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Date :

Time:

Venue:

7th Council Meeting Minutes

September 14, 2009 (Monday)

7:30 p.m.

Unit 1103, 11/F, East Ocean Centre, 98 Granville Road, TST, KLN, HK

Present: Officers:

Derek Zen — President (DZ)
Thomas Ng — Vice-President (TN)
Pearlie Chan — Secretary (PC)
Christopher Leung — Treasurer (CL)

Council members:
CC Wong (CC)
Chan Yiu (CY)
SK Luk (SK)
Tony Lau (TL)
WK Lai (WK)
Charmian Koo (CK)
Doris Lo (DL)

Apologizes:

Leo Cheung (LC)

Item

Content

When

Action

Adopt minutes of the 6th Council Meeting held on August 10, 2009.
Follow up matters raised in last meeting (by minutes order):

Item 2, Item 7: LC to check if youth team members can help make a new
website for HKCBA. Council approved to allocate HK$1000 budget for the

website development.

Item 5:
LCSD: TN and SK will wait for LCSD to initiate the meeting.

Announce of Cup winners: will post the winners’ name on HKCBA website

news page starting from next week after the Tom Wong Swiss Pair event.

LC & TL

TL
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Master Point System: WK to check with A Ching on master point update.

Financial Affairs:

CL reported that currently there is HK$520,000 cash in the bank. Gain
from Intercity is around HK$228,000.

Internal Affairs:
Council approved the proposed format for Open Team of 4 by Tournament

Operation.

Council agreed to use escore for Open Team event, Tournament Operation

will inform players in advance of this arrangement.

External Affairs:

Ist China Mind Sports Game: Deadline for registration is September 16.
Up to this moment there are total 2 teams registered for Men’s Team, 1 for
Ladies Team, 1 for Mixed Team, 1 for Youth Team (Men) and 1 pair for
Mixed Pair. Trial will be held for Men’s Team and the winning team will
represent Hong Kong. Tentative date for the trial is September 19, 2009 for

a maximum of 2 days.

Council agreed to make use of HK Bridge Forum to obtain feedback and
suggestions. Will include a message on HKCBA website to welcome
people post their feedback on HK Bridge Forum. HKCBA council

members will check for people’s feedback from time to time.

A.0.B.

Title sponsor for next year’s intercity championship: DZ proposed to

persuade CRC to be the title sponsor for intercity championship starting

from next year for 2 to 3 years. Council approved this proposal.

Price and sell of equipment: Council agreed not to change the current
selling price of equipment. CC will provide the most updated list of|
available equipment to SK. All sales should be confirmed by CC before

delivery.

Mixed Pairs: TN proposed to organize the coming Mixed Pairs event at the

same time at two different locations - Ladies Recreation Club (LRC) and

Mariners’ Club (MC). Players must pre-register to join the tournament and

WK

TL
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they are allowed to choose between the two locations. The no. of pairs for
each location will be limited, once the limit is reached players will have to

play the match in the remaining location. Council approved this proposal.

The 8th Council Meeting will be held on October 19, 2009.

Prepared by:

Pearlie Chan, Secretary




Date :

Time:

Venue:

8th Council Meeting Minutes

October 19, 2009 (Monday)

7:30 p.m.

Unit 1103, 11/F, East Ocean Centre, 98 Granville Road, TST, KLN, HK

Present: Officers:

Thomas Ng — Vice-President (TN)
Pearlie Chan — Secretary (PC)
Christopher Leung — Treasurer (CL)

Council members:
CC Wong (CC)
Chan Yiu (CY)
Tony Lau (TL)
WK Lai (WK)
Charmian Koo (CK)
Doris Lo (DL)

Apologizes:

Derek Zen — President (DZ)
Leo Cheung (LC)
SK Luk (SK)

Item

Content

When

Action

Adopt minutes of the 7th Council Meeting held on September 14, 2009.
Follow up matters raised in last meeting (by minutes order):

Item 2: LC to check if youth team members can help make a new website
for HKCBA. Council approved to allocate HK$1000 budget for the website

development.

Item 2: Master Point System: WK to check with A Ching on master point
update.

Item 5ii: HK Bridge Forum: Abby confirmed will set up account for
HKCBA, TN will follow up with Abby to provide any update.

LC & TL

WK
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Financial Affairs:

CL reported that currently there is HK$400,000 cash in the bank after
settling some of the expenses, the rental fee since June 2009 have not been

settled yet.

Internal Affairs:
Council reviewed and approved the PABF 2009 Senior Team Captain’s
Report prepared by Derek Zen.

DL will call each of the cup winners according to the sequence prepared by
CK and KF Mak to confirm if they are available to join the Grand Slam
Individual event to fill up 4 tables. The sequence as follows:

Defending Championship of last year’s Grand Slam Individual -> PABF
Trial -> Open Team of 4 -> Open Pairs -> Interport Trial -> Open League
-> IMP Pairs -> Ladder Team -> MP Pairs -> Team of 6 -> Quadruple Pairs
-> Open IMP Pairs -> Edward Chok -> Lorraine Sung -> Mixed Pairs ->
Andre Quan -> Tom Wong -> Paul Jones -> TS Lo. The first 15 seats
should be filled up by the 15 winners from the first 4 events, for the
remaining seat(s) (and in case not every one of the first 15 winners will join
the Grand Slam Individual), Council agreed to draw the sequence of names
to be contacted within the winning team. Each player of the Grand Slam

Individual will have to pay HK$60 registration fee for the event.

TN has asked each of the council members to write a job description of
their role for future council members’ reference. Each council member to
submit draft of their job description for discussion in the next meeting and

target to get this done and finalize by end of the term.

TL to review the quotation sent by Alan Sze for HKCBA website and to

present the details to Council in the next council meeting.

External Affairs:

Council has preliminary agreed to send a U26 team for 2010 World Youth
Bridge Team Championship, U21 to be confirmed. Subsidy etc. will be
discussed at a later stage. PC to reply to WBF to reserve seat for 2010
World Youth Bridge Team Championship for both U26 and U21 series
before the deadline at the end of October.

Announcement has been posted on HKCBA website re: Hainan

Tournament to open for registration.

DL

All

TL

PC
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WK to forward the email or information re: 1st Asian University Bridge
Championship to Hong Kong Post-Secondary Union of Bridge to see if
they have interest to participate. WK to confirm whether they will send

team or not. PC to confirm the deadline for registration.

A.O.B.
Terence Mak: CL suggested sending a flower basket in the name of
HKCBA for Terence Mak’s funeral. Budget is HK$800. Council approved.

WK will work with Stephen Kwok to arrange. Council has also agreed to

post a passage about Terence Mak on HKCBA website. WK to forward to
TL for posting on the website.

HKCBA Envelop out of stock: CC will arrange ordering of envelops.

Life & Non-Life Master pair: TN proposed the master point cut off date to
be October 31, 2009. Council approved. WK to update the master points
status as of October 31, 2009 on HKCBA website before November 15,
2009.

Mixed Pairs: DL to check who is “LA Ozorio” (current cup event name of|
Mixed Pairs) and to see if Council can contact him to confirm if he agrees
with paying HK$1200 for instant prize presentation for the Mixed Pairs

event.

The 9th Council Meeting will be held on November 23, 2009.

WK & PC

WK & TL

CC

WK

DL

Prepared by:

Pearlie Chan, Secretary




BE&FERE WINNING TRICKS WITH TRUMP FIT ONLY

FTRRA G5 SRS LU G TR P IR BT T R B AT B R R sl A2 s 7 T
TR EH  H AR T 4 32 1 55 HRE A AREIRAR S T AdfE RS il
— LW 1T R T A R B i L A, A PR A B R
BRI RR A, HoE R R — L ATRE A O & A L AR AR B S (H Ak G
51, CLERIRy 7 HeEE F—BEF T R AR S S BRI TR B R R 2
RIE AT G F R AR R AR 2 T2 T A B = il T RE N
R 5 AR R A 75 SR AR, Haft R e 5T 10 AT BBO FHEEE
BRI R

The result of playing bridge 18 measured by the number of winning tricks. Usually, we
count hcp and estimate the hep of our partners also in order to estimate the number of
winning tricks. Based on the common 4 3 2 1 method, we undervalue Ace and overvalue
Jack. Therefore, there are a number of complementary ways to adjust the calculation of
winning tricks. The most important way 1s of course of the shape. Some say that shape
18 more important than hcp.  What I am going to talk about 1s another way - you can win
tricks only by matching. High card points are of course important but if you just rely on
hep, it will be outdated. I reiterate this point: "Bidding i1s a matter between two persons.
The captain of the board should make the final decision. The decision should never be
made by one person only. In particular, the one holding the weak hand should not be the
captain. He should describe his hand as far as possible to his partner, especially whether
he supports his partner's suit and let his partner decide." 1 met the following deal at the
end of October 2009 at BBO:

41053
vA 10 3
oK
*AK6432
aK 97 AaAQJ642
v]94 vK7652
¢A1 10842 *7
*7 %]
a8
vQ8
+Q9653
«Q10985
HL[ R
w N E S
la la -
24 3% v -
38 - 4a -




FERFAILEATI &5, pass, 3255 U 3 1 Q3K B L, SBEATTIZ o
R M A B 2 A3 L N AL IO AT REASAE 3o BIMSILE] 4 ftisw]
DAFUE pass B S« SEBE A O A 46 A RIOEERAY AT A
LB — B — M « Erpih AR S5 M LRI, SR R RS2 2 fh
NHGE S0 B8 BRI 2 E LR AT 48 12 0RRFEPLREPINTIE 48 REHCZINE?
TRARASPIRT AN BT CUR AN S o BRI [F R 58 5 0 AR — AR AR AT,
B AR IR — AR OUE AN B IR B ?

South has passed all along even though he he has very good « support.  South considers
that he has only got 3 Queens and very few hcp.  In fact, he has not seen that with a # fit,
he can trump & to win tricks. His second reason for passing 1s that the opponents may
stop at 3a. If the opponents bid 4, then he can still decide whether to bid 5«.  This
reason cannot be established. If opponents have 4, will they not bid 44 because you
have not bid several times? With this deal, on opponent may be void in # or have a
singleton « and he can judge easily. Conversely, you partner 18 affected. He does not
know there 1s a « fit. How can he rebid? Secondly, after the opponents have bid 4 s,
can you judge whether the opponents can make 44 with your weak hand? In fact, you
cannot judge and so you dare not bid 5«. However, you have seized the bidding right of
your partner. Originally, both of you have the chance to judge, now only you - the one
holding the weak hand - can decide. Isn't it strange?

FIAGERE 4a 2R 4v FRREME, S« AERAEDTST T, N — 20K m Y 4a S22
—EEI Se SRS — R 1.

4 and even 4% can be made in the above deal. 5+ will be down 1 with best defence.
If East bids 4 s, whether South will bid 5« 1s another question.

PR B AR Lo LR TR, 2009 4F Bermuda #3 FEFE, HHECENEAF, 200K
AT FF

Let me show you an example from the following deal in the 2009 Bermuda Bowl
Preliminary Competition - Norway versus Italy. Assume you are East and you hold:

E/NS aK 43
vQ732
654
%1084
L]t
W N E S
- 1s
34 - 3a 3NT
- - ??

3e TR & FI o ZEFFEIREIIE? EERRINGEHERA «RE Ha Al
o FAETERR, B AFAAEGET Fantoni N 46 BEANRHE T —.
3% shows both the & and o suits. How will you bid? Partner has not doubled,

indicating that South has a long « suit and has stoppers in & and . In practice, the
10



Italian player, Fantoni, bid 4s, which went down only 1 on being doubled.  The bidding
in the other table was as follows:

S
W N E S
- 2¢
24 X 38 -
- X - 3NT

IRBGET-AL SPaIRE, G 2o FIFPIEEREA ZE & 0H—E 8 iRl GL B
W, ST pass T PUSKRAN N : (HH R SANGH: IUBIT 73 Fc, ANT S Bkt

The Norwegian players sat East-West and West overcalled 2. East did not know the 2nd
suit. If there 1s only a fit in one suit, the number of winning tricks is not enough and so
East passed. The 4 hands are as follows (with South as declarer, 3NT 1s cold as the cards
lie):

E/NS 4] 10
vA654
+QO9
*97632
aQ8752 aK 4 3
vKJ19 vQ732
¢A10732 654
* %1084
aA96
v10 8
*+KJ18
«AKQJ5

LR IR RIS 11IMP. S S B EA Sl miEea AR « Ls
AT R B B O 3 7 . L i R R PE S R AR LRy AR P, 65 O Iy 1 5 2
Ble 11 8v . F—,-100,595 3NT #—,+630.85 11IMP
As a result. Italy won 11 IMP. Even though East has only 5 hep, the number of winning
tricks has increased due to a fit in 2 suits especially when there 1S no wastage in # - the
most valuable point.  South knew that East-West had bid 4a due to shape and so led a
trump. The result was that East-West only lost 1s, 2¢ and 1v and -100. 3NT was up 1
in the other table, + 630, with a net scoring of 11 IMP.

EWREHH, A RE R Al SR BN B A T 2641, Spingold %%, Mertzer Bx
¥ Welland B, BUE 102 857

This hand illustrates that one should not bid purely based on hcp.  Let's see another deal
from the final Spingold Competition held many years ago - Mertzer team v Welland team.
Assume you are East and you hold:

W/NS aK 6 4
v]l]9742
¢+10 3

+*985
11




W N E S
- le - 2%
3v 44 ?? -

VU pass #2410 3 v JEZH o RARAEERE o W ARAOR Fredin, it 4T 4 56 (Hi#
Sl EAEREEL MEET & BR0EEAFIH 4a B pass,F S« JL0
6+ SEBPUZ

West cuebid 3w after passing. He should have & and a minor which should of course be .
Fredin sat East. Even though he had only 4 hcp, he had no wastage hcp 1n the opponent's
suit and he had a fit with partner's ».  Therefore, his best bid was 4a. In practice, East
passed, South bid 5« and North raised to 6. Let's see the 4 hands:

W/NS aA 92

vAK106 3

*4

«A1076
4J108753 aK 6 4
v5 v]l]9742
¢AQJ875 +10 3
* %985

aQ

vQ8

+K962

«*KQlJ4a32

EEESCN 6% SHLATRAE 46 R 45 PHHLEABC G, H AR MRS RZ AL
64 L2 ALV Sontag MU

6+ was cold on any lead. If East bid 4 after 4%, West can decide whether to bid 64
after knowing there's a fit. Sontag sat West at the other table. The bidding was as follows:

w N E S
1a 2v - 3%
3e 3a 44 -
- 64_ - -
6o X 6a X

PhiE A 8 B AR 20 BRI AT S BN, BRAE S i H EEILU A 4a 5 RSB G,

"‘BZT S 1AIMP.Fi DUA RO R, 2 S G R R e R 2 AN B H
53 (GEERAA 4 53), 5k —1E pass, [FIEANAIE NG & Bl IREEE B e A 5ehE
+E#TIJ\EI’J$

Even though West has got only 8 hep, he can only still open bid according to the Rule of

20. East made a negative free bid of 4a on the 2nd round showing an obvious match.

In practice, 6& was down 2, with a net scoring of 14 IMP. Therefore it is very important

to let you partner know there 1s match as soon as possible.  You should not simply look at

your hep (with only 4 hep here) and pass all along.  If your partner does not know there is

a fit, 1t 1s difficult for him to decide along.  After all, bridge is a partnership game.

12



i & <& £>? WHOIS "THE CAPTAIN"?

TR I RB R LEGE 7, S [T s TSN, BN 2 S AR R s SR,
S A YT AR R T et B 0 el 4 S 2R 2 A JRIREETN S T R — 1
AT 48 B F TG 2R WIFR LT 8 i, AT AR R B EZR 25 T, ﬁdf"?lx%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ’]
fﬁimﬁ%ﬂ (G AR5, NS 2 B et By A IR B E TR (RS (s N
ia KM B2 A2 TF), B Rt FIRTRL FEhAE )5 5 S, B AR Fe e
BB D F T B SR AT E SRR Derek team, AR5 17.3 VP HEA5EE
7 34, ] TH T B AR ERY Dawn team P985 4 14.6 VP, o270 N a7 A"
SEREMBF].
The Hai Hang Bridge Championships in December 2009 attracted 5 teams from Hong
Kong. Many Mainland experts participated too, including the National Team members,
the new World Champions and many Club A experts. There were 48 teams. The format
was Swiss Team. There were only 8 rounds in the preliminary competition. Therefore,
you might not be able to meet all the experts. The strongest team that we met was
Shenzhen Bridge Friends Team consisting of the National Champions. (The Hong Kong
Saturday Club Team had played againtst them before). I consider that their abilities to
judge and read cards were higher than ours. I think we ought to have learnt a lot.  The
Hong Kong team having the best result was of course "Derek team", obtaining an average
of 17.3 VP per round and ranked 7th. It was diapppointing that the youngest Hong Kong
team "Dawn team" got an average of 14.6 VP only per round. I hope that they will work
harder in the future.

A EERRE A Senior team 71
There were some hands which were worth the attention of the Senior team.
fFF You held:
aQR7xxx v Axx *+Q «KJx

5 B[R, (RPN 1a [FERIE 2+ (GET 2/1 RFFIL 28 SHERRERR, av]HE
TRHIATRE 6 1R, —MEARREAT SN 4 aRE, SRR 5S04 k& ym] AR
AR, R 2NT 3 ML AR A R PRI R fth 2 <P >, (Captain), Ft AR 2L
AR PR RS ER T, FERUERZ AL 3 [RIERSLIAY S AR e Pty

REIHY 4o (SR AITFINL S — Bl0Es —imZe)

s [FIfRECT—IE pass)
la 2%

28 2NT

3 3w

4o ??

Your were the dealer. With both sides vulnerable, you opened 1a. Your partner responded
2% (Game Forcing, 2/1).  You rebid 2s, showing lower limit and having 5 or 6 spades.
Usually, you would not have another 4-carder suit else you would have bid that suit and

13



still show lower limit.  Your partner bid 2NT, forcing and did not show a balanced hand.
Since he was the captain, you had to tell him where your high cards lie.  You should bid
3« for this hand. Your partner cuebid 3. If you assumed that there was a club fit, you
could cuebid 4¢ (i.e., to cuebid 1st and 2nd round controls below game level). Your
opponents passed all along.

[AIARI R Your partner's hand was:

a AKJ10x vX +98xx «AQx
ENTRAGWEIEN 64 CRIFFE—FGT /A 9 ke 807 iRe HIHLNIZ). &
B PR R 20 BRI IR FRIL ONT A BRAZE MRS5S 3 afke AN HETAL, B 40
REF 45 £E 2+ ZIREEATIIN 3 AE ONT 2180 3« JERZ LG 3 98, HA KM,
RIMBEERFAY 3¢ 86 3w HRATEIR 4 SR AN AR IS TNEN 3a AIFENL 3a[FIRH
4o BMERA 4w (FERZEE—BmfZehil), MOErL Se 152t 48 2, Bt mTREAT I
HEME AR N 38 1R R WY 22 A5 I FAEERAG BN INT R
B ek, LR BHNI A Z A 25 = B M P AL 3ANT2fth 8 <ok 5> !
Wasn't it easy to bid the sure contract of 6a? (Unless an opponent had 9 hearts or seven
clubs, the first lead would not be ruffed). In practice, I was the one who bid 2«. My
partner did not understand my 2NT. He considered that he should not raise 2« if he held
only 3 clubs. If he held 4 clubs, he would have raised to 3+ already. The raise to 3« after
2NT indicated only 3 clubs and high card(s). Evenif I bid 3¢ or 3% then, it did not show
4-card. Another teammate considered that I should bid 3s. If I bid 3s, then my partner
would bid 4«. Even if I bid 4% (showing 1st round control), would my partner bid 5S¢ ?
After he had bid 4s, I could not advance further. That means that there would not be
enough bidding space to exchange information. I think it 1S similar to the rule that the
responder to an opener of 1NT should always be the captain. The opener of this hand
should never be the captain. In practice, my partner bid 3NT and became the captain.
MEBMEE 5T WA AL Peter 1TEARRIBEFSRIILG ~FhE

Let us see the defence hand of another Hong Kong team with 2 "Peter" in our final match:

Bd 3 S/EW AX X X
vA X X
*Q
%A 10 8 x X X
aX AX X X
v] vX X
¢ ¢A 107 xx
%] «K 9 x

fEOE AT S ST B AL INTALANAL 3NT,PHE B » IR v K miste, 256 5«
Q.[FIFRER & (G, F e [FI R s /INANEGUL B VBRI R MR Al AT R
TS 15 - 171 INTREEHERA vKQ  +QUAMFIK ] FZmEH vQ) AR
AEZRAT oKHRLE o B34 4- 6 BRI AGE MAAREHERBE KA
WA [RI PRI E T 4441 B¢ 5431 ZHH, ATLLHIE —Blie FIfEa B b, —iE N HES 4
LA RIMCA 2 Bs 38y 4 s .8 9 Bt A RE LU 3 GR(a_EHYELTIHE

14



G 7-9 BRGNS IRAHERm R A 4 iRe , dhama KRN UM 455
o7 oL HEERIRH R e (B2 HEEAN 3 L o (RIFIFRIAE 358 o), Bk, AR
AN o A S HRGT, R KU

A AKQ vKQx +9862 »0Qxx
Assume that you are East. South opened 1INT and North raised to 3NT.  West first led
v]. The declarer won with K and played «Q and your partner followed with «J.  You
ducked. Declarer played club again, your partner discarded a small spade (not welcome)
and you won. What will you play for the fourth trick? ~ You analyse the situation. The
declarer opened 1INT with 15-17 high card points. He has played vK, *Q and «Q (your
partner led vJ, showing no vQ). If the declarer had ¢ K, then his spades would have about
4 to 6 high card points and you could not defeat the contract.
You have to assume that the declarer does not have ¢« K.  When you look at the shape,
your partner's hand should be 4441 or 5431. You are sure that South cannot win 4 cards
in spades else he has already got 2 « tricks, 3 w tricks and 4 & tricks, making 9 total tricks.
That means the declarer has only 3 spades with about 7 to 9 high card points. If you
believe in your own deduction, the declarer shoud have 4 diamonds. Therefore, East
should return a small diamond. If South has 4 diamonds with #J, then we can only win
3 diamonds because East's partner has only 3 diamonds. In practice, 2 "Easts" returned
+ A and ended the defence. South's hand is:

A AKQ vKQx +9862 »0Qxx

PG — IS T R R CE AR A 2 2 1 1)

Let us see another hand defended badly (we need to train ourselves to read cards).

aA X
vK
10987 xx
X X X X
aK Q X x
¥X X X X X
oK
«KJ10

RO R, SRS A e, PEBHIL 1+ (16 23 LA E),BRHE 1o (0 - 8),PHHFAY INT(18-19), PHIL
3NT, &S R IEHRE S 1002 DIHFHUNEH - 4Q 23 [alHHHRR? @)
MR ENURCE, [FR 2 3 43R4 fifl K /REE A 1 A E R «Q K « I FH
i SBIAS S B E R Q M1 T /21 A TR, EIE R « w2 HEE 3 7R, A5 Hilfth
68 o SRELH (R ARBHER R S LR e FTDUR—BURER o K 2,
[l &N RHREE T [l e PUSZREANT

You are South. EW vulnerable. West opened 1+ (16+). East responded 1¢ (O- 8 hep).
West rebid INT (18-19), West bid 3NT and ended the bidding. Your partner lead 410
(no J). Dummy followed low. You won with & Q. What will you return? It 1S necessary
to analyse the situation first. From the bidding, your partner has at most 3 hep. You have
seen 4 kings. You hope that your partner holds «Q and ] before you can win 5 tricks. If

15



your partner holds other Q or J, it will be useless. Of course, declarer must have at most
3 diamonds, else he can win 6 diamonds and you cannot stop him from making the
contract.  Obviously, you want your partner to return clubs. Therefore, you have to win
with aK and return a small spade. When your partner has won a trick, then he can return a
club. The four hands are as follows:

4109 x

¥X X X X

*J x X

«Q X X
a] 8 X X aA X
vAQ] vK
*A QX 10987 xx
A X X ®X X X X

aK Q x x

¥X X X X X

*K

«KJ10

GEND AIRAE o] TR e HGHZREEE e JH vK FIF A 8 i,
WASFHIAT o 3G 7T BRI S —E aA e — 5 IRECH a S50 o
EF HE m e G RAEHEZEAE «A M QY ES M H kR A EAF]
15 B O INT i 2.8 AT TER S = N A B LA S PP, iR Rl 7 ik
=F Karic Chiu A1 WK Lai {Eygrdn s AFEH FIEA .

Can you see? When you partner has won J and returned a club, then the declarer has to
use vK in Dummy in order to cash the remaining diamond tricks. If the declarer does not
use the Dummy's entry, then he can only win 7 tricks in total.  If the declarer played #A
for the 1st trick, the result would be the same. You welcome spades. After you have gained
entry in spades, then you can return a club and the contract will be down. It is because if
the declarer has «A and «Q, then they are sure winning tricks. In practice, my teammate
could not see this point and the opponents won 3NT, up 2. It 1s a pity that my teammate
still did not know that the declarer's contract coiuld be defeated after the match.  Finally,
we have to congratulate Hong Kong experts - Karic Chiu and WK Lai - for being the
champions in the pair competition.
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= F 4 R Errors of Experts

AARF TRGIAR A NS, SR e A B AE AT SRR, o o i I R R
FRG BIAT5200912 H 12 HAE KRN #8028, 544K Nunes H1 Fantoni 71
1550 9 RIRINL R

No one can avoid making errors in playing bridge, even the world experts. However, most
of their errors came from misunderstanding in bidding. For example, we can see the
bidding of Nunes and Fantoni (sitting East and West) in the Italian Bridge Final
Competition held on 12 December 2009:

N/EW 4109842
vA 85
«]J 1092
%9
a6 aAQJ3
vK163 vQ42
*K 3 *AQ7
«AK1l0752 «QJ6
aK 75
v1097
+8654
*843
{21 SR PEIRF A L
w N E )
- 14_ -
2% - 2¢ -
2v - 24 -
3a - 4e -
44 - - -

1945 4 - 1 BOPL e RS — SR 5 IE] 6+ i 16IMP. £ EFT Y5
i HIANZ W AR — S5 e Ry 10 El:

They must had misunderstanding to stop at 4a with 4-1 break. The other table reached 6
% easier and so they lost 16IMP. It is rare for experts to commit elementary mistakes in
declarer's play. Let us see Board 10 in the same competition.

aA] 4K 10
vA985 vK143
18762 +10

+A 6 «QJ8753

IE AU Jay, — S ES I S AU 4w B ECHE « A 49,805 1 AE =81
FJIRE vA2 3 6,BPUEIHTH »5 LR w7 IR, B 1k, s s A Al
[ /R8s ATHER A WRNA A — B E R L O EE — v

LRFTE MRS v ] B2 bH v 7 IRk 26 ke B AATRIY/Z Fantoni,
flll b oK s 4B 5 T RAGIERY «K B ofRiatEiR,Hh « £ A,

AT B
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Both vulnerable. Both tables reached 4% with East as declarer and the first lead was ¢ A.
South switched to 49, covered by A in dummy. East drew trumps by playing vA,
followed by 2, 3 and 6.  East played 5 from dummy and North followed with #7.  Up
to this moment, both tables were the same. What would you play? You have lost a
Diamond and may lose a Club and may lose a trump trick too. North has followed 2 hearts.
By safety play, you canuse %J tocover 7 and you will lose at most 1 heart. In
actual play, Fantoni sat East and he played K and South discarded 4. Then the declarer
led «J to finesse and lost to North's «K. North returned 4. You won and led a small club
to «A. The remaining cards of your side were as follows:

o o

v9 8 vl4
1876 *

* «Q875

TER S E R F IR — i A O A AL v 8, 5 — L N IR T
%1, BRE —HNEASE LT e SR T, HRARETIAM v HBHEE
I, SAE A UK BT

When facing expert defence players, your contract will certainly go down whatever you
play. To play heart is better and you will make if North plays low, even though this rare
chance will unlikely happen. In actual play, Declarer played a diamond and the contract
was 2 down. It 1s rare for world expert players to make obvious mistakes in handling hearts.
The 4 hands are as follows:

aQ762

vQ1l072

+Q4

*K 42
aA ] aK 10
vA985 vK143
+]J]8762 +10
A 6 «QJ8753

498543

v6

¢AK952

%109
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A B A E 1HAVEONLY 5POINTS

AN NFEEEE P E— PR R A, S T iy (B AR M i e = [, 5 R
[FICRBC & e e, FIR ES A (B4l 3-5 B, K = Rk (pass), HE LA RS 8 ik
AJUEE, BRI B AR SRR, DN E O T 20l A s 800
3 RS 2 S e 12 ERIR AV AN TR 17 2 Jog R 20 Ry Bt — i 10 IMP A
F AR E R SIS E FE A — B R 2, BER I FLGE TR 2009 4F 10 HEY
European Bridge Champions' Cup _FRRMEIA 2 (HY H et BRI 2= H 1 ES):

Quite a number of people only judge the value of their hands by high card points only.
This view 1s outdated. An ordinary bridge player, even though there 1s a fit (even an
excellent fit) with his partner's match, will always place the green card (pass) due to small
number of points (e.g. 3 to 5 hep).  Perhaps, he thinks that he will not go wrong.
However, he may overbid when he just looks at his own hand and does not care about
whether there has been a misfit with his partner's hand.  So, he may lose 800 when the
opponents' cards are unevenly distributed.  You will easilly sense that a game or even a
slam missed due to your non-raising after a perfect fit can aslo cause you to loss 10+ IMP.
Don't you feel that it 1s also wrong? There are many similar examples. I write below
a deal held in October 2009 among the world experts in the European Bridge Champions'
Cup (from the Champion and 2nd Runner Up Final) to illustrate.

Board 1 JL#kw, B4 BHHL INT(13-15), /02 RN FEL 24 (stayman), [RRPE LT
5 AN PRI R s
Board 1 North was the dealer and he opened INT (13-15). Both sides were
non-vulnerable. You were East and passed. South bid 2« (stayman). Partner (West)
doubled. North passed. What would you bid, you held:

a- v7654 +KJ93 «J10963

2 pass(RI SRR I HL R — 2 LR, B2 3« Fongghil. BARREAT 85—
T e BRI IRATDARIZ R 3 B IR RAE 3 ke SHIECTRDH
1058 & DAL 34 B2 4a AN a FSRFRE, URISPGTRAEL nTRER: 2 1 LR ILRHE
W] INT F5H oA B0 « AQ MBS AIG WAt SR i LU 4 2 6 B B A
SRRV IURAT N T T

Will you pass (because you have got very few points and South must bid) or bid 3+ to
show a weak hand? I think you should count the number of winning tricks. If & 1s the
trump suit, you can ruff 3 spades. Your partner must have at least 3 spades else the
opponents will have at least 10 spades and they will bid 3aor 4a. If & 1S the trump suit,
you may only one winning trick in defence only. As North has opened INT, the chance
that he holds ¢ A or ¢A Qs great. You may win 4 to 6 tricks if « 1s the trump suit.
Finally, perhaps unexpectedly to you, the bidding was as follows:
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W N E S
INT - 2%
X - S5& X

M S JEAERAY, ATREF T HIATHE N — WIS T BT 4a FEZEIML AARIE
FIEET PURATT

The bidding of 5« 18 reasonable. It may be made or down 1. If it 1s down 2, then the
opponent's 44 should be cold. The one who sat East was a Danish player. The 4 hands
were as follows:

Bd 1 N/Nil aAK1093
vQ98
*A 76
%8 2
alJ752 a
vA3 v7654
+Q 102 K193
«xAQ74 %1096 3
aQ864
vKJ]102
+854
«K 5

55— Board 6 BPEA ), AR ABAN 1o, NN 1 (10208 5
Another Section Board 6, East-West vulnerable.  East was the dealer and he opened 1.
South overcalled 1a.  You were West and you held:

41075 v8 +94 *AJ85432
P REMET AR 22 U RIS T, /s SR E ARBEIL, 224 3 ks fRA S BERELH
AL, RAUAER Ipass(Nig 6 BE), I 2« FHa REE 6 BELL b IR, AApa P13
N 24 SEN, NN 4a [GFRANT {15 5+ 1 {8 A, [EIERI Sv SEHETR7E 4 RIRA 1t
ARSI 7 L 2B B ARG R DY =R
I cannot accurately explain the bidding system of Denmark.  You can assume that East
opened naturally with at least 3 clubs. You have only 5 hep but you have an excellent fit
for «. How would you bid? Pass (with less than 6 hcp) or bid 2« (with long club
suit, you can treat that you have 6+ hep).  No, the Danish player sitting West bid 2 s,
forcing. North bid 4s. Your partner bid 4NT and you responded 5« to show one Ace.
Your partner bid 5v - all the key cards are present - to ask you whether you have extra
value? How would you bid? In practice, the bidding and 4 hands were as follows:

w N E S

la la
24 44 4NT -
5& - S5v -
7% - - -
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Bd 6 E/EW 41843
v9542
«QJ1032
£
41075 AA
v8 vAK73
+94 ¢A875
«AJ85432 «*KQ107
aKQ962
vQJ106
*+K 6
%9 6

HEHGE RIS« M7 RSP EN R — 580 U B ML &2 Rl
TR, — i B AR AN RERI B A T AN UL, B E 2 e EE 2% I BE A ifE ARAC,
{HAZ #2480 IMP 32742157

In fact, both 5« and 7+ can be made for the above two deals respectively. The
responders for both deals had only 5 hep, If you have an excellent trump fit with your
partner, you must show it and should not pass even if you have only a few hep.  Have
we lost a lot of IMPs because of passing with a few hep while having a perfect fit?
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Appeals Case

Event: Match Point Pairs #3

Date: Oct 27, 2009

Board 15 Result:
Dealer: South 6S (X) by W made six,
Vul: N/S plus 1,210 for E/W

S. —

H.T953

D.A653

C.KJT62
S.KT875 N S.AQ96432
H.A6 H KJ842
D.T84 D.J
C.Q83 C. —

S.J

H.Q7

D.KQ972

C.A9754
Bidding

Bidding
N (David Ip) E (Chad Law) S (Dominic Lee) | W (KC Li)
3C (1) Pass

3H (2) DBL (3) Pass (4) 3S
5C 5S Pass Pass
6C Pass (5) Pass DBL
Pass 6S DBL All pass

Facts Presented

Explanation

Majors

(1
(
(3
(4
(

)
)
)
)

Pass: 2+ Hearts
5) Break in Tempo for more than 2 minutes; agreed by both sides

) 3C: (55)+ C & D, 11-15 HCPs
2) 3H: Relay; Ask for number of Hearts
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Director’s Ruling

Both sides agreed that a total of 2 minutes had elapsed before East passed
6C. Although the hesitation might suggest a further action after 6C, pass was
not a logical alternative in a good match point game. As West knows that
South have at least 2 cards in Hearts, what he requires is only K of Heart
from his partner, who has emphasis Majors after 3H. Even if East does not
contain K of Heart, there still have a chance that both Ace and King of Club
are in South hand; the action of bidding had a very high upside and a low
downside. Unauthorized information may be passed to West from the
hesitation, West has still duly made a Double of the 6C bid according to his
hand.

As West made the Double just in a normal tempo, no unauthorized
information should be passed from the Double, East bid 6S is just at his own
risk.

As both East / West does not use any unauthorized information, table result
is stand.

Facts Confirmed Facts Confirmed

Appellant 1 Appellant 2 Opposing Pair

Reasons for Appeal

1. West pass 6C seems to be a logical alternative

2. East pass 6C(X) seems to be a logical alternative

3. Director ruled result stand immediately without consulting 5 other players,
and after the last round, we did suggest director to consult 5 players about
the case in order to make the ruling more convincing to us. However, the
director was refused to do so and claimed that the result stood.

Deposit Received Tournament Director

HKD 500 received on Oct 27, 2009 Ben Lam
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HKCBA
Appeal Committee

Chairman: Mr. Derek Zen
Member: Mr. Anthony Ching
Mr. Peter Chun
Mr. Samuel Wan

Scribe: Mr. David CC Ng

Appellant: Mr. Dominic Lee and Mr. David Ip

Tournament Director: Mr. Ben Lam

The details of facts collected, TD’s decision, the Law cited and the Reasons for Appeal can be

referred to the Appeals Form (attached).

Summary:

In the course of bidding, East passed 6¢e after a long pause (unmistakable hesitation) in a
competitive auction. Afterwards, East converted his partner’s ‘double’ to 6#. The final

contract [6#] by E-W was doubled and made. The TD was summoned by N-S, who claimed
damage on Ul The TD adjudicated that there was no infraction and the table result stood. The

Appellants strongly suspected that Unauthorized Information (UI) was utilized as a result of
the obvious break-in-tempo (BIT) and they requested the TD to go through the consultation

process but was refused.

The Decision of the TD

The TD was in the opinion that West’s double of 6¢ was justified based both on his card
holding and also the format of the game (match-point Pairs). The UI arisen from East’s BIT

was NOT utilized. As a result, East was free to take whatever action at his own risk. Nothing

is mentioned on the Appeals Form that the TD has inquired E-W about the meanings of the

their respective calls in order to clarify their intention behind.

Decision of the Appeals Committee

The opinion of the four members on the panel is not unanimous. The majority of the panel

agree with the TD that West’s double of 6k is justified and ‘Pass’ is not a logical alternative.

However, such ‘Double’, which must have been based on ‘sound’ value after the BIT,

constitutes extraneous information to East. As a result, East’s actions are restricted. ‘Pass’ 6¢%
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doubled by East is considered a logical alternative. Any advantage gained by E-W has to be
removed. The verdict is (3) to (1) that East is suspected of making use of the UI for bidding

64 . Such bid has to be removed and the table score is therefore adjusted to 6¢%(X) by N-S:
down (1). Deposit refunded.

For record purpose, Samuel Wan does have some sympathy with E-W because they had to
deal with an unfamiliar sequence and the bidding had suddenly escalated to a high level.
Besides, the panelists are in the opinion that had the TD made a more detailed inquiry of
E-W’s intention of their respective bids, the Appeals Committee would have gained more

useful information in making the adjudication.

David CC Ng
(Scribe)

Schedule

Jan - Mar 2010

1 Fri Christmas and New Year Break

g I Life Master and Non-Life Master Mariners Main
ri
Pairs S.2 Hall
) . Mariner Seven
19 [TueMatch Point Pairs #6 Ben Lam
Seas Lounge

Mariners

24 SunPABF Trial - Qualifying S.2 Conference

Room
. . Mariners
31 SunPABF Trial - Qualifying S.4 --- TBC ---
Conference Room
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Mariners

6 [Sat [PABF Trial Semi-Final Conference ---TBC ---
Room

. . Mariner Seven
9 [TueMatch Point Pairs #7 Ben Lam
Seas Lounge

Mariners

20 [Sat [Senior Bowl Conference R. Hui
Room

Mariner Main
27 Sat |Open League #8 Hall hur Lau
a

. . Mariner Seven
ue Match Point Pairs #8 Ben Lam
Seas Lounge

Mariners
19 Fri Ladder Team #7 Conference Doris Lo
Room

Mariners Main Jerome

27 Sat |Quadruple Pairs S.2 & S.3 Hall Ch
a eung
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