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Minutes of 13t Council Meeting, 2004/5

Date & Time : December 4, 2005 (Sunday) at 7:00 p.m.
Venue 5/F Mariners’ Club, TST
Present Robert Zajac - President RZ
Nancy Neumann - Vice President NN
Cheung Lik — Secretary CL
Steve Wong - Treasurer SW
Committee Members
Chan Yiu CY WK Chan WK
Dicky Lai DL Ronald Hui RH
Apologize: Billy Szeto BS
SK Luk SK
Laurance Lo LLO
ltem Content By
1. Received and adopted last minutes
TOURNAMENT AFFAIRS
2. RZ has confirmed with Mr. Patrick Choy, who is donor of Ambassador Cup (Open
League), that playoff section is not necessary be included in open league
tournament.
3. The PABF simultaneous pair 3 has been cancelled since no player register. The
PABF simultaneous pair 4 will be held at Poly U in January.
4. Training session to all directors about how to use “Dealmaster Pro” program will be RH
held on Dec 20.
5. HKCBA would like to thank Bridge House’s helping on Dec 2’s December pair.
Mariners’ Club staffs mistakenly put our equipments into wrong place and could not
be found before tournament started. Bridge House kindly lends us duplimate and
other tournament equipments in order to run December pair smoothly.
INTERNAL AFFAIRS
6. Since lack of nomination of Vice-President and Secretary 14 days before AGM.
AGM will be postponed one month to Jan 20.
7. LLo will draft special voting member list at next council meeting. LLO
8. As Mr. Abby Chiu did not show up at council’s invitation to elaborate his remarks
regarding an allege threat from a certain council member which gave his reasoning
based on a casual remark, the council hereby accepts his reasoning based on its
good faith and grants him the benefit of a doubt.
9. Mr. Alan Sze presented proposals of
1. Master point registration program
2. Intercity scoring program, and
3. Bridge equipment selling program
Council asked Mr. Alan Sze to present budget at next meeting
10. Peter, manager of Mariners’ Club, asked our members not to bring water, any kind RH

of drinks and food to club house. Council basically agrees but thinks that water
should not be included in list. RH will deal with Peter.
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11. Mr. Alan Sze, head coach of youth team, have present annual budget of youth
team development 2006. Council will adopt at next council meeting.
12. Council appointed Mr. Chan Yiu as representative of HKCBA voting Legislative
Council (Sports, Performing Arts, Culture and Publication).
EXTERNAL AFFAIRS
13. WK Lai’s team got 2"d at Triangular inter-port (team) tournament. York Liao’s
team got 39 at the same event.
14. Mr. LT Pang and Ms Tiffany Tse got 1t (EW direction) at Triangular inter-port (pair)
tournament.
15. Meeting ends at 9:45pm
16. Next council meeting will be on Jan 4, 2006
Prepared By CL
Minutes of 14t Council Meeting, 2004/5
Date & Time : January 4, 2006 (Wednesday) at 7:35 p.m.
Venue : 5/F Mariners’ Club, TST
Present X Robert Zajac - President RZ
Nancy Neumann - Vice President NN
Steve Wong - Treasurer SW
Committee Members
Chan Yiu CYy WK Chan WK
Dicky Lai DL Ronald Hui RH
Laurance Lo LLO
In Attendance: Tony Lau
Apologize: Billy Szeto BS
SK Luk SK
Cheung Lik — Secretary CL
ltem Content By
1. Received and adopted last minutes
MATTERS ARISING FROM LAST MINUTES
2. LLO wiill circulate the updated Special Voting Member List to all Council members by LLO
end of this week.
3. Due to unavailability of venue at Poly University, PABF Simultaneous Pairs 4 originally
scheduled on Jan 8 is cancelled.
4. On behalf of the Youth Development Sub-committee, Tony Lau presented the Youth

Development Budget for the 3 years ended Aug 31, 2008 to all Council members,
the figures for the second & third year being for information only. The Council
approved a budget of HKD123,210 for the first year ended Aug 31, 2006 (copy
attached) based on 11 pairs of Youth players selected. The Council urged the next
Council to approve additional funding if resources allowed.
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10.
11.

12.

13.

Alan Sze estimated a total budget of HKD83K for 3 persons to complete a new
master point programme in 3 months. The Council thanked him for his efforts so far
and appreciated his insight into seeking external sponsorship for such work, rather
than solely relying on HKCBA resources. For the benefit of our members, the
Council considered a new master point programme to be necessary. RZ/RH will
liaise with HL Tsang who mentioned such work can be done in Mainland China for
about HKD15,000 in two months.

INTERNAL AFFAIRS

Our Company Secretary advised SW after the last deferral of AGM that the
Association is in breach of Companies Ordinance Ch.32 S. 111 (1) whereby any
limited company must hold its AGM within 15 months after the previous one, except
for the first AGM which can be held within 18 months after its incorporation.
Although audited accounts are still not ready, the Council considered it not
appropriate to defer our AGM any further.

As preparation for AGM on Jan 20, RZ will prepare his President’s Report, invite Guest
for Prize Presentation and arrange a Master of Ceremony while CL will prepare the
Agenda and ballot paper. LLo will arrange flower for the Guest, if any.

Regarding the complaint lodged by S.H. Yu for an incidence at Continuous Pairs 5
on Dec 6, RZ will ask, the responsible tournament director, Doris Lo, for details before
discussing by next Council.

EXTERNAL AFFAIRS

With effect from Jan 1, venue rental at Mariners’ Club has been increased : -
Main Hall on 3/F. — from HKD1,800 to HKD2,000 per session

Conference Room on 3/F. — from HKD700 to HKD770 per session

Room on 5/F. — from HKD300 to HKD330 per room per session

The Council urged the next Council to review the needs for increasing tournament
fee after 3 months.

The Council considered it not necessary to hold a new Shenzhen-HK Inter-port event
but CY will liaise with officials of our counterpart in Guangzhou and Macau to
consider adding Shenzhen to our annual Triangular Inter-port.

Tentative dates for Intercity 2006 are from Aug 8 to 13.

Registration deadline for PABF Open Team Trial will be Feb 11 and Trial will begin on
Feb 18.

The Council thanked the outgoing council members (NN/CL/WC/DL/BS/SK) for their
unreserved effort towards the affairs of the Association during their term of office.
There being no other business, the Meeting was adjourned at 9:35pm

RZ/RH

RZ
CL/LLO

Prepared By SW
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Minutes of Annual General Meeting 2005

Date & Time : January 20, 2006 (Friday) at 7:00 p.m.
Venue : 3/F Mariners’ Club, TST
Present : Robert Zajac - President Rz
Nancy Neumann - Vice President NN
Cheung Lik — Secretary CL
Steve Wong - Treasurer SW
Committee Members
Chan Yiu CY WK Chan WK
Dicky Lai DL Ronald Hui RH
Laurance Lo LLO Billy Szeto BS
Apologize: Ronald Hui RH
SK Luk SK
ltem Content By
1. Received and adopted the President’s Report.
2. Financial report is not yet ready for approved. SW apologize for belated financial
report.
3. John KH Lo & Co. is adopted as auditor of HKCBA Ltd.
4. New officers:

Mr. Alex Leigh is elected as Vice President for two-year term
Miss. Charmian Koo is elected as Hon-secretary for two-year term

Mr. Christopher Leung, Mr. Jacky Liu, Mr. Kelvin Yim and Miss Doris Lo are elected as
council member for two-year term.

Mr. Alan Sze is elected as council member for one-year term.

5. Meeting ends at 8:00pm.

Prepared By CL
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Appesls Case
Lorraine Sung Memorial Cup Session 1

Round 1 Date/Time | 26/07/2005, 1930 hours
Board 3 Room Mariners Club, Main Hall
Team Alan Sze Vs Ringo Lee
N WK Lai E Ringo Lee
Players
S KF Mak W WCLi
a Q73 Bidding
v QT8 North East South West
¢ 985 2H (1) P
% AT85 3NT P P
a AB8654 Al
v7/ v AKJ3
¢ JT643 + AKQ72
% 92 % J63
a KT92
v 96542
.- Trick Play
% KQ74 1 Cx Cx CK C2
Contract 3NT by E 2 Cx Cx CQ Cx
Final Result for NS 3

Tournament Director’s statement of facts and ruling

From the bidding, 2H was alerted and explained by North as 6-11HCP, 54+ Major.

The director was summoned by North after 4 rounds of Clubs. North said that 3NT
was played. And now North was on lead on the 5™ trick, however, before North
played to the 5™ trick, the declarer, E, showed his remaining 9 cards to two opponents
and the dummy. There was silence for a few seconds before declarer said ‘Y ?KQ
% 28wk, At this point, director was summoned to the table. North said that there
was about 8-10 seconds of break of tempo for the declarer to make this statement.
South and West also agreed but E said that there were about 5-6 seconds before
making the statement.
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Law References

According to Law 68A “Claim Defined’, “A contestant also claims when he suggests
that play be curtailed, or when he shows his cards(unless demonstrably did not intend
to claim). So, the declarer’s action constituted a claim.

The statement the declarer said was the statement of claiming number of tricks he
would won. There was no infraction. Also, the ‘break of tempo’ did not result the
declarer to find HQ is in North’s hand because there is no alternative line of play for
the declarer.

By Law 12C2 ‘Award an Assigned Score’, the director ruled the score to 3NT by E,
9 tricks.

Supplementary statement by players

Reasons for appeal:

Since South showed two majors, there is an option that he may be squeezed in Majors
(holding KQT9+ in S and HQ). And if the finesse lost, it would go down 3 (EW Vul),
which would be significant in a 6-boards match.

So, when the declarer showed his remaining 9 cards and didn’t state the line of play
IMMEDIATELY, the declarer may observe that the defenders were doubting the
claim and got extra information from there.

According to our understanding, “showing all his cards but not stating the line of play
immediately” is equivalent to “claiming all of the remaining tricks” and the declarer
should play the tricks from the top, when there’s an option for finesse or drop, he’s
not allowed to play for the finesse. He stated a line of play when the defenders were
doubting may gain extra information.

Signed Cathy Lee Tournament Director
Signed WK Lai N player

Signed KF Mak S player

Signed Ringo Lee E player

Signed WC Li W player
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Decision of the Appeals Committee

Members of Appeals Committee:

Given the fact that:
1. The claim was established (per Director's ruling), and
2. The declarer did not state his line of play at once (refer to the 'break of tempo’ ruling
made by the Director).

Under such situation, declarer should play the remaining tricks from the top, unless the play
Is very obvious - say finesse the defender after his/her partner showed void in that suit.
However, for this board there is no obvious indication that declarer should finesse the HQ.

Therefore my view is the result should be adjusted to 3NT by East down one.

If the ruling of this case stand, | will claim all hands in similar situation since it will gain
the chance that the defend side might agree the claim carelessly.

Based on the report provided, | would find the facts of the case as follows:
1. E made a claim by showing his hand before N led to the fifth trick.
2. There was no statement on the proposed line at the time the claim was
made.
3. The heart finesse was subsequently alluded to when the claim was not
immediately accepted.

The director was right in that there was no infraction by not supporting a claim with a
statement, but he has not apparently followed the correct process as required under Law 70
on contested claims. In this case 70E is particularly relevant. Following the logic as
provided the question that the Committee needs to ask itself is: would failure to take the
heart finesse be irrational?

From a Bridge logic's point of view it is certainly not reasonable to assume declarer would
not take the finesse as there is no obvious alternatives especially after the 2H bid by S there
Is no hope of dropping a doubleton Q from S. However as the situation suggests, declarer
probably has counted wrongly or forgot his contract hence he claim without any statement.




Without a reminder from the opponents (the silence) it is equally probable that he would
have assumed he would win everything and started cashing hearts and it will be too late
when he realised his

mistake. | would also accept the Major squeeze as another valid doubt. Given the guiding
principle in 70A this is a clear doubt and | would have to rule against the claimer.

My ruling is 3NT by E down one.

\' returned Correction of Score:
forfeited 3NT by E down one, NS +100

Deposit

Simon Hui, Karic Chiu, Thomas Ng
Signed 29.7.2005

Comment on Appeal

Anthony Ching
2.3.2006

The Appeals Committee’s ruling is quite astonishing, with a total lack of understanding of the
Laws.

First of all, the TD and the committee were wrong, there was clearly an infraction of Law 68C
when the declarer did not make a statement immediately. If the committee said that there was
no infraction, there was no need to discuss any further and the table score MUST stand.

In a contested claim when there is no stated line of play, Law 70E should apply. In this
particular case the TD must accept that failure to finesse heart would be irrational, as South has
shown both majors and dropping a double Q is ridiculous.

Therefore, the score should be 3N making.
This case is a cause of concern as the committee neither refer to the Law book, nor call the TD
for clarification, nor hear any reasoning from the players. | don’t think the members should sit

on any future Appeals Committee unless their understanding of the Laws and their attitude
improve.
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Appesls Case

IMP Pairs 7
Round 5 Date/Time 15/03/2005, 2000 hours
Board 3 Room
Pair All VS A7
N Jacky Ip E WK Chan
Players
S Abby Chiu W KF Mak

a KQ9543 Bidding

v 652 North | East | South | West

¢ 93 1C 1D

% Q3 2S P 4S5 X*(1)
AT A J2 P 5D P P
v AK93 v Q87 5S P P X
¢ AKQ542 ¢ JT87 AP
w» T4 &% 8652

A AB76

v T4

*6 Trick Play

% AKJ97 1 Irrelevant
Contract 5Sx by N Tricks 9 2

Final Result for NS -300 3

Tournament Director’s statement of facts and ruling

After the bidding ends, the director was called. South claims that the double (1) was
“break in tempo” after his 4S bid. West explains that he has to read his opponent’s

Convention card and he thinks that his bid in normal tempo.

The time taken for that

bid (double) might take a bit longer time as he has to read opponent’s convention and
he has to think about the suitable bid.

It is disputed facts gathered at the table.

Director judges that the double is suspected to be “break of tempo”, but the damage is
resulted in North’s 5S bid. Therefore, split scoring is used:

NS: -300 (score stand) and EW: 100 (adjusted score: 5D -1 by W)
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Law References

According to Law 16A and 85

Supplementary statement by players

Reasons for appeal:
1. At the table, West did not receive any stop bid/jump bid signal from South

2. West has 3 choices of bid.
Pass/Double/4NT where double is optional and 4S is TO

3. Base on the interference on the table, West should have les than 15 seconds to
proceed the bid.

Signed Eric Tang Tournament Director
Signed Jacky Ip N player

Signed Abby Chiu S player

Signed WK Chan E player

Signed KF Mak W player

Decision of the Appeals Committee

Members of Appeals Committee:

| suppose the Director's ruling for awarding 100 to EW is 4S x down one by N, not 5D
down one by West.

This case is peculiar in that we are asked to put a judgment on fact which | don't believe
is our duty. All I can gather from the Director is that 'the double is suspected to be
"break of temp™.
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I will approach the subject this way: The damage is caused not by East's bidding 5D
(turning a +100 to potential -100 5D down one or -200 5D x down one), rather, it is the
decision of North to bid 5S that guaranteed them a negative score.

The fact that the Director was called only after the bidding ends is not favourable to NS,
if they believed there was a break of temp, they should call the Director after West's first
double.

We should not encourage the habit of 'bidding one more' and expect that if this decision
turned out to be wrong they could always appeal.

There wasn't any note saying whether a stop bid signal from North when he bid 2S so |
gather again it wasn't alerted, so based on all the indirect circumstances, | will rule the
score 5S x down 2, 300 to EW.

Although the Director stated there was disputed facts at the table, I (possibly other
appeal committee members as well) have no other alternative but to base on Director’s
final judgment, no matter it is "suspected” or not, to make the decision.

West's X over 4S was "break in tempo" (infraction established) as ruled by the Director.
Looking at East's hand, either PASS or 5D could be the possible bid. Since there was
infraction, my view is we should award the benefit to the innocent party NS (i.e. adjust
East's bid to PASS) if the bidding stopped at 5D or 5Dx.

In real life, North continued to bid 5S and got X. | see the award would still go to NS if
North's hand is justified to bid 5S. However, it is obvious to me that North's hand is not
qualified for the 5S bid after a previous jump bid of 2S. Therefore at the end the damage
to NS was actually done by North's 5S bid and not EW.

My ruling is the table result of 5Sx - 2 by North should stand, with 300 to EW.

v returned [ Correction of Score:
forfeited [ 5Sx by N down two, NS -300

Deposit

Thomas Ng, Derek Zen, Karic Chiu
Signed 31.7.2005
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Comment on Appeal

Anthony Ching
2.3.2006

The fact as established by the TD will be the fact at the table. In today’s practice, whether a
“Stop” card is used or not, it is the next player’s responsibility to take the customary pause.

Apparently the Appeals Committee did not pay any attention to the spirit of the Law, allowing
the offender to get the benefit of the doubt. Without the hesitation and the removal to 5D, there
will never by a 5Sx contract. | agree with the TD’s ruling to award an adjusted score.

=R A
EXPERT DECLARER, PLAY

BORBIE gAY P o T8 - BN FR A A ek @ s
FA AT o IRERCEEAE o TG - B2 52005 & £ RS ARERE
R o NENe A FRAE A AT

When we started bridge, we always hoped for some squeeze or exotic hands and
exhilarated when literally succeeded in making such a hand. This one came up in the 2005
USA Trial Semi-Finals, see if you can do it again.

Love Al & K63
Dealer S v 752 INT
+ AQJI75 pass 3 pass 3¢
& A pass 34 pass 3NT
& QJ84 N & 972 pass ANT pass e
v KJ106 @ @ v 983 pass pass _
+ 643 g + 108
& 76 & QJ1095
& A105
v AQ4
+ K2
& K8432
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BIC e A o) Bl wAs ] e T] K P E My o (1 eA> é\
vo 54 M owo 4ok L g,f:rj;gn;),“‘f‘%ﬂz v & (%- Bi¢e )
* wK F oo aJ (1 e s )P £ aK 7 0 e T wA -;-K’
pEE a3 (F % v,%’s:f@;ﬁﬁg 24-3 A FeR ) £ A e P e iR
FI= %M > 4T A5 o

3% was transfer to 34 and 34 a picture bid, #6 was led, how would you continue?
Fallenius played Jack, cashed «A, ¢ to dummy’s King and ruffed a low &. A drew
the outstanding trump, East pitching # and so would you (or & if a & pitch). The 6t
trick was a ¥ Q finesse losing to King and played now #J, won by dummy’s King. Next
came a ¥ to Ace and &K discarding #3 from dummy then ruffed a & in dummy.
These were the last 3 cards:~ Now the 49 double squeezed both defenders. Was
that you play too?

Love All 4 6 gL A, AL AL E (L
Dealer S :579 B g gj votd TR a)
= - HRES T TE
« Q8 N & 97
vJ @@ v - Now #9 double squeezed both defenders.
: N S * P Was that your play too?
» A10
v -
’ f—
= 8

ER g ol
BRAVE BIDDING

FEAZFRY » L2 FIBEHBL FE > L2 122 ¢ Fantoni 4
Bermuda 2005 round robin Italy vs Sweden and North was Fantoni:

» AQ95

v A7 pass pass

+ AK4 2v Z; 6w pass

& AK96 pass '

G A %ﬁzzéﬁ'%‘*ﬁgv“ww (7%= T +1700 © 2457 )o @
rO7INT > » 350 H|E7a e & > AP H 5k 9o drd 6w Bt By z ik w2
FiHAAEAE AL R T ABHEY  MK-eQ-2Qr A BEEF 05 F =
® RBE 40 og}a—ﬁm T e ABEL BT A A B A JIELEFE (F
Q7 %%)x bl e 1 o
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What would you bid? Double? +1700 wasn’t bad already for a blind guess. Well, he bid
7NT. Fantoni of course was not crazy, partner, Nunes’ pass was forcing (an overbid in my
opinion) following the North European’s theory of inverting the meanings of pass, double, bid

on at the 5 level or above ‘= = noo=ifinnlnnnnm atith o2 2l abing
Love All » AQ95
v A7
Dealer E o AK4
< AK96
a 82 N & 73
v KJ9862 @ <E> v Q543
+ 1085 S ¢ 9732
& Q7 % 1052
» KJ1064
v 10
+ QJ6
< J843
5 — 4 w49 The otheroom bidding: s H - L1F G 2ivE gigl 13 IMPs o
| North § East _ Byt OB EM22 LY R G R
pass pass |— B FELed INT » v 3] 7S 0% =
2w X Ay fe égo P Iy 3 P 3
pass (L3 pass pass

— 64 was a reasonable stop, but -13 IMPs
still. Of 22 tables, only one bid 7NT and 3

BB E
TRICKS SWINGING BACK & FORTH

FRIB TP TD o GRAAENHET o RFEIREY NET > AKTE R
G o N A LB HRE S T digEvd s kT3
BAUFEY B REM I FCL o R RITARREEFLY L DR SRR

TR BRHER S B KT ko e EW o R

Often, in bridge, especially in defense, we gave away a trick, yet somehow, declarer also
erred and returned you one. This occurred in the highest competitive level too: China vs
England in 2005 Venice Cup, EW Vul, South dealer, and you are East holding:

» AQ1096
v J2 INT bass - ie
¢5 pass pass ?
& Q9743

1NT: 15-18

2V & suit
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et it mRpE A eafp B e 4e i 0 > pass e

PRI AT e AR RAF R A TR RE F RS
I B i RS o

What would you bid? The English East doubled and all passed. Gu Ling of China bid
44, both realizing partner’s pass showed 2 cards in & only.

& KJ » AQ1096
v AK83 v J2

+ Q97 +5

% AJ102 % Q9743

A a2 RN EE? Aok e e I 42 LR @ D eK fiRT v F
12 3> it a51 L fes A, %T D e R s s 12 o iRk fEE P
a6 e o FWGFRE > F 28] aK M a2 HERF 460 2 H e T B
PSS e AR E e B RM £ e g S e T AR

Anyway, #A was led followed with %5, Gu finessed dummy’s 10, then played #K and
noticed South discarding a low ¢. Next was another trump to hand for another & finesse,
ruffed by North who returned a # to declarer’'s small trump. Gu played a & of course
ruffed by North with these cards remaining:

B IT eA > T %5 # - E pass % AR&Eweo P E 0 &10 FI AE-D aK o

-~ - & Q10
v AK83 v J2
+ Q * -
& 2 & Q9

Bt g BacdT 8?7 AR 2 30 - deig o A e ey AL
% o>k o WTER Qo N v Y P S RS

B2
- ¥
LA L L R b b

N

»

The defence had now 3 tricks and a % return would lock declarer in dummy while waiting
for a trump trick. North however got it wrong returning a trump and contract came home. 8
IMPs won as 4#(X) was one down. The hands were:

4 875432
v 10654
+ 64
& 6
& KJ » AQ1096
v AK83 v J2
+ Q97 45
% AJ102 + Q9743
-
v Q97
+ AKJ10832
% K85
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Fr R R RN AT 6as B 22 [ R G - 1T 6a ¥
hod4e THY o H A aK pFo é\ﬁrﬁ‘;%},ﬁﬂ% o b Hiige g L3k FRA
P BT 4 o8 60 AF ST BE R4TET? giiiﬂ oA FiE e
Ko #he i & o B2p0 o0 FRIE - §RFe 7H{oad 7H73F o 5P
FOE MR § Ay o e ARSI BIleEG W R RY kT L RE
Lerlf > g e bao RFIET AL 4o A BTAT & G EE L TR
) den TR L R EEY BRI 0 e Phvlmd 0 b 2 E ALY o it
AL 3 e 22 LV B g - Rt F] 6% B R Bho F o R 4e s 2R G S R
Fra(efgesh)e 2R e224L 5 A Ee D] 50 2 [l 3] e B P = fira o

Seeing aII hands, 6& would be

the ideal contract, only one team out of 22 bid it.

Another point is, at trick 3, overtaking &K for continuous & plays would guarantee the
contract being one temp ahead. A 3 point would be bidding 5& instead of 44 seemed
better given the clues of 2 cards in &, vulnerability, likely bad breaks, good finessing

positions.

TE

s 20
% LIV ;\ta‘ut o fe
ALY
BRI - LR ENREST

Ella

(1) 4t B R AT

18-19p 2 3 25,26 p
‘Ji\‘.‘ﬁ
o EEEE S g o E S0 3t R afrh S FEE LB

12 E |

2

EREFE P ERE o AF2 0 g
» RNEfep B IpY E#bE S - R

Game EwW  * AQ93 < % Heer 9 e
Dealer E : ;0985

% 7652 | East |
» 10754 * s 62 pass
v J2 v Q764 pass 24 pass 2NT
+ KQ10654 ®50 + JO32 pass 3NT pass pass
% 8 % J93 =

» KJ8

v AK3

+ A8

% AKQ104
Tdh 480 — 7> & ;E Awd )y 4 ¢ 31 £ v 3NT> Fjo- %%Eij’givqﬂ 6NT °
%éfram”ﬂ e M}E}@v”v"M‘bwﬂmﬂa’:—w*ﬁ%éﬁ}% g ? 4

2-1- ;9 v vl Zao FHAGE o A e 2NT — B9 > 4 2 3NT

e

AT KR 2GR

'V\'

@\,Lj\i— (K/'ﬁ'g\'i’ﬁt y et 2NT Z\ﬁ"u&ﬁ

v;m) e o Ba EF AL BB AR 0 o HIE > aAQ) B L -
i‘ﬂ»‘"l—-?g”ﬂf’“‘f“'im’ K}};@m,‘j& y 21

RSB I E

| x

6+ FLUIL AR T o
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(2) % >R 48
Dealer S ¥ A10763
ealer e 102
% 10
a 74 N o AJ3
v 42 v KJ
+ AQ54 ®5¢ + KJ763
& A9843 & K76
» K63
v Q985
+ 98
* QJ52
T EFAES LA ONT a%%f*ﬁ”ﬁz D H T 090 A oA (G Av
ok p S R0 e L HT ) F 23 a3 4 #1000 L3 46 (LB LS
TR fhedl e e 3 it e 3\ wK)» FHRE=2mwd 10 L3 5
A oA BF k- g3 a0 > A 88287 o e AigpFRinFE
*oeQ TP L o A w25 ) s K i WK £ c AALT WP A
PRF FaE g R L LR e -3 ,%‘;‘/:4 {p@ Fo AL fmg
R PR IT'«’,%{?S P fFT4E ,ﬁL%T - F ’-lzr'%‘f'4 A%j\
‘FW%T3NT B4 Fi- ks S ﬁ\a; 12IMPs’rE+L »]z,
YIRS Eﬁr‘ﬁ 2 o
(3) * &
(A) 2 i i e i
Game EW :%865
_East _ Dealer S § A10732
% 973
pass 1 pass INT* & A1097 > & 43
pass 24 pass pass v A874 @ v KJ95
X pass 2% X + J9 g ¢ 654
pass pass = < KQ4 < J1065
» KQ2
INT: 5 & % :8(11%63
X: s & A82
3 W SERE 20 05 Tl 6 0 KQ RR GRS 2 W 2w b
ﬁ:a‘é_\ﬁﬂiﬁm\ e e '”ﬁ TR ARELD WA (R B B
T - PR ETIOR TG - 40 - B &0 FISFIT oK 2 QD
MRk A FRAE ﬁw 1”32?5'3_3 ﬁ“ o pLMBERIRT — 5 TR 5 WP
B AE o koA 3e Bt 2w 43
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(B)P?—*}Ef’itl‘?i‘%’%iﬂ % 7 Game EW
R 2 AR 0 E RS 7 Dealer S
Z% 24 e BAF- mm oo & A1097

v A874
+ J9
& KQ4

[

865

>N

10732
73

o

& KQ2
v Q1063
+ KQ8
& A82

-
v
*
o

©

& 43
v KJ95
+ 654
% J1065

(4) 4eanpe s

> —1 &=
T— BV oA

Lbﬁiﬁﬁ. ;}’3“%! Jg‘i\. xFBJ_ pﬂ}] - {*T”WmA » fe é‘\fﬁ%-@ E&ﬁgi fi

e B AARE gAY Ry il A 2 & Ty,
—JF]: TE ]Sl
(A) avipigdd A4 47 INT T - o Dealer S & AS
24 pdag ¥ v QJ52
fiex = =77 s * 643
" East | S koee: Brewm e 1002
pass v K974 N v A108
2a 2NT pass 3NT +5 @5 + AKJ108
pass pass X pass < 1053 & 76
pass = & J74
v 63
+ Q972
> Er 24 (%7 & ¥ - 2) % Q842
FONT 4 253 4 715 57 g
,}ﬁfeﬁ, LY r’ﬂﬁ__;}%&;,éfﬂg?g_ﬁ%ﬁ_ :%;}W#Ja—gr%f,’?;;:}‘rg\ 2NTaPEv

e gy T #F s fr1) pass 'F’S—«kﬂ g o — L&D

chzE o T et Ap 2L ONT 4Fee o

% 3NT T = ’ﬁéf] 10 IMPs -

(B) ik matpmr o ddaiir 26 i Dealer E
Bod3apIrd s BT o Fx
PO AHmEIT & & e NI
e T (ERF G M) £ & AJ94
el g o A B dopt B 3R . v J2
AR 200 @M AEA T 2

< AQ10874

SR 0 G 4eo s 7 i Eﬁ‘f“‘Jf’ .

& 765
v KQ76
+ QJ1065
® & K83
@ @ v A1083
6 + 9873
& K9
4 Q102
v 954
+ AK4
& 6532
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(5) w

E
(A) ?%’14?5»%?"4 ’ ’%?2‘7"3 AEFERL Dealer W 38505
I\ zk F- y g AL rd ™ T - o
HL T I S T o AKJ7
L d et % Q1053
Bl = km A B A & KQ973 & 64
v/ 0 v 109762
vics B Norn 1 cost 1 Soun JBSUCINR IR
m— e m— o & 97 & KJ8642
14 pass pass 20 4 A82
pass 2NT pass 3 : g\gggs
pass 4 pass 5¢ & A
X pass pass XX
pass pass =

l?"a 'ﬁ‘f{n 3 ﬂf\:ﬁ‘:b‘ ’ F\:B‘}

'

FEZE v L4 o g INT AL

L@ s 5 IR

A 5+"7P|§F]IJ:Q(§& TR P EEE ALY & & ¢ (4o
v UQH’? & I BA) T e PRt oo vk etk T
TR AL o dokk E ) @9 RIS A - o R

A\ﬁw 3 oe e » F
‘i&%‘“b"%? » B fé B

"‘.:_55 o P My o AR RS T

SRR Hoa s & - B e

_iﬁlﬁ> 2 ﬂ#’%ir'%pIiQ"}ngFﬁF'%J
+ o s ‘%,— °IF-,,§_$§JE ”h@’ﬂ’fh I G ede 2w |
(B) ;\\‘ }l_,‘ 6‘_ ’ _‘l ;}’T 3NT ’ 2)45\{}[" mﬁg‘!"' ’ gé Dea'erE & J52
B AT FEE o RETW o v ?1076
*
% A9762
Cvest B Noi B sas B soun IERENCARR RG]
pass + 1098 w + KQJ43
14 pass 2+ pass & KQ4 & 10
3NT pass pass = & 1093
v 83
+ A762
&% J853
‘g’:’z 60 pMEITY 2100 &) 2Q FES e FH ML REHEE
L wd a3 ApEETY a4 &7 e4 —}Lf@.”/‘frlg ‘/"ﬁ aA > WA &

KQ (Z R * $gBes? 3NT)» 4ok & § = 3612 ,;!,jf/z_#-f g T
A7 o Feb@e P w83 H oa m%gﬁ:tlur;\—frgg\‘
RO MNF AT e e A2k F RED A RN F o FRY
Fiviod o A W20 AV iR s gakdtA o ¥ — Ld L4 3NT &
3 FIT & “Jfl??féb“’]’;%ﬁﬁ)iﬁ*? c KR LA nFEES S SR
dw o AR ESEFT RO 8 .
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TR a 1B
TMPULSIVE’ ERRORS

A AN W I KN AN :'zﬁvfe—- FAGHEF Ly ERIEd o 4f

AR TR RN > ek f’rtﬂm g e - 5k fh’”ﬁz = *%fi“fr““”‘ i 'F%WM 0o
i&%’wéﬂzﬁ%ﬁw’emﬁ Bt e #’f"i’*' PHEE

Bridge is a game of logic, in the process however, we often play |t |mpulsively, or without
the “logic” reasonings, sufficiently, for various reasons of course. In Putonghua, we call it
“Numb Heads” or inexplicable errors. But should that occur in world championships? The
answer is an emphatic yes. Hamman observed that he would have made some 10 errors, all
counted, in a session of 16 boards. Some hands here:

(1) 2005 & = R £7F » &> 1/8 - F 3 F{cit F4p 8
2005 Venice Cup Quarter Finals, England vs Germany

Love All & J432 ERG LT P g
Dealer N : ,\&?(78 British East-West bidding

% 864 -ﬁI

pass pass

a9 & AK1065
v Q104 % v AK63 24 pass 2' pass
+ QJ10973 @S *2 2NT pass 3NT pass
& A109 & Q72 pass =

& Q87

v 952

+ 654

& KJ53

F[I{ L6 PP £ E B2 »Q ,T*u— e it o drk 2Q FfF o ESL D e 27 R
7oA frvQ AAGF oAk a g K FE oY @A B0 2 {8 210 29 2
vQ 7 E_ A i#ﬁ; » R ek fie o &%ﬂi%]: Boe v eo i 1/8 i—%mm E3]
FEE AT g SR RSP A 0 g b owdo %?\’* SA F
A QM eA GuiFRIT a P I v g aK FREL Y & KB RE
EET e Nt ado s EoBow o T - o V- AAFIFY BA 2v
Kwtp £ 111IMPs °

&6 was led, as long as %Q was played, 3NT must make as there would be 3 entries for
the 2 diamond tricks required irrespective of &K position. Somehow declarer played too
quickly or confidently or impulsively, had she counted to 9, or paused to consider entry
problem, she could only come to one answer, %Q. Anyway, South played Jack and
declarer won the trick with Ace, #Q followed taken by North who continued «, dummy
played low and South won by King to play the 3" & to dummy’s Q. There was now not
a single # trick! One down. Germany stopped in 2% in the other room, a swing of 11
IMPs.

-
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2) BoHLH e PR GBI D 2

Another “believe it or not’sample

Game EW # 76
Dealer S v QJs
+ J1064
& K1054
* s N % 109849
v v
+ AKQ92 ®s¢ + 87
& Q8762 & 3
» AKQJ32
v K7
+ 53
& AJ9

r$#4§’wgiz +AK’UA”\,9:" 26 E > P EH a1
g 44 T - @i fher oo g R 10 §o 08 2
;t+?'\4»”3£ ’f ?ﬁ#%\louj\i\“"—"ﬁé’* a10 v j{i#bi“6ﬂfr7’
AT A S G £ PR s-ahp Ak
R e N L AR T FEE

South played in 44 after competitive bidding and East hesitated to double or something.
West led #A then King, then %A and exited 6. From East’s point of view, the contract
must go one down, yet, after %10 won the 4t trick and played #6 from dummy, East
simply followed low, as was declarer, and that was it. Why not covering the #6? Too

heavy? Habit? Need a heart attack or give one?

T
b
o O

EH- B e (DM A05EIRETE L)
A 3RD case, Venice Cup

» Q9872
Sa”l‘e ESW v KQ83 |__East
caler + AQJ6 pass pass
& - 1v s pass pass
& A103 N & KJ654 X 2¢ X pass
v A543 v J7 2NT pass 3NT pass
ek QO e ;
% KJ83 ‘ % A42 pass -
-
v 1096
+ 10532
& Q109765
BT eQ ERM &K &( & g a3 At g f@jﬁﬂi a2 g
ad o PR 4 oo N TPLEEF 0 F A LNZ E a0 REIES Fo ok E
7 = ks (#A3)> fﬁ& g4 oA L1 a3 o mBAow o L F Ed T .
%'ﬂ %;Eﬁ/b’ll‘;’}gfig ’ fkﬁ-ﬂ'%"é fEI§§3ﬂ3 - l_k__l':

70 kiE S iED 6004 7 T
ol

1' Zle® o
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+Q was led, won by King. #3, North #2, dummy 4 !! That was the 9% trick. North
might swear South could have the #10, still carefulness is the virtue or difference that
distinguishes the good and the really good.

AP EE R g P P A
We next come to some good plays.

%~ J14 % K ltaly vs USA
Dealer S  # AK8532
v Jo7 %~ fld A g Bocchi (4 )
¢ 8 Bocchi, Italy was North

aos 52 g7 ~West | North | East N South |
14

v K85 @@ v 632
+ 9762 6 + A1053 pass 24 pass pass

% AK84 % J9 =

& 6

v AQ104
+ KQJ4

& Q1073

BIT w2 P A2 wQ (B ) A WK F 70 @AK 2 &4 L HEvg 0 &
Lgk g7 i 6A ek > Flow 730 o L3 ks (&r#&
¢-A F- 9w a2 ? e r’v”!@?]%Eﬁ—s—%i,__ oKQ H ) W E XTI HE D v
THRBERLEAEGHE T Xk v B gL 08 AR A Y owr2wasled

Queen from dummy (good play) and West won King who returned &AK and a 39 & for
partner ruff. East had a critical choice now, cash #A but declarer could have xxx in ¥,
or Hx, controlling the # suit? He opted for Hx and losing as declarer swiftly cashed 2
top trumps ensued by 3 winning ¥s discarding the .

T Y e
1e

The other room:

pass 14 pass 2
pass 2 pass pass
Brey & o ZE R Rodwell &P 0] > @t WK £ N e LK o i

B 4wl BRI Y 0 M EHAH A BT - o
Rodwell, USA was North, same lead but low from dummy, Ace, King and &3 as in the
other room. East though, had the clear, easy defense now of cashing out ®A, as wJ
was surely with declarer, 1down.
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China vs Portugal

Game All & J95
Dealer W v K107 -ﬁ-
+ AKQ5 2NT
AKA0743 < K84 5 X pass pass 3
ol & 4 X ass ass
v A9 Q. v Qussa2 e pass gass pas
+ 102 w + J9642
& A73 % 9
» Q86
v 54
+ 87
& QJ10652

FlI{ 8 At oQ ¥ iz aK PP E 0 aA L B, & 2 e B Ao
A HRGREA R 0 RS e R > A F T

+8 lead, North won Queen to return &K, dummy won Ace and ruffed a & before
exit. North won and could have killed the contract by returning a trump and cutting out
ruffs if needed. But he persisted a 34 &. Declarer trumped, leaving this cards ending:

& J95
v K107
+ A5
& -

& AK10743

)
v A9 @ v QJ86
. - w + J96

T

AL a0
BL* w6 Hrp o Aok TR
ER AR S T .
&> B {73 JJ‘%& °

Had declarer played 3 rounds of # now, he would have made the contract by
cross-ruffing the rest. Unfortunately, he played a # instead enabling South to discard a
# and ruffed the 3 round of # high misreading the spot trumps’ to go 1 light.

a3 - o> L8 & PFo X7
At P e G A 33 ant o e
L F 99 B, e R F 9wQJ Hrg

4 M
¥ wK T_i
Z_ % ;I!;—vb 'y

,/m_

TR BT B A 2e s AT
The Chinese bidding:

pass pass
1 ) pass 21! pass
pass =
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SCHEDULE
APRIL ~ MAY 2006

1 APRIL 2006
4 Tue Paul Jones 8
7 Fri IMP Pairs 8
8 Sat Open League 6
11 Tue April Pairs
18 Tue Open Team of Six 1
21 Fri Open Team of Six 2
25 Tue Open Team of Six 3
28 Fri Open Team of Six 4
29 Sat PABF Play-Off 1
30 Sun PABF Play-Off 2
1 MAY 2006
2 Tue Paul Jones 9
9 Tue Continuous Pairs 9
12 Fri IMP Pairs 9
19 Fri Ladder Team 9
26 Fri May Pairs
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