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HKCBA Inter-city Bridge Championships 2004

The HKCBA Inter-city Bridge Championships will be held from 10 to 15 August 2004 at
the Hotel Miramar. The tentative schedule will be:

August 10" Opening Ceremony & Welcome Buffet Luncheon (noon)
August 10" to 12™ Teams Qualifying Rounds
August 11" IMP Pairs (19:30)
August 12" Happy Hour Continuous Pairs (18:30)
August 13" Teams Quarter-finals (13:00)
Open Pairs Qualifying (13:00 - 23:00)
August 14" Teams Semi-finals (13:00)

Teams Final (21:30)
Swiss Team (12:00 - 23:30)
August 15" Swiss Pairs (12:00)
Open Pairs Finals (12:00)
Teams Final (11:00)
Victory Dinner & Prize Presentation (19:45)

The entry fees for HKCBA Ltd. members will be:

Open/Ladies Teams HK$4,500 per team

Youth Teams HK$1,200 per team

IMP Pairs/Swiss Pairs HK$200 per pair

Open Pairs Qualifying HK$300 per pair

Open Pairs Final HK$200 per pair

Continuous Pairs HK$200 per pair (inclusive of HH)
Swiss Team HK$1,000 per team

Registration for the pairs and Swiss team events will be accepted at the venue during the
tournament. Teams who are interested in the Open, Ladies or Youth series must register with
the association on or before 31 May 2004. There will be no trials for the Ladies Teams. We will
guarantee 2 Youth teams in the Open series and the rest will play in their own section if the
remaining entries in the category exceed 7. We can, at this point, guarantee 8§ positions for the
Open series. If the number of registered teams exceeds 8, there will be a trials, to be held in
June. All registered players must be HKCBA Ltd. members and all accepted teams must pay
the entry fees on or before 15 July 2004.

If there is a trials for the Open series, the tournament fee will be HK$320 per team per
session. The winner of the trials will receive a 50% discount on the entry fee while the 1%
runners-up will receive a 20% discount. Registration should be sent to HKCBA Ltd. either by
fax to 2523-7782 or by email to florawwm(@netvigator.com; or hkcbaadm@hkcba.org.
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END-GAME PLAYS IN BRIDGE

AR Ac R BT ahd e S o & Hﬁfmﬁ e B R ffj\m LreiE R
Prul B R A kTR~ o d TR g e g B R Ik 6 o
BEARE O o ANE - BRI F R (TRERFO - R LEBR %\) :

As we know, there have been many books on squeeze and end-game plays, but in
real life, not as many players could put their knowledge into practice, parficularly in
defense. Many of the end-game errors have helped in declarers’ course and got
thrown in or other forms of end plays. Here are several illustrations; many expert
players have difficulfies in this area too.

(1) %2+ = B L4H%F P 257 B 429PABF — Japanvs China.

PABREYESE > T EEESFAEP o &25’?3&57%%@1%& » & IR (P
A ;ja_ilJﬁMé— oo R 425 fr 624 KR Wfe st 218 0
BIFHET o Taie (P AT W) LB PP AL FIBIHAELA
o4 AR BB

Japan was the defending champion and favorites, in the double round robin
preliminaries they were lying 2" all the way fill the last day where they lost badly
to China and Chinese Taipei 4:25 and 6:24 and dropped to the 5™.  In the match
against China, their North was not defending perfectly, possibly due to tiredness
at the end of a tense tournament.

Lw g hedk R E A 4.34
. . L 4
Board 14, you are North, holding: o AKQ84
- & KQ954
v J#g
Bidding :
PAss PAss
2NT | pass 3e PAss *2NT = 20-21
Aw (all pass)
7T oK [ I £ g - 873
+K was led, dummy went down as: v Q109843
106

Pl d o2 (B #cE ) et B9 % 86

Partner played #2, odd number of cards. How would you contfinue?

Th S g4k WK & ok e @773 0 B3 k2 4F aQJII0x
|<J10x’£‘7a 2A ﬂ”ﬁrﬁ:‘f%if.aiozf:@‘“év’ﬂ%"ﬁ’l%ll‘ff“»iﬂ%l 'FE‘@‘?F&
a N BA P o FHRY AR A F d ’
NFLFET S FHR G Sk ; &= ATy
ZEMIL aASKD T e RS a)
T R e
FEwmEHRs PR E

”ﬁ i ;lga“’r’u.;.A T_A ’;’%
’};}l%%“?\ p:ﬂbrjs ¢ o &

4r £
AAET TR RADEG oAk F Rl ek R
e
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(2)

Partner had at most 4 points, if there was K or &K , there could be no defense,
your side had chance only if partner had #QJ10x or #KJ10x, or %A, so where
should the 4" defensive trick come? In actual play, North continued cashing
A and the 39 trick #K. That would be the correct defense if he had 3 cards in s,
but he had only 2; so, declarer won with %A, drew tfrumps, ruff the 3@ +, stripped
North of & with 2-round of play there and exit «J. North had to give a ruff and
discard now with only minors left. But, had North played &K at the 2" trick,
declarer could not prevail. The full hand:

Love Al : 34
Dealer E + AKQS84
& KQ954
& ﬁKéS N & 873
v AKJ7 v Q109843
4+ /53 <“>5® + 106
& AJ & 86
& QJ102
¥ 65
* J92
& 10732

L EY o ABEHEER (Seniors)e R G H o FE s RAL
PABF, Hong Kong vs Philippines, Seniors. Both Vul. West dealer and you are East:

I HIT a6 Wrp £ o

Pass Pass 4v Partner led #6, dummy and your hands:

(all pass)

“‘._;E}iﬂ ':Y‘::hlﬁ ’;H"K%Li AD o ’ & A73

ol e d K g BT #Q ETRY AT § 975y

el w2, Bt e7 (7o ¢ 1073

STt e7 v (L) M E2? % K32

Dummy’ s Ace won, declarer played the 2. Game Al : |_<_Q109854
A small ® was played at frick 2 to Q, West King Dealer W | ¢ KJ62

who played #Q next, taken by declarer’ s Ace. % 109

The 4™ trick was %2 to dummy 7 and the next card
was #3 from dummy, how should you playe¢

RGO 5%‘“551*2&’1* R RS AT SA ek ¢ B
AQ > ?'mé;&z‘u?* 5k wo s AV 5 HRT i R WS S ——i%i
v Zi—%’ﬁi?f’b’%.w%ﬁﬁfﬁiﬁiw ¢Q > I =Tt o) (& K)o FH Y
Ll 82 ERGRE A iE- wITo ‘;’% AR e F Kk & BT
TR & fo e PAOEETREHEL & AR AT Rod RS
A count showed that declarer 6 or 7 Hearts, 2

Spades, 4 or 5 minor cords.. If.he had ¢A, Q, There : 283 Game Al
was no further play than tricks in &, » and a minor. * Q984 Dealer W
Therefore, the presumption must be he hadno Qto 4 QJ8s5

give a chance. So you should play +J or K to fip a 2

off partner. In real play, East played low and v AQJ1062
declarer also ducked, won any return, stripped the * A5

#s and threw West in with a & for a ruff and discard @ A74

for the contract. The other 2 hands:
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G u g Q%M%LFV“EL’F?Z
HE P e R - B

Of course not every hond was made due to defensive error, this next one was
made as declarer took a good and right view leaving the defense helpless. 2001
Bermuda, Indonesia against Poland:

(3) if?““ '«I—df %J”ﬂ?a"“«d =

’ﬂ—\ﬁinaﬁ"m°f'f§

Er R fRom At pEediag o AR P Lo At
Indonesia in North-South, bidding: The Polish’ sin North-South:
PAss PAss Pass PSS
Pass 2% 2¢ 24- pPass 2 3¢ 4v
PAss 4w (all pass) (all pass)

mEs Fo B RIRe RATI e At A B wAS LA E S iAo F 9
The Indonesian declarer had a # led, he won with Ace and played #A and East
showed out, how would you continue?

— X3 T BT RTEEE e A B v 5B~ — B o B R
f ]

RN Hoa a9 BB K A B EHC AT AT .
* K2 There were 5 possible losers: 2 in &, 2 in ® and a .
& 8762 Indonesia played a & to dummy’ s 9, East took with 10 and
end of the contract.
Love All
DealerN ‘}}iﬁf‘j\’]' Jm’FT ITH_ &K WA T FR A S &)
& 10852 gL A e P E oK T K w0 I A Q HiEM
v AK965 BB g e Bl eA 2 #A R 5
+ A5 The Polish declarer received &K lead, he won with Ace and
& AJ played %A, recoiled then played %J. West won and exited
in « and dummy’ s King won, ruffed a &, small & to
dummy’ s Q, ruffed the last &, cashed A then #A, 4-card
ending was:
BE R a0 mHT R €6 & #ri o Love Al # 9
MELEFA ARG ow T DeclerN § 1994
Dummy now exited in & and whether 5 -
West ruffed partner’ s winning & J or ® - N s J6
discard a +, his side could no more than 2 : ?ﬂ @@ : o
tricks, his trump trick being smothered. g S &
The full hands: 4 108
Love Al # AQ9 : _K.9
Dealer E : |]<8843 5 -
& 8762
& K7 N & J643
v QJ72 v -
+ 763 @5® + QJ10984
& KQ104 & 953
10852
v AK965
+ A5
& Al
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(4)

AL s g o i > WY DM LS 2R e DS FF e
’*ﬁr%@}]%’?ﬁ“?’ﬁﬁﬁg o FoLEER e s 2 E

Where the Indonesian declarer put everything on the & double-finesse, the
Polish’ s line rated to have a higher percentage of success considering of course
the lead, the s, the bidding hence shorter & in West hand.

LRHAEF TRAEFAE T - Y L8 PAGRERY R
% * FIF¢ Lorenzo Lauria °

The Rosenblum Cup, quarter-finals, South was the eventual champion, Italy’ s
Lorenzo Lauria.

& K3 g
R
v KQ1072 AT pass pass INT
8654 Bidding:
* Pass 2¢ pass 2w
% 102 pAss 3NT (all pass)
BT A firt a9 I EHREY ? Lauria 2 %P £ 0 - 5k
& 47 20 ip— kA FnlE 742 & 44 e BFRIE- 2 o
v A54 A A & LR ?\FIi*ij—%\J%,ﬁg’“Prefﬁ—ﬁ
* AK2 FF ekl ook Lgﬁ\’uvti}i Howo R RM P
% KQ96 B R e v 2 itk frn,g B RpA ZIRfEm A > n g O
-I-#]Eﬁ_‘ol?%\:‘ ,a\ ‘;JF ;}‘%ﬁs*'—f—o

A was led, and 9 con’rlnued, your play. Lauria immediately
played a & from dummy, could it work? Unless the & were 4-4,
no defender should have let a & through. So here you see
another world multi-champion overlooking a chance of success:
the defender with long & also held 4 or more #s, must yield a
trick. Here, East had exactly that, so after 2 & tops, 5 ws------
you lose little after that sequence before embarking on &s. In
actual play, it was 1 off.

- £ &~ I L F_Bocchi Br' 24 z\"rﬁi”ﬂ » w 3B 14} . qu SEL b B
f»o;tt’%’\Ber’rheou » A 37 3NTe g azy H_ a0 B il oK {800 P ao
—H-T o 2L A ABETHE v ? (dok v A ABDT 5N 29E
%) hF oL

At the other table, Bocchi of Italy opened East hand 24 showing weak with 4+ #,
5+in amajor. Bertheau also declared in 3NT, same lead, continuation and same
&, also 1 down. The other 2 hands:

» A96 » Q10875
v J963 v 38

+ J9 + Q1073
& 7543 % AJ8

In ’rh|s ’rqble with the revealing bidding, what could East hold after 2 #s and 5 s,
almost certainly #A, 3 #sand 2 #s,isn’ 1 bridge a easy game?
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(5) % R+ & FREHLFAF

USA Selection Trial, Final. Game EwW & /4105
Dealer E . QO
% 84
(Zia) (Meckstroth)  (Rosenberg) (Rodwell) | & 72 N & 983
pPAss 2NT v Q5 @0 v 432
pass 3w ass 3a + K8632 g + J/54
pass 3NT pass 4 & J965 % Q103
pass ANT pass 5 : /(3%409
PAss b (all pass) . AlD
& AK72
Zio 5ol RrEFT M A v Koy e BLALe o0 &%
Fl

2L ERgTR @ BT EMPE

Zia led frump, declarer played 2 further frumps, 2 #s and the 2" finessed to Zia
who exited with &, 2 more winning ¥s, 5-card ending:

Game EwW # 105
Dealer E e Q9
& 8
o * .
v - v -
' QO U
& J95 & 103
Q _
v _
+ Al10
& K72

(6)

TP LT A100 £ ¢ 6100 F RS e dok L RA 3334 Al (&
T s foow 5 33> ¢ SaviE i ) REFHFLA RS oK 1 o FHRP > Zia
250 HRIT K E vl a0 F A wE a7 BB

Now dummy’ s &10, discarding #10 from hand, squeezed West, trump squeeze

typical.
+K to pressurize him.

play & and a & ruff, and <A to hand for the last .

P A RERG

The same match

Had East’ s distribution been 3334 instead, then he would have to have
In play here, Zia discarded 5, Rodwell read accurately to

Zia 4r Rosenberg & & A pF Love All : JQ‘%
Zia and Rosenberg in North-South DealerN & A3
% KJ65
paAss pAss (I3 4« AQI1073 N & 54
I3 2 (all pass) v 1065 @ v KJ82
* 7654 @5 + Q108
; ) o Q & 10983
BEE - L2 4 s 0B 24 2 FR|E A 490 0 & K98
They had 26 pts!  And plus 90! v AQ3
+ K92
% A742
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Meckstroth k& pBF
Meckstroth was South

pass pAss INT !
PASsS 24 | PASss 3 |
PAss 3NT (all pass)
INT = 1416
2 = Invite
KT =  Maximum
55 . ﬁz 48 G i > DA & dok R HW IR o Rl F L g

MecksTroTh iR 25% i€ o FnmES 4> THRPT B e —;‘{*Iﬁxné—‘
SRR LI

&7 was led won by 8, 2-round of #s. Af frick 4, Meckstroth exited in &l The
6-card ending:

Love All . -
Dealer N v 9

+ AJ3

& J6
- N -
v 1065 v K
* 754 ®5® + Q108
& - & 109

é _

v AQ3

+ K92

,.';. _

arloe I E S RS v PPEE 3 BRI oo Ik

BT e DL R S TP L A2 B o AQ
514 RPRE o % R B RePMAcg S — :K92
West got out play in #, and the 2" % squeezed East for the 9™ 57

frickl  But if West exited in # instead, the squeeze would not
work for entry problem, though not if declarer kept these 6
cards to counter:-

PlEHT v ¢ &5 & 7 I L feo
East would always be squeezed, isn’ t bridge too complicated now?

REe AEL AL ILE0e B Fo Hh & PP g RZLE 4ok & & 44> EA
TG o FRIAEB G 305 - BB E X AR 3 ﬁ'rgi;—l?ré s ho % B o
NHRE BT I eQ 2 WK BLAAT G 25% 5§ 0 A EL eQ fr K &
- AL 5 ine iap o 2HAZE 25% 7 o

To conclude, | wouldn’ 1 like to play as Case (4)’ s declarer, slipping past a & was
next to impossible. |f as split 4-4, any play could succeed but marching the winners
to create pressure should certainly be a better shot. Then in Case (6), the exit play
was also a pressure play, after all, you could always finesse #Q or ¥K or both at a
later stage if no squeeze envisaged or one defender holding all 3 menace suits.
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BRIDCGE with Jason Hackett

In modern bridge too many players play outdated methods over their
INT opener, here are few hands which show a simple improvement all
players can make, the best players in the world thrive off identifying

shortage, make it part of your game too.
Jason Hackett

(1)

Today we will look at an area where expert
players score points over lesser players,
showing shortage. Identifying shortages is

East-West Vulnerable

key to good accurate bidding. A very De@f'ﬁr 4 K873

simple area where this occurs is over a INT S0U : /5%53

opening. With the advent of transfers it is & KQJ8

no longer necessary to use 3-level responses o J6 » A1095
to INT as strong and forcing. Instead v QJ1082 ¥ v K9763
experts prefer to use these otherwise + 10875 @S + K9
redundant bids to show a singleton or void * 635 /3
with 4441 shape or 5431 or 5440 with a & Q42

weak 5-card minor. Todays hand shows v A4

how effective these bids can be when ¢+ QJ2

ordinary methods have no answer. South = A10942

opened a 12-14 INT, and North had the Opening Lead #Q

perfect hand for his methods and

responded 3¥. South knew that his heart

holding wouldn’t hold for long in no-trumps West North  East  South
and knew clubs would play well and bid 4 INT

(3v is game forcing) to look for a slam, pass 3w pass 4o

North hand no extra values and raised to pass 5a all pass

5% The vQ was selected as the opening
lead, and declarer could see 2 potential
spade losers and a diamond loser. He
correctly summonsed that the diamond suit
offered much better chances, and drew
trumps. He spurned the useless diamond
finesse and led low to the QJ, reaping rich
reward when the king appeared on his right.
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(2)

We continue with our theme of showing
shortage with another look at dealing with
3-suiters over 1NT. Sometimes
knowing a suit is safely stopped is the key
to finding 3NT when it is the correct
contract. In today’s hand North-South
accomplished this with ease knowing they
had bid to the correct contract. South
opened a weak no-trump and North got
his hand over in one go by bidding 34 to
show a 3 suited hand with short spades.
South, with 2 spade stops and no side
suit had no problem bidding 3ANT. The
#10 stood out and was duly led. South
could see that the problem was that he
had 2 spade stops and 2 cards to knock
out, if he won the spade, knocked an ace
out and ducked then he had to hope that
east had the remaining ace. If he were
to duck and win the same problem
applied if the spades were 5-3. It wasn’t
obvious but the solution was eventually
found, to duck mice. Now as long as
the 5-card spade suit didn’t have both
aces he was home, either the hand with 3
spades would be on lead without a spade
or the hand with 5 spades would be on
lead without an entry after knocking the
2" spade stop out, easy when you see it
but not at the table.

Page 11

GAME ALL

Dealer & b
South v KQJI10

¢ J1093

& AK52
& Q10987 & J53
v A8 Q. v 9763
o 7542 w o A6
& J4 & 10976

& AK42

v 542

+ KQ8

% Q83

Opening Lead 10

West  North East  South

INT
PAss 3a PAss 3NT
all pass



(3)

Continuing our series on showing shortages
over a INT opener. Now we look at a hand
where the shortage was so well stopped that it
was better to overlook the fit. If you are very
heavily stacked in a suit where partner is short
it is usually correct to play in no-trumps and
this hand is an excellent case in point, nothing
complicated, just good bidding and judgment.
South kicked off with INT and North bid 34
to get the hand off his chest, and that left South
with a seemingly obvious 4% bid which he
eschewed correctly with 3 stops, playing the fit
IS not necessary and this indeed was a classic
case. The defense got off to 3 rounds of
clubs but ultimately could only take 4 tricks,
note that in 4% the defense has 4 easy trick,
ever wanted to see how the experts do it, this is
how.

(4)

To conclude our mini series on 3 suited hands
over a no trump we deal with a hand where the
shortage reveals an unstopped suit. When a
suit is unstopped and you have 5 or fewer
cards in that suit it is imperative to avoid high
level no trump contracts. Now this hand
illustrates that an 8 card fit is not always
necessary. South kicked off with a weak
no-trump, and North now showed a game
forcing 3-suiter with short diamonds, South
introduced his spade suit and North tried 3NT
to show he only had 3 spades and now South
was content to play a 4-3 spade fit with no
diamond stop and such strong spades. The
¢K was led, and was followed by another
diamond. Declarer could see 2 diamond
ruffs, 4 trumps and 3 heart tricks so needed to
get the clubs going. He knew he could not
afford to draw trumps so played on clubs.
West won the first club and tried another
diamond, the defense won the #K and tried a
fourth diamond forcing dummy to ruff with the
oK. West must have been happy thinking his
excellent defense had promoted a trump trick.
Alas it was not to be, as South had all four
outstanding trump honors and drew trumps for
an excellent score.
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East-West Vulnerable

Dealer & 3
South v KJ76

+ AK7?2

L J974
& Q87 N & /16\096542
v 42 v AS
+ J964 @56 + 1083
& AKQ2 & 65

& AKJ

v Q10983

+ Q5

% 1083

Opening Lead %A

West  North  East  South

INT
PASsS 3a PASsS 3NT
all pass

East-West Vulnerable

Dealer & K32
East v AK65
* 4
& Q6432
& 9765 2 & 84
v 974 @ v 10832
+ KQ105 S + A9872
& A8 & K7/
a AQJIO
v QJ
+ J63
& J1095
Opening Lead +K
West  North  East  South
Pass INT
Pass 3e Pass 3a
PAss 3NT PAss 4
all pass




i Y S
EUROPEAN INVITATIONAL

IR AL B U A A N L S Ll Y
FIB 770 F > B & ¢ 3 Lauria, Versace & 0 + {1 Parioli i
4 ?5 l_t_":’fﬂf’i’ﬁ T‘és'\-» ’ #%b"li\.’"r .

This fournament was held in Italy with 8 European Clubs of top players from Italy,
Norway, Israel, Bulgaria ... . Winners were Club Parioli of Italy with the likes of Lauriq,
Versace. There were some interesting hands:

\ﬂ:x
~N
3%
-4 o
N
= ”
SN
S ‘
Pt
=]
&)

M [c EW # -
AMEEN v 92
Dealer E 4 17652 S 1w
& AKJ1042 X 2& 2 3
: §\7Q743 N : Ej’gf 4a 5& Pass pass
X all pass
ke QO T kdes (allpass)
& 863 a9
& J1098
v AQI1053
* 4
& Q75

e f e E Lauria > F rcE_ w9 B G T i 5T o
East was Lauria and he had made the best lead, 9.

==L

EJ,)K

FHRY > P EA) s BRI T € BE Szl e T
B RGeiE o Brp e Bvp 4 wE s B F - kg v’ifgﬂi‘
7 et WABRE S KBS T o

Declarer won in hand and passed #9! Next came a low #, West won for
another frump lead. North won and ruffed a ¢, he then ruffed a & back to
hand for a # to the Ace and finished 2 light.

inﬁ
* G

1\<r:_

R B EF e Fragp £% aQ 7 ] e d % oK £
Y e B el AL F L AP LR A (3 ) ABFLWIT &
KIS FH e MG @ £ ¥t 4w E 0 e A Pl R L

o Cor E‘mﬂ-

The contract was in fact makeable: after the trump lead, dummy should win
Queen for a # play. West would raise King for another tfrump. Declarer could
win in hand and play J, when East covers, discard a # instead of ruffing; East
exits bestin & now but would eventuadlly be squeezed in « and the w.

5 - i#&5&4tl*"l‘3#\ I{-I-"_'—(;&%G\]o
In the other room, there was no ’rrump lead in the same 5&(X), made easily.
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(2)

(3)

Love Al & 19752 - 13 6a RH- B0 5 980 A o
Dealer N v A7 There was no trouble in 64 in one room.

‘ —_
. K £ AKQ5434 4 Bobe 41T R S 2 pE et g
v QI08 v ¥ 9652 The Bulgonans in N-S bid as follows:
s Qs WE 63
% 10 % J876 pAss

» AQI108 PAss 34 PAss 6NT

v KJ43 (all pass)

+ AKI10

* 92 Ard 36 LT T GE 4 % S GE 4o

North’ s3# showed 54 and 6 cardsin .

BIT e BRI eA RS & T
Bred T o HF 1?1!‘\}3 %}%g#é»
+ was led, then & to Ace and finesse in &, declarer was 1 down when & and
were unfavorable.

]p?iA B & 2 ’719&Aﬁo%—§+,'

@"II#?E-'{W’)?E:@%T %*’IFLEA’&’?’&*’ i A izl a0 ek

?u»&nmﬁﬁffrﬁ aK 2 akxo4rF - RE Kox BIE 1 Q’ﬂ?‘ﬁg‘g"ﬁ’* LA

1 aKs @t Qo N T G 6B B
C RS B

mr—a‘—% T RERE O o EHD v & e (2 E & o)
I LT s ‘Zizfrfr' e o ELomo
Again the contract was makeable. After the # lead, 2 &s should be played to
learn of the bad break. Then, perhaps, #J, if not covered, to Ace and Queen
exit, | think this is the percentage and winning play here once West showed
singleton. Had West 3 #s, there was still the % finesse for the 12 trick.

Game NS & Ab643 E Lo e
Dealer N v 9752 R

+ K106 Italy was in North-South

% A5
» QJ5 0 & 87 pAss
v Q1064 v KJ3 pass 24 pass 2NT
+ A85 @ + Q942 pass 3a pass 44
& 1086 6 % Q743 (all pass)

& K1092

v A8

+ J/3

% KJ92
¥ - 4 23] e o EEFBvig4 > FRABE R EE - 23 B
AR TES g e LE-HB o it v 5=2md e L Ko F
BRiedif & (F &) BiE) VL e TP LG F AR M R s]

X

The other room stopped at 34 for an easier time. Here, once North opened,
South would always go for game. A % was led, ducked, continued, Ace won
fora # to the King! Psychology? Hesitationg Or ltalian way of guessing the 4
Queens all missinge  Anyway, 3rounds of « ensued and another 10 simple tricks.
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(4) &~ FIF 2] 408 o
Another Italian Judgement

Love Al # J75 Xl L F pred g
Dealer W : {%32 They were East-West.

& 196
a9 & K1082 Ass pass
v AKQ9%4 v v 105 2'1' pass 2+ PAss
¢ AK73 @@ ¢ 54 3¢ pass 3NT Pass
% A75 v % KQ1042 pass pass

» AQ643

v 56

+ QJ962

% 83

REERFTE o ¥ - L3 bao "ﬁ'ﬁc & FET - o
A easy make. é& wasreached in the otherroom, frump lead, 2 off.

TERZ L BRORE N B
Witness a hand ’rho’r went 8 off in the 3 place fight-off

Game NS & AK105432
Dealer N v5
+ J52
< J10
s QJ & 96
v AKQ3 0 v J109
+ A109873 + KQ4
& 6 6 & 87432
& 87
v 87642
* 6
= AKQ95
- fetg
Bidding at one ,
ARG eI S B F e
PAss NS’ s failure to bid 54 is fair and
ANT poss Sl pass normal
5¢ (all pass) '
A e &
The other bidding
BEE L gL Al e T A
pass INT NN ‘
X 24. 3% pass +2000 & -
3e pass 3a X NS took the first 12 tricks, +2000.
3NT pAss PAss X
(all pass)
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CHEFSETREDH ()
2003 Bermuda Bowl (cont’ d)

SFRzERRLILAFOHEEEIR] — ERIG S — R4l AT
TR D M ER xR F]I{iﬁ:}& PIEFEOR T HF LT o LG kB
SR A2 s RABEZARKI LRI NLE G o

The semi-finals of the 2003 Bermuda Bowl were USA | vs USA Il, and Norway vs Italy.

In this hand, in the match where bidding revealed a lot, the kiling lead was found

while in the other match with less information, a normal lead gave away an
‘impossible’  slam.

Dealer W : _]_08752
& 643
& AQ743 N & 9742
v 87 v 963
+ QJ1098765 ®S¢ + K2
& KJS & AQ107
+ J10
v AKQJ4
+ A43
& 862
EFRI HE2RI
USA 1 vs USA 11
(Hamman)
3¢ 3a pPass 4w
Pass 5S¢ pAss Sw
PAss pAss PAass

Z2H | Ff Homman & > e asgt s a0 5 & d0d4] 0 2 L 4F e (%
AT & "p";’z » PR K o

Hamman, West, learning North to have good &, good # support and possibly 1%
round # control, had an easy & lead to doom the contract.

® 4% - £ The other bidding

(Landen)
3NT ! X1 pAss 6w (1) 3NT = minor
Pass PAass pAss (2) X = maijor

"Fi'r&: ¢ F® | [$1F 1010 & ° 2 14IMP -
Landen of USA II, on the shown bidding, led the normal +,-1010.

R R =~ Al
Norway vs ltaly
pass
poss 5v pAss 6v
(all pass)
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L AFT= Erk Saelensminde » 7 sz & A E = fI# 1010 4~ -
East was Norway’ s Saelensminde, also led # on this sequence.

& ¥ — & The other bidding

pass 3NT

poss 4v pass 6w
(all pass)

LA EF A I Fantoni> & 7 el 3] 3NT 3
Z o4 g *aind] o0 F AR o w}w 5
East here was Italy’ s Fantoni, rightly deducing
North had the majors, led & for a big swing.

AF}" _E“F']z fQJX"ﬁL'}ﬁ v
<l 25 141MP o
South’ s 3NT as showing #A while

2
=
B

(Q)ﬁ i—%i};&]ﬂ'g}—x«fljﬁq—-gwﬂoéﬁ%g ;é%,};ﬁ?i@%\,o
Th's one appeared in the finals, a ‘sure’ contract killed by fierce defence.

Game EW # ']A\CJ)Z
Dealer E ‘_ AQJ32
& Q103
a 10764 N ~ -
v KJ2 v 83
+ 106 ®50 + K8754
& K965 & AJ8742
» KQ9853
v AQ9754
+ 9
,,,;! _

FRGL s Py
USA was North-South, bidding:

Pass
Pass 24 pass 2v
pass 44 (all pass)

RN a o d aid a(E LSRR L 4R ) dF Hamman
BIT 610 PP A A TH 0 vt WA isz:", ¥ > Homman #1114 » £
e B EF a) B ot e ﬁd&#ﬁﬁ—i@w’f— o

When Italy was N-S, South declared in és, doubled by East, redoubled by South.
Homman led « 10, dummy won by Ace. Then ® A and another Heart.
Hamman won, immediately shot back a ¥ when partnered petered. Declarer
ruffed &J and was 1 down as Haomman had now a sure trump frick.

SHER AP SRR ek AR - BN L v B AR RTIRRL T -
Probably declarer was too tired. After the #A, playing the Ace of ’rrumps would
solve the % problem.
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Namtai Inter-city Bridge Championships 2003 ..&ee

™) Namtai

== Report on the Namtai Inter-city Bridge Championships 2003

This year’s Inter-city was to be held in August. However, the SARS incident forced us to announce
the suspension of the Inter-city and to reconsider our position. The Organising Committee finally
decided in June to re-schedule the event to November. After several rounds of negotiation with the
hotel, thanks to Flora Wong, the dates were finally fixed to be 24 - 28 November 2003 without a
change in the rates. The sponsorship position looked very weak up to a month prior to the event.
Fortunately, thanks to the hard work of Shirley Chang and Shirley Hui, we finally managed to
persuade Nam Tai Group Management Limited to be our title sponsor this year.

Due to the limitation of available space with the hotel, we have to fit the entire event in 5 weekdays.
This is not an ideal situation but we can only make do with it. Many thanks to the Organising
Committee and the workers, the event was well organised and the atmosphere was good. | wish to
thank the participants who made this event possible. Special thanks to our sponsors: Nam Tai
Group Management Limited, American International Assurance Co. Ltd., Hong Kong Executive
Search, Hong Kong Tourism Board, Joinnovate International (HK) Ltd., Regal Kowloon Hotel, San
Miguel Brewery Hong Kong Ltd., Shanghai Watch Industry, Shangri-la Hotel (Zhongshan, China),
Star Cruises (HK) Ltd., Time Inc. Asia, and Derek Zen; and our advertisers: Christine Booth, Macloy
Ltd., John Wan, Samuel Wan, Winga Garment Factory, and S. S. Yeh.

Attendance

Only 29 teams, including 23 Open, 4 Ladies and 2 Youth, participated in the Team Championships,
10 less than last year but close to our estimate. 21 non-local teams participated, including 8 from
China, 1 from Chinese Taipei, 2 from Japan, 2 from Indonesia, 1 from Philippines, 1 from Sweden
and 6 combination teams from Asia. The lower attendance was mainly due to the time of the year
and the re-scheduling. The average standard of the participating team was similar to last year.
Amongst the participants are national players who have just competed in the Bermuda Bowl and
Venice Cup, including the current Venice Cup silver medallists.

84 pairs took part in the Star Cruises IMP Pairs, a record for the Inter-city. 28 pairs played in the
San Miguel “Happy Hour” Continuous Pairs, which was fewer than last year as the team
quarterfinals were also held at the same time. 72 pairs played in the AIA Open Pairs and 28 pairs in
the Shangri-la Swiss Pairs. 19 teams participated in the Hong Kong Executive Search Swiss Team.
Overall the attendance was acceptable. The pairs events held in the evenings proved to be
attracting the bulk of the attendance.

Venue

The location of Regal Kowloon Hotel is acceptable and there were ample restaurants of various
choices around the area. Part of the playing area is rather dark but is usable for tournaments. The
foyer is a bit crowded for breakout. The space for the secretariat office is adequate.

Banguets & Services

The food at both the Welcome Luncheon and Victory Dinner was acceptable. Overall the hotel
services have shown some improvements over last year.

Tournament Directing & Scoring

The directing staff of S. S. Bux (Chief Tournament Director), Chang Zan-yi, Hsu Tai-ling, Edward
Tseng, Eric Tang and Ben Lam did a reasonably good job in directing.
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The problem this year is again scoring and duplication. The scorers were not properly or fully
trained prior to the event. The lack of preparation has resulted in frequent changes in results and
delays in posting of official scores. This put a lot of pressure on the event’s operation as a whole.
The duplicating machines worked fine this year, but the duplication resulted in a lot of mistakes, the
worst of which has resulted in a change of the Swiss Pairs format after the start of event.

Despite the mishaps, | still believe that the WBF format works. The TDs will only be responsible for
tournament directing. We will need to identify an appropriate Operations Director responsible for
scoring, results, hand duplication and equipment. This will ensure that the CTD will not be
over-burdened with administrative work. In addition, we will need to select the helpers more
professionally.

Operations & Secretariat

The secretariat and operation office were reasonably well organised. The Operations Manager,
Miss Suki Ma, did a good job in the running of the unit. Participants had high praise of the
secretariat as friendly, helpful and efficient.

As the scoring unit did the duplication, fewer secretariat staff was employed. However, there were
still a lot of ad hoc jobs generated by Council and Committee members. | suggest that next year we
either do more preparation to prevent this from happening, or budget for an extra person.

Daily Bulletin

This year Steve Wong was the Daily Bulletin Editor. We provided the help of 2 production assistants
and recorders on request. The contents and quality of the Daily Bulletin were adequate and the
production acceptable. However, the working hours did not make for good scheduling of production
or copying, and did not facilitate communications amongst the operation.

Thanks to our Webmaster, W. K. Chan, the Daily Bulletins were available on our web site.

Equipment
Laurance Lo has made considerable prior preparation and we have no problems this year.

We have again made use of PC Notebooks, which proved to be more effective than desktops. In
order to be more effective in future, | suggest that we should try to approach a computer vendor
(such as IBM or HP) for sponsorship. If they can set up the network and lend us the PCs, we can
consolidate the information and improve our communications.

Souvenir Programme & Package

The price of the souvenir programme was similar to last year’'s and the quality was good. Ms Flora
Wong did a good job overseeing the preparations. This year's souvenir package contents were
adequate and much welcomed by the participants. | hope these sponsors will support us again in
future years.

Prizes

The quality of the prizes, though quite acceptable, was not as good as last year. Although they are
considerably less expensive, they appear to lack the glamour and grandness.

Conclusion

Despite of the re-scheduling and the lower overall attendance, | felt that this year’s event was better
than expected. A lot of our visitors have already indicated that they will come back next years.
Tournament directing may be a problem in the coming year, as we may not have enough of them
during the daytime. | believe that we must try to maintain the friendly atmosphere and efficient
operations to remain successful. This will require more hard work and commitment on the part of
the Organising Committee.

Once again thanks to all those who have contributed, and all the valuable comments received.

By Anthony Ching, Vice-President of HK Inter-city Bridge Championships 2003
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CHFFHE E AR
2003 Cat. ‘A’ Clubs Competition

A BEE IR il@ﬂﬁ»%ﬁﬁ?]{i’ﬁwb% 44y M/i_%mr'-»}g,\fﬁ;]x‘z’(,:rptt
IR OEE A iy 5 'F,’\ﬂlvla"a RS R RO = shdEt - R
FAR o TEo S B LAMEN LS ELECHRER L L BE S H
d ¥ - LA HE - B Fask gL T 1,@*{“_’5 AR o

This ‘A’ Clubs competition is generally regarded as the highest level of technical
skills of bridge in China, all players being or close to professionals. Only 8 teams
qualified for the grand final, having had 2 preliminary rounds of elimination. Next
they would have a rather peculiar method of advancing: in the first match, the 8™
placed team would play against the 7™, the winner would then face the 6™ placed in
the second match. Then the 5Min the third match and so.

L i%—*}"i#: Gr gl EELAFMN TRE- g 1 IMPy 2 & 1.0 T &7
# ;‘i—%#{ & o I fé FLorb d7 P 54 ?Ez’;ﬁ- MR E R g 7 A o

In the first 6 matches, the teams would play 7 sessions of 16 boards each, the target
was to take 4 sessions, even by 1 IMP. In the 7™ or final match when the first placed
team would appear, there were to be 9 sessions and indeed Team Forbia defeated
Team Zaihua of Guizhou 5:4 in sessions in that match.

Sbest et 408 RRIRIRR R o
All players were past or present nafional representatives. Let’ ssee some examples:

(1) Game All a A
Dealer West w KQ84
+ QJ109
& KQ64
& QJ95 a K10432
¥ /65 ¢ v 10
¢ AK742 w ¢ 85
& 7 & A10853
a 876
v AJ932
+ 63
& J92

Bz dary
E-W bidding in the open room:

pAss Pass
PAss 3 !l 36 poss
4an PASsS PASsS PASsS
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LA d HR™ > Azrfe! 3a ZANH FHMRE 222 B -
East’ s gallant 3a was based on the assumption that they had a fit, we probably

have one also.
Fzxda /T&L#\ﬁ’{‘f“' 34 o v LT L
The bidding in close room:

pAss INT pAss 24

X 3w (all pass)

F5% 44 fr 3w J}!;K%f ™ % HIR B A o
Sure enough both 3% and 44 were made and a good gain to Guizhou.

(2) FUH T R R A A o RAGTEP R ] A PRI AR
FLRIE R g e

The same team bid well but played careless in this one:

Game All a A
Dealer South % Q762
+ Ké5
% J8732
a 84 a KQJ752
v AJ1093 O s
+ A943 w * 2
& Ké & AQ94
a 10963
v 54
+ QJ1087
& 105
Pozoedg

The bidding in Open Room:

PAss
R4 PASss I3 PASss
INT PAss 24 X
XX PASsS 3s PASsS
4 PAss ANT pAss
Sw PAss b PAss

pAss Pass pPass

B g et

The bidding in Close Room:

lw PASss
24 pPAss
3NT PAsS
FLMAAAGRG
P E 1e— 14— INT iEfzeig o

K
3
PAass
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(3)

Zhao Ji, celebrated expert in Dutch and China arenas, pointed out that the
sequence 1v—1a—24 —3& was a nightmare to follow through whereas the 1v —
1&— 1NT was much easier in the later constructive bidding.

FEkv B 7T %10 LF aQ 7 W Ko otk HE aA b8 T — o4
Fa M Ed - a0 BREATE w fr e 22 RAEFED Yo

In the actual play, unfortunately, after 10 lead, declarer won in hand for a top
& play, 1 down. Had the first & come from dummy, the contfract would have
no problem, of course he might be worried about the 4™ & etc.

TR AERPE o F-Fd B AR ERGHY ~ o5 R 5
AR WL 413 Bk o TG s o *ﬁﬁa’%ﬁ\% LR 2”“

Fierce competitions have been anticipated, indeed in the very first match, the 8™
placed Beijing Bediak defeated Beijing Golden Eagle, the 7th, 4:3 in sessions with
the following hand taking a big part.

BE o Lo A G A
4™ Session, Board 11, with no interference in both rooms.

love Al * Q
v 542
DealerS 4 8764
107652
& A9 N & K1073
v J10986 @ v AKQ
¢ J105 @5 + AK2
& AQ4 % K93
o J86542
v /3
+ Q93
& J8
AR B
Bediak’ s bidding: IR [E3
INT 2%
6w XF A o 2¢ 6
6% easy making.
&R
Golden Eagle: 1% 14
INT 2¢
2NT 3w
49 ANT
5% 7NT

4 f’?i#ﬂd@lﬁlﬂ%l‘%ﬁ ve g R AR RIFT B N 0 » AP &
THEB o FIT aQ d #A TEEITZ4h v 4L oA 47 2K 1 2Q ¥
£ RIRGE S a9 et 7 F a) J;rﬂ‘éﬁ A R G HE e 3R
Fo4F QKI\H"* -I-A‘?"it' 45 - 7»6’?1§$%IQJ’T‘°
&r’-‘ie;»%,\,}; li.ﬁl‘?'\’? j#,%hﬁ—ﬁ%%i,ri—r’ Hﬂ,-‘ .
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Declarer West had been a nafional player and had come to H.K.
Maybe we were expecting too much. #Q was led, Ace won, 3 Hearts, #
A then &K, & to the Queen and 49, shocked when North showed out
and had to resort to # finesse for 2 down after returned to hand in .
The proper play if & finesse was contemplated, was to play out all
winners with this ending:

FEFEM 2 TR (F al eQ f-

a9 & K10 fidﬁ‘?)’iti%gflh'ﬁlj%%gwéﬁ .
v - v —- Finesse and squeeze together |

+ J , -

o - -

(4) %= 3d B EFEY= L EAA e A Vo
The 6™ match pitted Gladiator No.3, Team EAA against No.2 Guizhou.

TR § R AEe— g Game All & 95
AnoThe?Eey board: Dealer West # Q10984
* Ké4
R S & 853
wdHE LY Y BRI R | W 7 » Q10863
All 4 pairs had been nationals. v Ké5 ¢ v AJ3
* 753 W o2
& AK109 & J764
a A4?
v /2
¢+ AQJ1098
& Q2
EAA Fjk & & pFedig .
EAA in East-West, bidding: INT pass 2w pass
24 pAss pass 3e
BT (all pass)
k=
Result, down 1.
R ¢ O R
Guizhou in East-West, bidding: 1 pass 1 & 24
X 3e 3é PAss
&frﬂjﬁéﬂ—’?hﬁgﬁ.ﬁ” 44 (all pass)

- koo B 1TIMP o
Just needing 1 fineese, won 11 IMPs.

T- ® R MR RS 18 Sedck A REARE %R @ niEh ol 2k R EAA
TR S N g 3

Guizhou took this session by 15:5 IMPs. Had EAA’ s East taken a rosier view of his
singleton ¢ and West likewise, they would have been in the finals instead.
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¥ APRIL 2004

SCHEDULE

APRIL ~ JUNE 2004

2~8 RS EHEE — A

2 Fri Continuous Pairs — 8 Year
6 Tue LadderTeam — 9 Year
9 Public Holiday — No Tournament

13 Tue Paul Jones - 8 Year
16 Fri Open League - SF Year

17 ~ 21 DRAEENEES - — R
20 Tue | IMPPairs — 8 | Year
23~ 25 ﬁ"&%ﬂ%%‘ﬂﬂ’ﬁ%%— A 7

23 Fri OpenTeamofé - 1

27 Tue OpenTeamofé - 2 Cup
30 Fri OpenTeamofé - 3

3 MAY 2004

4 Tue Ladder Team - 10 Year
7 Fri Continuous Pairs - 9 Year
8 Sat Open League Final Year
11 Tue Paul Jones - 9 Year
14 Fri IMP Pairs — 9 Year
18 Tue Open Mixed Pairs - 1 Cup
21 Fri Open Mixed Pairs - 2

25 Tue Snowball Pairs 5 1-Session
28 Fri Continuous Pairs — 10 Year

- JUNE 2004
1 Tue Special IMP Pairs 1-Session
4 Fri Paul Jones - 10 Year
8 Tue IMP Pairs — 10 Year
11 Fri IMP Cash Pairs 1-Session
15 Tue Promotional IMP Pairs 1-Session
18 Fri Match-Point Cash Pairs 1-Session
47th European Teams Championships
19~3 -
Malmd, Sweden

22 Public Holiday — No Tournament

25 Fri | Promoftional Match-Point Pairs | 1-Session

26~2 DA EEHEF — <R

29 Tue | IMP Cash Pairs | 1-Session
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