm - 3.10 KO 3b
4 pm - 8.20 KO 4

9.30 - 12.25 Swiss 6 & 7
2 pm - 3.20 Swiss 8

4 pm - 7.45 IMP Pairs

Mon9.30 - 1 pm Final 1
2.30 - 6 pm Final 2

9.30 - 1.15 Pairs semi
2.30 - 6.15 Pairs final

7.30 Victory
dinner

Format
A 10 round Swiss of 10-board
matches on Thursday and Fri-
day, so 50 boards a day.

Top 16 (or 15 plus Yeh team) go
through to the 32-board knock-
out stage on the weekend, with
the top 8 getting a double shot.
The Yeh team will be one of
these 8.

Teams that drop out play the
Swiss Plate on the weekend.
Outside teams can join.

The 48-board final is on Mon-
day.

A 25 table Imp Pairs starts at
4pm Sunday, finishing Monday
at 6 pm.

From Roland Wahl of BBO:
Allow me to compliment the Austra-
lian organization for the Vugraph
set-up , as well as for the most com-
prehensive website I have come
across. Brilliant!

Without naming particular countries,
I think I speak for all of us when I say
that many could and should learn a


