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AGM — Hong Kong Contract Bridge Association Limited

President Report 2003

The past bridge year was a disruptive one. The unfortunately SARS incident has caused a
suspension of our tournaments and activities for over a month. The annual Inter-city, originally
scheduled for early August, was also re-scheduled for the latter part of November.

With a revised tournament format, the attendance has improved over last year. Our total
membership was 319. We introduced new trials formats for the PABF Open Teams and found
that there are difficulties in implementation. Revision to the format will be necessary for
2004/5.

As the PABF Championships was also re-scheduled to late August, our youth team was
selected to represent Zone 6 in the World Junior Championship in Paris. The team had a
high-flying start but alas failed to maintain the momentum, finishing 9" out of 16. Three teams,
including Open, Youth and Senior, were sent to Manila for the 42"  PABF Championships.
The Open Team finished 9" out of 11. The Youth Team finished 3™ out of 6. The Senior Team
finished 4™ out of 9 and made the play-off for a berth to the Senior Bowl, unfortunately losing
to a much-stronger Indonesian team.

Locally, we continued to conduct classes and promotional activities at the grass-root level
jointly with the Leisure and Cultural Services Department (LCSD).

Thanks to the continuous kind support of AIA, we were able to host several student events
during the year with very good attendance. We hope that this will continue and build up the
momentum of the sport amongst the student community.

I wish to take this opportunity to thank all council and sub-committee members for the
hard work they put in during the year. | hope we will continue this co-operation spirit in the
coming year.

Anthony Ching
President 2003

New Officials of HKCBAL for 2003-2004

President: Anthony Ching Committee Members: Billy Szeto

Vice-President: Nancy Neumann Chan Yiu

Hon. Treasurer: Steve Wong Laurance Lo

Hon. Secretary: Benjamin Kwok Lawrence Lau
Sally Wang
Shirley Chang
W. K. Chan
Dicky W. K. Lai
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Captain Report

9th World Youth Bridge Team Championship ~ 18-28 August 2003
By Ringo Lee

In 2001, | was appointed by the council to take up the Head Coach of Hong Kong Youth team.
Basically, | have a belief “more players = higher standard”. | have been devoting my personal
time for the youths. | felt satisfactory on the results and | believed | have achieved my personal
goal.

Before going into the details of the report, | would like to thank 01/02 and 02/03 council to
appoint me as the coach and npc of youth (and youth ladies), mentors including Anthony Ching,
David Chan, Samuel Wan and SS Bux have also contributed a lot on the trainings.

And the most important of all, who really create the change, are the supporters of youths: the
Youth Development Fund. The organizers: Nancy Neumann, Shirley Chang, Shirley Chiang,
Shirley Hui and the sponsors are deserved for our highest respect. Without them, | don’t think
we can achieve the results that we had achieved. Although Hong Kong Youth still have a long
way to go, and this is exactly why Youth Development Fund is so important in developing
Youths.

Selection

More or less the same as last year, the selection trial was aimed at recruiting about 12 players,
and from the 12 players, of which 2 pairs were selected by appointment. | should pick the best
team to both PABF and World Junior. The core players of my ideal team include WK Lai, Yau
Ngai and Henry Wong. However, Yau Ngai cannot attend the World Junior (noticed by the
beginning of this year). The partnership of WK Lai and KF Mak seems to be the most solid
pair. The preparation of Henry Wong and Samuel leong seems not sufficient. The question
went to the third pair between LH Chin-CH Leung and Alick Ng- YC Lai. They are very close
(even in the trial), but talking about experience and character, | believed that Ng-Lai will have
the better confident both for myself and the teammates.

Strength and Weakness

With very limited experience in World Junior, | believed that to fight against European teams
and US are very difficult. Famous players like Di Bello Brothers, Lo Presti and Mazzadi from
Italy, de Tessieres, Bessis brothers from France, Mignocchi from US are brilliant (but not
undefeatable) in declaring and defense. Not far from now, they will surely be one of the best
international players in the world scene.

Before going to Paris, | understood and believed that one of the most important skills that | am
confident in is slam bidding. Declarer play and defense standards should not be much inferior
than the others. However, results showed that slams are the place that we lost the most victory
points.

As an evaluation, | think we can improve the content of training in the following aspects:

1. | think the major reason for the mistakes we committed is experience, the experience in
play-off against strong teams. The experience of play-off with strong team can build up
confidence, stamina and durance. These are the characters that we are not sufficient.
We might take the chance of playing a berth of ladder A in some of the inter-club events in
China. Say Guangzhou invitation.

2. Mentorship was proved to be successful. But most of our partnerships are short (at most
1 year compare with 5-8 years for European teams) and inexperience in handling new
circumstances. Mentorship may start with young pairs to have more rooms to improve in
partnership and understanding. | believed partnership is the area that we are far behind
the European and the US teams.

3. Experience and familiarization of the team with the NPC. Other than the mentorship, the
NPC must know their team well despite all kind of barriers. In this aspect, | think players
should have given their preference towards training than mentorship.

4. Formal trainings should be given to those aged around 18-19 with a regular partner and
this is also the rationale behind the training for secondary schools.
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Countries Lai-Mak |Wong-leong| Ng-Lai . o
The final score of the round robin is as

cTP 25 25 follows:

Uruguay 22 22

USA1 25 25

Chile 25 25 Denmark 299 CHK 220

Egypt 19 19 USA2 290.5 Thailand 199

Thailand 12 12 Italy 286 Egypt 194

Australia 11 11

Denmark 4 4 Poland 275 CTP 187

Italy 4 4 France 269 USA1 1645

France 16 16 N 264 A ia 150

Canada 10 10 orway ustralia 15

USA2 8 8 England 241 Chile 142.5

England 15 15 Canada 235 Uruguay 99.5

Poland 11 11

Norway 13 13

Total Vps 165 147 128

Aver Vps 15 14.7 14.2

+/- IMPS 0.37 -0.11 -0.18

Although Lai-Mak pair has the best performance among the 3 pairs, with an average of +7.4
IMPS/round which is lower than what we expected +15 IMPS/round. While Wong-leong
scored —2.2 IMPS against expected +8 IMPS. Ng-Lai has an —3.6 Vs expected -5 and is the
only pair performed better than what | expected.

The qualifiers of the round robin had scored at least 18.3VPs/round. Even if we have
performed as expected, | think we will be something around 260-265 VPs, in which case we
can achieve the position of 6-7. But 9" in the world is a respectable result and is just in line
with my expectation.

Captain Report

42" PABF Championship ~ August 29 to September 7, 2003
Youth Team by Ringo Lee

Selection

The 42™ PABF Youth Team was basically selected in late April because of SARS (and was
approved by the council that 2 different teams will be sent to World Championship and PABF)
and it is composed of 6 young boys without any international experience except Chin Lok Hang.
The NPC for the team is Ringo Lee and the coach for them is Mr S.S. Bux.

Training

As a matter of fact, the 6 players were green in bridge, and they don’t even have the necessary
skills, which | thought is very basic. Moreover, it is a real difficulty to get the team into a good
form within very short period of time because of a withdrawal of an original player because of
his contract renewal, and 2 new partnerships were formed in July. Although it is very unlikely
to defend the Champion with such young and green players, trainers like Anthony Ching, David
Chan and S.S. Bux have contributed a lot of their precious time in training up the team. With
very limited time for PABF team, | don't think | was very fluent with all of them.

Page 5

1100y ureided 1Joday urelded 1loday ueided

1loday urelded



Format

There were 6 teams participating in the 42th PABF Youth Series: The Philippines, Chinese
Taipei, Indonesia, Japan, Singapore and Ourselves. The team which finished the first at the
end of the third round robin is the winner. To arrange the line-ups, | tried to maximize the
chance of defending the championship by setting up some assumptions:

1. Regarding personal skills, experience and winning tactics, | believed that Chin-Leung pair
is the outstanding pair, Fung-Lau is the second and Ng-Wong is the third, and my
expectation is about +15, +7 and +/-0 imps respectively (with respect to this year’s
standard). With a total of 15 matches to go, | supposed the number of sessions should
be 12, 11 and 7. If this came to be true, our average will be around 19VPs, and would
turned out to be first or second.

2. Atfter 1RR, some adjustment might be changed depends on the result of the 1RR and also
the partnership.

Results

Despite the unpromising score of Chin-Leung pair, the team had a good result in 1RR
compared with my expectation, we rank 1st at the end of the 1% round robin. Although the
result of Fung-Lau pair is the best, it seems the skill set they acquired is better for weaker
teams and did show some instability against better opponents. Ng-Wong pair is stable but not
out-performing. Chin-Leung was quite disappointed in the match against Chinese Taipei, and
seems to have some misunderstanding in high level biddings.

Datum: 1°"RR Indo [ Sing CT [ Japan [ Phi Total
Chin-Leung -17 +23 -43 +27 -10
+imp +9 +55 +24 +48 +136
-imp -26 -32 -67 -21 -146
Fung-Lau +11 +49 +39 +99
+imp +27 +66 +61 +154
-imp -16 -17 -22 -55
Ng-Wong -1 +41 +18 +58
+imp +30 +53 +34 +117
-imp -31 -12 -16 -59
Total -6 +72 -44 +68 +57 +147

2RR is a nightmare for us, the objective for this RR, was to draw the strongest teams, which is
Chinese Taipei and Indonesia and to win against weaker teams. The schedule of the RR is
Phi, CT, Japan, Indonesia and Sing respectively. Fung-Lau and Ng-Wong are the pairs sent
for the 1% match, but misunderstanding arises in Fung-Lau pair and they are off for 2" match.
Ng-Wong is off for the 3 and the real disaster came with the 4™ match against Indonesia which
we lost 2-25.  Another big negative datum scored by the Chin-Leung pair again which | cannot
understand up to now. All 3 pairs did not perform well in the 2RR, and they performed poorly
in the matches against Phi (Fung-Lau), Japan (Chin-Leung), Indonesia (Chin-Leung and
Ng-Wong) and Singapore (Ng-Wong).

Datum: 2" RR Indo Sing CT [ Japan Phi Total
Chin-Leung -56 -5 -3 -64
+imp +15 +36 +37 +88
-imp -71 -41 -40 -152
Fung-Lau +12 +38 -26 +24
+imp +37 +58 +23 +118
-imp -25 -20 -49 -94
Ng-Wong -20 -22 +4 +45 +7
+imp +20 +27 +37 +62 +146
-imp -40 -49 -33 -17 -139
Total -76 -10 -1 +35 +19 -33
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After the 2RR, we dropped to the 3" place 34VPs and 9VPs behind Indonesia and Singapore
and 25VPs ahead of Taipei. In 2RR, the skills of the Ng-Wong were known by the opponents
and supposed that they would only have 2 more matches, that is Phi and Japan.

The crucial matches of the 3RR are 1% and the 4™ against Sing and Indonesia. We needed
to get big swings.

Datum: 3*RR Indo Sing CT | Japan Phi Total
Chin-Leung -62 -8 +33 +38 +1
+imp +11 +40 +60 +56 +167
-imp -73 -48 -27 -18 -166
Fung-Lau +5 +16 -3 +18
+imp +34 +49 +29 +112
-imp -29 -33 -32 -94
Ng-Wong -5 -15 -7 -27
+imp +23 +27 +31 +81
-imp -28 -42 -38 -108
Total -57 +8 +28 -18 +31 -8

The datum of the 3 pairs are (+/-imps):  Chin-Leung -8.1
Fung-Lau +15.7
Ng-Wong +3.8

VP: RR Indo Sing CT Japan Phi Total
1RR 15 25 9 25 24 98
2RR 2 14 14 21 20 71
3RR 6 16 20 12 19 73
Total 23 55 43 58 63 242

As shown from the datum, 2 of the 3 pairs are above the average cross the field and they
performed better than my expectation. However, Chin-Leung are the most disappointed pair
but they played against Indonesia 3 times and they scored —135 imps in total or —12.3imps on
average. Discount the matches against Indonesia, their datum is +4.2 which is still 10.8 imps
behind my expectation. Hope they can work on the bidding style and their trust. Some of their
mistakes are really ridiculous.

Conclusion

As | have mentioned many times,

1)
2)
3)

4)

5)

6)

The first and most important element of winning a RR is stability.

Fixed partnership is beneficial to the team to save time for training. Under my coaching
or captaining, | will not allow to change partnership.

Selection trials should be arranged at the earliest possible period for better preparation,
and | think HKCBAL is doing very well these years. At least, we are capable of sending 2
different teams to WBF and PABF.

Coach must have the absolute power over the team’s discipline, training and selection to
ensure the best line ups against different teams. Captain must have better
understanding on the players but on the contrary, players have to know their captain well.
One of the very important elements of success is funding. Thank again, from the bottom
of my heart, the patronage, organizers and the volunteers who contributed to the Youth
Development Fund. Without any of you, | believed we have to search for players to form
a team like 4 or 5 years ago.

Youngsters who is eager in representing Hong Kong as a youth or ladies player, there is
no short cuts, improve your skills in declaring, bidding, defense, hand evaluation. Don't
waste your talent.
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2003 Baling Cup Invitat)i@n Tournament

55 YT R PR AT RS - HE T PR - PR DA & BFTARET- ¢
fL HM B i Jpﬁww@ ﬁw > 7 J ST IMP ST R o e AR
éﬂvrﬁ By ) o FHIFERETVRIN 278 > SSfE- [WIRR F“Erf“@@ﬂ%ﬁ%?*i%f jﬁw %:waw
I ? é@%' P *ﬁ’*ﬁ‘“'“ﬂw o HYH N = fiEig ST AR O Y
jﬂrg%; LR i o frriza i»%ﬂ*ﬁkmufﬂgﬂﬁv s
f ‘?
ThIS year’s competition was held in the historic city, Jiaheng with 24 teams participating divided into 4 sections.
2 top teams would qualify for further play for the Cup, the rest went for a Swiss Consolation. In our section,
Shanghai came 1% while we and the Canadian Hing Nam Team tied 2" on VPs but we had fewer IMPs gained
and missed the cut. This Canadian Team went on to win the tournament undefeated. | guess there must
be reasons for our failure and full concentration on each deal could prove vital as we had experienced here;
any under-trick could have carried us through, our usual standard of play at the CBA also appeared lacking.
Here are some of our bad hands; would we have erred, normally?

e [F'EJB”/:F SV LRy

@ & K10
¥ AK10 SFH*ﬁ'ﬂDTJE RN EN R
+ Q542 Klmsu Provmce their b|dd|ng
& K954
& 372 I & QJ43
¥ Q6 ¥ Jo5 pass INTq pass
+ (K?J83 - + 106 pass 24 pass 2"
&gz L | & aqrs pass 3w pass 4%
pass pass pass
= 23222 (1) 13~15 points
* A97
2 10

F‘"’Sf * g H] €Q HE € Z #A T 10 = F Ko UH] BA HE|T &Q - FE4K Pa » IRi% 9%
PPEPIR T3 HETE 2 P RL A 2 g 922 BRI Tl S5 RIS ufm ﬁw
I 5o 1) (e 2 R % a1 5 BTN & (- HOpZ) - T @

[P [piAE 1% 12 IMPs -

West led a Diamond, dummy’s Q won, next was another # to hand’s Ace for a & play, won by East’s
Ace who exited with #»Q; declarer ruffed followed by 2 top trumps and a # exit. What should East
play? Ruff or discard? Well, | almost couldn’t believe my own eyes when East threw a low # while
retaining the # pips. Sure enough, the contract was made and we lost 12 IMPs.

()  (RLETIRE - 532 fli#  Same match:

& Q9865
V. FE B 1eb > 5 14 > Vipipd PII@HJ v -
+ 198642 54» HINFIzs > ﬁ"*ﬁrﬂ‘?‘&fﬁﬂ['f# f‘/ Q #i FIF'LJ
& 104 = %*’VFZE i/[” W BESRIEI PUSE > E T
& K10 I— & 10732 sy A [
¥ QJ7532 ¥ A10864
# K3 ‘ » 40 After South opened 1#+ and North responded 14. E-W
& KJI3 L 1 &5 came in with %, North bid 54 to end the auction. What
» Al would you lead as East? | surely would lead partner’s
¥ K9 suit if | had K or Q there but refrain in the case of Ace.
# A1075
o5 AQ765
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Lt #yi'%” v FLRED 5 g« SRR RS 5 BRI TR - LT ET ] W
7 g'bl:u EEUIE A’ E?ﬂiy e pl- =FWL[ 3NT f I#ﬁ B o ,yﬁ% ) ukﬁlgj?,iﬂ?@ o 7 i ;: E%g[; )
(ol gis Sf & oM BREE o SN IS IR AR 6:24 M LH'?‘/T@H#%W %IP\' c FIE pl*

East actually led small ¥, why? | have noidea! Any non-heart lead here would defeat the contract.
3NT was reached in the opposing room for another loss on the board, perhaps it was luck. Perhaps

one should lead
couldn’t qualify.

or # under the circumstances.

It was a big 6:24 loss and the chief reason we

& 76
:22;‘4 *ﬂj@igllJ LT ANT JIE INT 57 158 > o[ IPE‘?
& 1730 T” 125 e 2 fﬁ’f&' H,‘Eﬁiﬂ [H“* 44%”&{[%5/
# 852 a A3 ? 1NT 7 ° % v . }%%U Ellis OK
¥ K2 ¥ Q10853 oo A P ?‘7 I
+ 032 + QJ107 Both Norths declared 1INT. | thought it was a easy make
& A96 & 108 on any lead but our declarer did go 1 off. At our table, #Q
& KQ1094 was led and presented no problem.
¥ o7
* K6
< KQ54
F'J}‘E,‘l ’ ,l I;\J‘ = *[ PAE) Lllﬂi 3NT T EJ;T"F’I o ::'_"J}‘E,‘IW’ FP_:"#/{'_;E%LT :jr" 1o

In thls next hand, N-S had only 20 HCPs yet 3NT was on, pretty bad luck.

Bidding at our table :

& 32
pass ¥ 042
pass 1+ 1 2NT * AK987
pass 34 pass 3NT & QU9
X pass pass & 764 # AQ108
¥ Aks7 ¥ s
+ Q43 + J105
5 ATy F’T’ WK ([T B8 T . & 872 2 & K1063
E A= a2 g RS o EF’&F BT i & KJ95
& > ulj g< SHURIRES - ¥ Q1063
| was West and led WK, had | switched to 48 the ; 224
contract might have been defeated but in actual play,

| led the #, partner’s suit and all too late now.
The board was passed out in the other room.

FET ) BURIZE] INT  IEIREY RS IR RS

Many 3NT contracts got slipped through due to difficult defense card-reading, witness this sample:

» AK6
¥ Q1054
+ J8

& AQ85

& QJ10543
W K72

* 6

% 1043

& 0872
¥ 9%

# Q1093
& K92

W/ RUTEREUSKE: el SaTaial i il

Where should the 5" defensive come here, hard isn't it?

WIS AQ PEERRERT” 30 [ AL T2 I
3:3[};: [ﬂ[wyl_fgio ﬁg [HITJYFI TRL o T LR ‘7 = Fﬂ%i}[l
'H o PSS Ry

#Q was led, won by declarer who played 4J, ducked by
South would be best and if not, a # exit would be
required. Anyway, both appeared difficult and the
contract was made.
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I PBEH - ST AL -

| was West and the bidding at our table was INT pass
pass pass pass

24500 FOPULRLTE L] 34 B o i
I think a better sequence will be East doubles after South’s 34.

EPEARTE T BRI A T g e (ORLEIAE -
Good bidding |n balancing position is a sign of strong partnership. Same match against Kimsu
Province.

& K85
¥ 10643
+3
& KQJ73
& AJ43 & Q1072
¥ 5 ‘ ¥ Akos pass
4 108742 # KJ6 pass pass 1+ pass
= 86 2 % 92 pass ?
& 96
¥ Q2
# AQ95
& A1054
HiRET R <F [l Aces 7 BEPL (2 ) T pNEEIRY 14 Vi m‘ , *u,[flﬂ rggﬁ"l' ) My AT %Fvigmﬂ%ss W=
& HT AN 18 G- o bl JIFRE T OINT i 'ﬁ’ﬁ%_?’}%* LSRN E_l e f1 4 IMPs -

When South refused to open or came in at his 2™ turn, his partner North on the same strain perhaps,
was unwilling to balance either, a loss seemed inevitable. At the other table, INT went 1 down on 45
lead.

RIS OARGE 254 Wi PPag RS by B SIS T E R BT

Those were my views why we had lost and hopeful of less errors in future tournaments. We had good ones

too:

(7) S Hrpe 2l Against the eventual champs, Canada Hing Nam:

& KJ10963
L V!
# AKS
& Al
pass pass
vie . v Sios 4 = s pass
# QJ1093 + 6 pass
& 652 L | & KQ109873
& 72
¥ Q98732
+ 7542
23N
& 3
[ 86 455 B~ 7 & o UGS, &7 > o
T MA 4Q F/}J}H’Pa" [ T?IH’ Fifis +Q F (Fiat b

t ?%ﬁﬁli > E'uww [ i
}-PJ &K (éfpg ~JEI J=Frettys ﬁr;p,] gl T M Ty g = i&glﬁf
T JTF R RS
06 was led, declarer won and continued with s and & ruff.
Then small #. After long thoughts, West rose with Ace and
gave partner his ruff when declarer covered #Q with K.
East perhaps ignoring partner’ s signal for a higher ranked
return, safely exited in <=3. As aresult, West was squeezed,
thrown-in at this ending.

R

Irrelevant

et

e X
Sm
1

eag?d
P ~O
©
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bl IR L] See W’JD%%% CHEE Ad T2E S FURRIfE 9 IMPs o [NGHRY- S - T 8
IMPs -

Teammates sacrificed in 5&(X) in the other room when 4# was not on, so a 9 IMPs loss turned to fair
gain with a defensive slip or safe play.

(8) kLS Hpar TR o PO RR - KT
Same match. Their West was super-safe and never entered the bidding.
3 f)égm 25 g AP The bidding at our table:
4 82
2 A8 1
- & 753 pass 1 pass 26
¥ As53 ¥ Jo4 pass 4dén pass pass
# A1075 * KQ963 pass
& 1109543 : & KQ
& AQ82
¥ KQs7
* J4
2 762

FIT KRR o bl R U RIS 5@ RESTTRS o PR W09 O ik

[it7} S~ 5@ ﬁﬁﬂ%‘"ﬁﬁl o [FHEE 11 IMPs  (750-200=550) -
#K was led and 2 down. Our E-W bid the cards to 5#(X). With East declaring and ¥J9 in good
position, both 5 and 5# were undefeatable. We won 11 IMPs.

(9) ETPiEIT- ﬁ'ﬁﬁl Against Kiangsi

& K4

¥ 043 F6 LRy o T (S ET P

+ 105 " il ﬁﬁ _

& AQJ1092 | was South and the bidding:
A Jo6 4+ & 0853
¥ k1087 ¥ 652 () 14 X
* 4 # AJ9876 pass 24 pass 2%
o 86543 & pass b pass 6NT

& A1072 pass pass pass

¥ AQ9

+ KQ32

& K7

FII5 4 ﬁﬂfj\%ﬁ[’pffg%@ SN S B TN ATE T e PP R TR W 18 T
#4 was led. This contract was always making: if East ducked the #A, dummy could be entered with
& for another # play and trick.

G- UH] #A &5 o [l W6 THH] WA E[EE #KQ o HEL & BN RES S RN ¢
S F,’sr A7 HELEY 0. bl fTPL 6o BFITY F{r,’zﬁ}”*jﬁ’w °

East won and switched to ® as in actual play, | would pop up Ace and a double squeeze developed with
East guarding # and West #. None could cope with # being the 12" trick. 6+ failed in the other
roomon a # ruff.

HESRE | L2 poRdifl fﬁ'ﬁ?ﬁ]ﬁffﬁ%ﬁij}ﬁ(ﬁ%’z ) “HF'F]K Bt
And at the end of the day, our goods and bads evened out but we missed the cut.
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H’El%‘—:“ I@ﬁd
f& F@L [ , I&[Fﬂ“lyﬂ"‘ °

S 5 PR AT 5T A TSR R R L A

In the pairs event, our pair qualified 1% entering the final but in the ensuing 48 boards we had some bad
boards. | hope we can improve on them in the future.

(1) HHIT- Iy F” i 5L 1#‘5 Board 5, | was South holding

& AJ10
¥ 9752
# KQ10
& 952

Ly
The bidding:

pass pass
1w pass pass ?

VT FlBERLAL 2 SSANEET B F'LI"JDFFE CEUEFESPANT g7 ) o Rl =L 248 W’JD[’%} U
Should | pass or bid? On the principle of balancing, | doubled (INT would have been better), partner
bid 2# and was doubled, the cards:

# 9875
¥ A863
* 92

& K104

& K64

L o}

# J864

s AB76
* Q32
¥ K104
# A753
& QJ3

& AJ10

¥ 9752

# KQ10

& 052

FIZY W FRECS W o S5 HT 4 2 s # {’ﬁ 2 JTHYE| - B
s j*ﬁl C BRI @ o R RN > S -

W et ) - rﬁgﬁ e e s
?@Tﬁaﬂrﬁf 1w iz 1e Ubgrny (g mu;jﬁ
N £ S JJE?ﬁji)
¥ was led and continued, giving the contract a chance as #
were not attacked for ruff. Later 2 rounds of trumps were
played with # still unscathed; anyway, the contract was 1
down for a bottom when making it a top. Partner commented
that | should have passed 1% while | thought declarer, a very
good player would make it hence my balance.

() NPERE - NBER  eE

& K94
¥ 1053
* 75
& AJ532

P
The bidding:

RLVT FiBLRLALR 2 Hr 1259 )

Pass or bid?
and the hands were:

E-W VUL and East was dealer, you held:

pass pass
24y X pass ?

(1) Precision

IE[I)E/\B»;] LIIEEIF% E"E > WL W—L?Q ’ ’\/f—\._ﬁf\{‘j’]# l’[—' l“l%‘\'};ﬁjﬂpj\ :

| chose to pass and the contract was made when the defense slipped. Another bottom,

*3

& A1032 — & 75
¥ A7 » W J42

+h KQ9864 S o 107

& QI86
¥ KQ9s6
+ AK106
E.

& K94
¥ 1053
# 75

o AJ532
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Captain Report

42" PABF Championship ~ August 29 to September 7, 2003
Open Team by Wong Kon

HK Open Team Selection
The 2003 Hong Kong PABF Open Team was selected through several keen competitions. After
the play-off (Alan Sze team VS Lawrence Lau Team) was completed. The following team was
formed to represent Hong Kong in Philippines.
Non-Playing Captain: Wong Kon
Players: Flora Wong (FW) & Patrick Yum (PY)
Chan Wai Kit (WK) & Lawrence Lau (LL)
Daniel Chui (DC) & Laurance Lo (LLO)

Practicing & Training

Due to SARS effect, 2003 42" PABF CHAMPIONSHIPS was postponed from July to 28" August.
On the time being, these 3 fixed partnerships training through HKCBA regular tournaments,
Internet OK Bridge and regular practice 60 boards on Flora Wong home every Saturday.

Objective

Our objective is learning, improve & enjoy Bridge. We trusted playing without pressure, improve
bridge skill, learning from mistakes and avoiding argument during tournament would gain the most
valuable experience as well as our wish.

Championship Format

There were 11 teams participating in 42™ PABF Championships Open Series on 28-Auguest to
8-September in Philippines, namely, Australia, China, Chinese Taipei, Indonesia, Japan, Macau,
Malaysia, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand and Hong Kong. Two complete round robins of
20-board matches will determine the final ranking of each country.

Results

Although we have a good start on the first match, won 23:7 against Malaysia, but we lost to China
7:23. On the 2™ day, we also lost to Australia 8:22, after we were able to fight back by winning
Singapore 19:11, but we lost 3 matches consecutively. On 9 round, we fight to Japan win 17:13,
but 10 and 11 round lost to Indonesia 9:21and China Taipei 5:25 .After 1RR, we are total gain 122
VP. 2" RR — 1% match, we are against Australia but lost 12:18, and draw to China Taipei 15:15.
After 4 matches, we lost more, only gain 39 VP. Although 7 round we won Philippines 22: 8, but
other 3 matches, we still lost. As a result, 2RR we only collect 106 VP. Overall we finished 9" with
a total of 228VP, average of 11.4 VP per match.

Overall
Vs 1RR | 1IRR RR1
1|2 |3|4|5|6|7]|8|9]|10]|11 |Ad.| VP |Rank 'A\‘YPG
1 Philippines 151513 | 5 |18 |18 (13| 4 |13 |24 138 8 13.8
2 Thailand 14 15|11 | 6 | 22 24 116|119 (22| 6 155 7 15.5
3 Singapore 51011 |11 13| 6 |16 |14 |17 | 7 110 | 10 11.0
4 Australia 6 | 16 | 22 11|20 9 |14 | 25|18 | 23 164 4 16.4
5 China 14 | 23 18|11 | 5 |21 |17 |16 | 8 | 25 158 6 15.8
6 Malaysia 7 6 13| 6 | 2 |12 |14 |11 |12 2 85 11 8.5
7 HongKong | 23| 7 8 [19| 8 |12 14117 | 9 5 122 9 12.2
8 [Chinese Taipei| 16 | 14 | 19 |24 |25 |25 | 4 | 7 6 | 25 165 3 16.5
9 Indonesia 24 120 |19 |17 |24 | 25| 25 21 21|23 219 1 21.9
10 Japan 2515|1517 (19|10 | 16 | 23 | 13 7 160 5 16.0
11 | ChinaMacau | 16 | 15 (24 |12 | 19 |17 |14 |16 | 9 | 24 166 2 16.6
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Vs 2RR |2RR | 1RR | Total T
an
1(2(3|4 6|7 |8 |9 |10]11 |Adj.| VP |[Rank|C/O| VP
1 Indonesia 16| 25|24 25|14 |15|15|23 |23 186 219 | 405 1
2 | ChinaMacau |21 (19|17 (15|10 1615|1015 | 7 145| 7 |166| 311 7
3 | Chinese Taipei| 16 | 15| 25 | 20 18|14 |12 25| 7 |19 171 | 3 |165| 336 3
4 Australia 18|23 |20 2025|113 |15|15|10| 11 170 | 4 |164 | 334 4
5 Japan 23|18 22 |25|25(17|15| 5 [15| 4 169 | 5 |160| 329 5
6 China 10 25(20(18|19|16 |18 |20 |20 |25 191 | 1 |158 | 349 2
7 Thailand 20|12 |10|10|20| 4 19|25|25|22 167 | 6 |155| 322 6
8 | Philippines 7|7 |4(15/24|11| 8 |20 25| 8 129 | 8 |138| 267 8
9 | HongKong |12|15|13| 6 |12 22 9|3 |12 106 | 9 |122| 228 9
10| Singapore |14 |11 10| 2| 0|22]|10 18 96 | 10 | 110 | 206 | 10
11 Malaysia 9 |14 810|128 (11|21 1 2194 | 11 | 85 179 11
Datum (by PAIRS):
WK+LL (A) DC+LLO (B) PY+FW (C)
+ | - | Net] vp | + - [ Net ] vP [ + | - [ Net]| vp
1 MAL 31 41 -10 23 73 21 52 23
2 CHN 18 36 -18 7 18 42 -24 7
3 AUS 25 39 -14 8 27 57 -30 8
4 SIN 50 44 6 19 42 31 11 19
5 THI 28 47 -19 8 18 47 -29 8
6 PHI 37 42 -5 12 20 31 -11 12
7 SIT OUT
8 MAC 52 46 6 14 40 56 -16 14
9 JPN 31 24 7 17 31 24 7 17
10 IND 27 32 -5 9 15 39 -24 9
11 CTP 20 36 -16 5 12 53 -41 5
226 | 282 236 | 282 153 | 224
RR1 Sub-total -56 12.1 -46 12.4 -71 12.0
1 AUS 37 36 1 12 19 39 -20 12
2 CTP 42 23 19 15 27 42 -15 15
3 MAC 50 22 28 13 24 50 -26 13
4 IND 34 64 -30 6 28 47 -19 6
5 CHN 36 39 -3 12 25 38 -13 12
6 JPN 22 59 -37 2 11 59 -48 2
7 PHI 45 15 30 22 32 19 13 22
8 SIT OUT
9 MAL 44 42 2 9 19 57 -38 9
10 THI 29 49 -20 3 24 83 -59 3
11 SIN 36 61 -25 18 33 27 6 18
223 | 226 231 | 289 163 | 356
RR2 Sub-total -3 11.7 -58 11.7 -193 10.3
Overall Net IMP -59 -104 -264
No. of match played 13 14 13
IMP/match -4.5 -7.4 -20.3
Average VP gained 11.9 12.1 1.1
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From this datum, the average VP gained by each pair was very close but unfortunately, no one
exceeded our team expectation — average more than 15 VP per match.

Conclusion

All of us enjoyed the tournament and learnt much from this valuable experience. We summarize a
few new findings to share with all of you:

1.

2.

3.
4,

Trust your system and partner: when in doubt, think more about partner difficulty before

further actio

n.

Do not discuss and think about last mistake during match. You never find the same error that
will happen again in the same match. Discussion with partner during the match may bring
uncomfortably for both sides.
Don’t be angry when partner make some mistakes.
Do not creat any illusion as partner doesn’t know.

In general, result of Hong Kong Team in 42" PABF CHAMPIONSHIPS is unsatisfactory.
However, Hong Kong Open Team has already tried their best. | hope that HK team can improve

their performance much next year.

for other international events.

S

Fr %f‘, £

I wish Hong Kong open team to have better result next year
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