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2005 HK-MACAU-GUANGZHOU
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This annual event had been somewhat delayed to November 26, 27 this year. Host
being Macau whose 2 teams came 5t and 6t as they were without their players Li Jin and
H.M. Chang, as both were in Pataya, Thailand playing Asean instead. Guangzhou fielded a
strong quartet including K.Y. Chen, Y.C. Lai, L. Lok, etc. familiar names that had appeared in
the Chinese “Bridge” magazine, their scores of 89 VPs in 4 matches were formidable
averaging 22 per match out of 25. They beat our 2 Hong Kong teams 23:7 and 25:2 who
came 2" and 3 overall told much of the story. | have here only limited material basically on
how our 2 teams fared, their usual weaknesses. | don’t mean to pinpoint anyone or anything
in particular, rather | am speaking out in a general and positive sense only. Afterall, we are
amateurs only and easily prone to errors especially when under tight or tiring situations.
Here are hands from out HK Red/Blue teams against the professional Guangzhou.

AEEHRHERVYE (B2 EmeB[d] frig@2[L])
HK Blue vs Guangzhou (Guangzhou K.Y. Chan, H.S. Lau were East-West)

(1) % % Hirti— 4 A 9 Ouronly big gain
Love All » Q762
Dealerw ¥ A107 pass pass 1d
4+ 65 14 2w 2 5'
* Q862 pass 6w X pass
» J10953 S » AK84 pass pass
v J84 @@ v 2
+ 104 S + 732
& KJ10 % A7543
» -
¥ KQ9653
+ AKQJ98
& 9
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5w R Lo A PER e gt FHER 8 i— 6% It At e wA107 % 2R+ 6w
drd e wJ107 A HAB862 0 < A 4 ‘"-&—r pass > F| 5 % A @A F A F > HFIY
AR - G A A BT Uh L Hnfh g

5% was probably an ask to slam if the 2% support was good. North naturally obliged
with A107. But what is he had J107 and A, what would the bid not knowing if %A was
useful?

Love All & K B ox el g
Dealer S : %454 Bidding in Open Room

5 otoeen

2%

480532 A AKQUOOT | pase ow 2a 4w
+ J62 <“>S + A10873 4 v 58 6w
& 54 & - X pass pass pass

» -

¥ AQJ10753

+ K9

% AQ83

—‘Fﬁ';’z &> e Fla 2w e
14 IMPs

# was led, 1 down when couldn’t find a way back to finesse #K (how about #K from
dummy at trick 2?). Meanwhile, Guangzhou was in the comfortable 6 contract, 14
IMPs.

BE () BET - RVERSVIIEEEY 60 fy

e & ;cd ¢ Q mi% B3 &
Insufficient appreciation of “Q” values in fit suits

Game All ~ - A iz oL e ag
Dealer E v ﬁﬁjgig Bidding on our table

pA |_South |
& AKQ + 10842 pass pass
¥ 985 ¥ 106 1 1w pass 18
+ 3 w + 1096 2 3e pass 3w
% AKJ875 % 9632 pass 4 pass 4%

a J97653 pass pass pass

v Q2

+ Q87

& Q10

FHEFEZEY wQ - «Q 'rﬁi}’ B Bt R #a:”s;,iis\m | &R 7. ka%i,a ]
o BNERI I REL K 660 ﬁhg?] 12 IMPs

South apparently little appreciated the 2 red Queens, but North too, had hardly dedicted

his monstrous hand, perhaps the partnership methods had a loophole here. Guangzhou

bid to the accurate 64 for 12 IMPs.
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Open room HK Blue team North was 2+, 1 down, -50.

4) Sggl]gr'\\l/\? : %37724 Closed room HK West was 2#, 2 down, -200, 6 IMPs.
+ J6
& 643 4%@]%;’;;@?] 63IMPs # & > 17 (15:78 T 2:25VPs)
3 %Jg ® : 5150 Altogether, in 16 boards we lost 63 IMPs (15:78 means to 2:25 VPs)
VTR OB P
& KQ10 @ & AJ95 ABCHEHRVER (B i mEe 2] wea[d])
» 2%%32 HK Red vs Guangzhouu (Open room GZ East-West K.Y.Chan, H.S.Lau)
v
+ 108
% 872 (7) [Game NS & QJ764 |__East |
Dealer N  # AQ pass 2% X
¢ 9643 ass 3a 48 4e
S0 AL G R AR BNT 0 B T B F R - o R8T 5 % 72 base 4 ass ANT
- ¥ 28 + - ~ & 903 & 8 P P
= i?l A3 AR fﬁ £ g 11 |MPS ° v 108753 .6 5& 5¢ pass 5%
Bidding to 6NT but off 2 Aces could hardly be a good gamble, 11 IMPs away. & 852 @<E> & KJ107 pass 5 pass G
& 854 @ & AKJ10963 pass L pass pass
(5) w7 6¢ ° EH ¥ HF % 36 & AK1052 pass
,;_._ )% R e g Game EW Q Q10973 v KJQQ42
83 *
Stopplng in 3¢ when 6 could be made. Dealer W & JQS & Q
Watching Guangzhou'’s bidding: & J75
& K652 . & J8
07 & vA W.K.Chan &t v 6 F 17 ®A> e e)> fided %% Q B L A? 7
pass pass 1e + KQ93 S + A10652 YRR g 42 A\ﬁo,;,“%_iiﬁ;ﬁg’ Chant.”l %’\’ﬁ;\{;*i +Q - ?i
X o9 3% 3. a8 & A10942 4 g\ na " b NAL? R e u
5¢ pass pass pass s A4 (62 R Chan in7 477t w 42 A pe? B3 A B! 28 f ) 4a o Aol
¥ KJ542 oK 2 F o 5 FiEAF e
.K. Chan was North and declarer. &A was led and switched to #J, what would you
+ 74 W.K. Ch North and decl A led and switched to #J, what Id
Mo N e o g R a2 s B oo . op e 2 KQ63 play? If w had split 4-2, there seemed little choice as 3 #s could go away and a &
ﬁ{:’vﬂmﬁ;ﬁjo’ FFE,F|II’50 ﬂ;@ﬁcﬂ’dy@‘i

ruffed. Anyway, Chan thought long and played Q. | asked why afterwards, he said: the
bidding 2& and 44 could hardly be justified without #K! | had no information of Open
room result on this hand.

izt 3¢ = ,E?’FKB’»%E?—L: # 0 $i5 10 IMPs ©
5 was good on any lead here, 10 IMPs. 12 tricks in both rooms.

(6) |GameEW 4 Q10973 (8) | Game EwW 4 KJ432 B B e
Dealer W : JQ883 Dealer S : 6QzJ765 Hong Kong bidding:
» J75 »Q __East |
& K652 N, s U8 & AQY75 86 1e
v 10976 @ v A v 108 N v 94 14 pass pass X
+ KQ93 S + A10652 + A103 ®S¢ + KJ8 pass 3w pass 4v
% 8 % A10942 & 843 & AJ7652 pass pass pass
» A4 = 10
v KJ542 v AK32
+ 74 + Q9754
& KQ63 + K109
. ) gy v e e 2 = 3 bov oo L g4 £47 (Fla B 1a) #7002 T 3w drk aK 2 Ko
MR ER A LY EEAGEE g BHY - ML) +mg’frﬂ?-l A A8 N X
AVERLlEaT R P = #l J ) SV RET TR STk T AT
Bid AR EHM L4 20 T— 500 | do not concur with North’s 3% bid after West overcalled 14, wasted # value. If &K
B3 4 ﬁ B EH T N $r 24 T - 5200 - ﬁ%‘] 6 IMPs o became #K then 3% would be perfect, while now 4%, one down.
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NE G BRI HM O T 0 BRGR VD - A
Imperfect defence resulted inGuangzhou’s gain here
Game All ~ 76
Dealer N v KJ6
+ K95
& A10872
& Q5 & AKJ103
v 10843 v 752
+ AJ6 w + Q872
% KQ54 % 9
& 9842
v AQ9
+ 1043
& J63
IﬂHﬁIHMMIIEﬁEIIﬁMI
pass
2NT pass 3NT X
pass pass

TR A RFE LN E TG 4 REF Y ié’z\?}“{,&?* cF W R
T a7 A aK 2% €20 300 Flineh eKe FrTAITY  MAN G -
FHE  RFIE A AT M S FIHOMEZE e AATHERG ZH e
FITH R4 b e BRI we LT A AEET a7 BB T o

Perhaps North/South had different meanings on South’s double. Asking for #, & lead
or just strength. At the table #7 was led, dummy &K won and #2, 3, J to you King.
One more, perhaps last chance after the vain lead, what? Declarer probably had 5
spades after partner’s signal, 3 diamonds. Anyway North thought for long and returned
&7, 9 tricks.

-2 o AR 18 80P 2NT» B2 & J“ﬁl‘ﬁ?“‘ i’ﬁr‘ﬁx’z & T
¢ EEEN v wIT & 2IMFTEHDEOFIIETrm &5 ¢ fo- B
¢ kwipix 20IMPs 11+ o

On the other side of perfect thinking, after North opened 14 and West's 2NT, he should
have strength there, with %A, 9 tricks were quite inevitable. In any case, had there been
a & lead and perfect reading in hearts, the defence could come to 4 clubs, 3 hearts, 1
diamond and a swing of 20 IMPs, +1100 instead of -750.

B g FRGR o R VR Sk R R “”W?fﬁ?ﬂwf» R R A
ﬁ&,ﬁm’ P ETEs FOERLFOE > AF YA B IR S FR- By
H mé’\ o o

From what | have observed, Guangzhou defended better than Hong Kong, and on
bidding more accurate. Their winning was a well deserved one.
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The HK. Open Teams, Binsl

Team ofFour WECAABRRER I R - o T AR L N p 2
LR EE g i ST 4B+ 64 Bl 0 B B Y 104 Bl wr B
B B g 4 FErE- e AR F 0 e BB R W AR T S
Borz o

This is one of the major tournaments in Hong Kong. After 4 rounds of preliminaries, the
semi and finals were held on October 8, 9; 48 + 64 boards. | watched 104 of those boards in
the open rooms, witnessing perhaps the present level of H.K. bridge. | made some records
of the bidding.

TRE - RBEAEE SR P A
b o ;fa‘rujq.\p FT o ¥ E G LR E T :’;’g ﬁl_‘v”‘”ag b Kéc,i—%m‘ Py 40 3
g4, LR P 0% DerekZen » |.L. Ieong o B s A IR AR zy\sj'-&zé‘ﬂjf‘}—"—
il F & FEF Ry EEagR mHzr : Ringo Lee Team, S.K. LukTeam Cheung
Lik Team, S.S. Yeh Team, Bell Tam Team % % > 2 Z 3B 7 Z Mm% > 7 o7 ouE
L IRE Hbpes o J P AL ELAL LML o '&'}' ) 4\{.%\37)]-}.411 i & i—%rﬂ
W0 R R FL A Limb- oo deiy PR 0 o B L en® g L Apdaig o

In recent years, young players here have made S|gn|f|cant improvement in declarer play
especially in defence though. There are errors still, leads in particular and bidding mishaps.
9 players in the final, apart from Derek Zen and |.L. leong, the other 7 were all fast coming
young stars. Of course, there are other teams of good players such as Ringo Lee’s, S.K.
Luk, Cheung Lik, S.S. Yeh, Bell Tam, etc. Nonetheless we are all amateur players though |
pride myself as a full-time player now. Below are some of the hands | sampled with areas for
improvement and hope we could better other amateurs in time.

R B A

BAAEARY L leong i (‘Uﬁa- I i5) ﬂfr Derek Zen 3 (T4 D 1) -
Mpra AUBEE AT FOFL A o hq A D e HEELS 0 g - *ﬁmwc
L ﬁ’iiﬁ‘ , _L._ e ”ﬂ

Congratulatlons to I.L. leong and Derek Zen's teams who came out first and second in the

tournament. Of the 9 players and 4 and a half pairs, only 2 pairs emerged as good bidding
partnerships:
M -EE.E-
Dealer W w 82 26 X 2.’ 3NT
+ KQ10642
& K7 pass pass pass pass
& K8 & Q6532
v AJ3 ® ¥ K1097
+ 975 + J
< QJ1064 6 & 832
o A74
v Q654
+ A83
& A95
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(4)

DIAT %7 | g 4ok L2 2v 4 a2 ot B gl 30 39
a9 IMPs o

Derek’s East-West had given leong’s North-South a chance to shine; but suppose East
had bid 2% for transfer, | wonder if North would come up with a 34 bid or South to
balance, anyway, 9 IMPs won.

Game Al a KQ10952
Dealer W v 874 1e pass 1w pass

; 853 2% pass 2a pass

3 pass 3 pass

v s Q) v ﬁgdémsz av pass 4NT pass
* AK982 w * 10 O pass 5a pass
% Q87654 % A102 6e pass 6w pass

& J873 pass pass

w 95

+ QJ74

% KJ3

¥- £edf 275 25 7NT - D 2% 17 IMPs -
7NT was somehow reached in the other room. Derek’s won 17 IMPs.

B2 435 ens K 0 {&F iTiE 0 Bl4c  Few samples with areas for improvement:

D Frr4g Derek’s bidding:
Love Al & 109852
1% pass Dealer E v QJ76
1e pass INT* pass *9
2w pass 2NT pass % 973
3¢ pass 3w pass & AQ N » K743
34 pass 4 pass v AlI7e42 @@ v 05
6e pass pass pass o - S > AR106
INT = 1517 & J6
v A103
166 LiLs o bt L KA . e

v 6 X 6NT o ¥ - &4 Feipd a i
e BQ‘F‘,’K'}Z’;? Td e T g o

64 by West was not ideal yet both teams reached it by same declarer and neither North
found the killing # lead!

’fﬁiﬁ’““"fﬁl f&ﬁ%'&; ’ m%@m’fﬁl °| F%’:E“’.’I‘Q Game EW & A74
Bad bids but good luck. leong’s bidding Dealers ¥ '1°~K10
s Deors
e & J108652 & KQ93
pass 2 pass 3 v 742 ¥ ¥ 9653
pass 4w pass 5% + 9843 ®s¢ + J2
pass 64(?) pass T & - + K93
pass pass pass - -
¥ QJ8
+ AKQ76
& A8542
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Sa HFEL a henBf4EE o CaME_H A 2 2 E o N4FRT Tae FlE aK Hima
Fraoe ;— Ll | FEAD B lfﬁ%] 11IMPs < 4r% &K Ao > Bt ipE 25
IMPs °

54 was supposedly exclusion blackwood, 64 was a reply misunderstood but good
stroke of luck to the forced grand slam. Had the &K been wrong, a swing of 25 IMPs!
Winning 11 instead of losing 14!

Game All & Ax By
Dealer S ¥ AQ10xx Open room bidding
o 09w
pass
AN Q) o [T 1e 1w 14 3a
& AK7xx w + Q pass 4w e pass
& 7TXXX & 109x pass 5 pass 5%
~ X X pass pass pass
¥ 9XXXX
& Jx
& AKQ8x

FRAW o BT AR R dek - BTt 4es L Fe v Ed Bwo 3T )

Brd 1o v 19 218 MiEe S8 > F A BESR > TRE AR P
d Lz 2§58 242% é;"ﬁ 3T oQ T A4Agr, o 5wl B4z o

East has no defensive power and might as well preempt 44 on his 1st bid warning partner,
if slam is on, partner won't miss it. West on the other hand, should depreciate his
defensive values once North overcalled in # and on the present bidding, leave East to
decide instead of telling him to stop. This is in fact a rather common tightrope situation
where partners should agree explicitely whether double in direct position should promise
2 or more defensive tricks, or exactly 2? 6 level? Anyway, here #Q was led and was
the sole defensive trick, 59X, +1.

Bz
Closed room bidding

pass
1+ 1v 4aé 5w
X pass pass pass

Al @ fdr > et et o P HEd > 3772 BB Apsc Qo d ¥
oK L oA BB 3o Bk A7

West made the same error, banking on perhaps an Ace from partner, he did better
overtaking partner’s #Q lead, stopping the overtrick.

“%,A%? REgel s ppr v B - pRES3TR &
Defence, as usual, is a weak spot.
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Game All & 853
Dealer N v K93
+ Q1082
% K95
& AJ106 » KQ2
v 52 » AQ10
+ J953 w * AK74
& J86 & 742
& 974
v J8764
® 6
& AQ103
gl & é:.?.f]JF"S{ 3NT » #2d & #adx - ‘513:3"3{ ¥6 ‘"’ﬁ Ngg o BET - (kL
FoBEZE | LT ?r’f%—‘ﬁx’z * JF"S?» R HmEY s BE «g%‘}t?ﬁrak » D

R385 7 2R3 27? (12IMPs)

East declared 3NT in both rooms by #6 led. In the other room, the contract was one
down, normal. leong’s team however made it when North-South probably erred in
throw-in carding.

Dtz e tpFreiyg Game NS & J63
Zen’s North-South in Open room DealerE  w Q6
+ AQ9742
27 Tl akas
1% T4 v A98742 @ v K105
2w 3¢ 3w pass + J53 + 86
4w pass pass pass & AB4 & K975
& A10852
Hic a3 3 AP FF LB & v ML
BEHIT gzj (7 ;f@?]m) 10 IMPs » ¥ & Q1032

- & d LR
a3 lead but South missed the trump promotion defense of # return to allow the contract
home, 10 IMPs, when 4% by East was one down in the other room.

.—L‘_—o

Game NS o AK
Dealer E w7

+ Q107

& KQJ10876
« 107 Q & Q8543
v AQ10964 v J2
+ J5 @@ + AKG62
& 532 6 & 94

& J962

¥ K853

+ 9843

& A

BEd i B A2 ¥ - FEd aifr ONT» & 5 I 2 /g 5Tef o (Rdfer o
5% 3NT Bdg— cdrit 53] »J —FT TR T e LT - skwip Ll 16 IMPse
Open room contract was 3& fair enough. In the closed room, South declared in 3NT,
could the killing # lead and % switch be found? No! 10 tricks.
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Report of youth development 2002 to 2005
By: WK Lai, Leo Cheung

Introduction

The objectives of youth development program is to train up youth players who are expected to
become advance players and fight for China Hong Kong in open series at both regional and

international level.

To achieve this objective, the youth development sub-committee (YDSC)

adopted following four stages.

1)

2)

3)

4)

It starts from developing bridge as a common inter-collage activity among secondary school
level. 'YDSC plans to promote bridge to both secondary school students and teachers. We
expect that bridge would be a popular activity, such like swimming, football and dancing, in
secondary schools after five years. We expect there will be over 1,000 active student players
after five years.

Bridge is more popular in universities compare with secondary schools. We not only keep
attracting more bridge players in university, but also to improve their skill and enlarge their
exposure. YDSC focus on the quality of bridge players at university level. Formal
inter-university tournaments would be held by HKCBA. Outstanding players are invited to
join Hong Kong Youth Team for more intensive training.

Hong Kong Youth Team is one of the strongest team at Pacific Asia. Each year, we would
recruit 10-12 new members. The size would be kept at 30 to 40 persons.. We give
intensive training, including regular training, course and also regional tournament, to youth
team members. Our aim is to win Pacific Asia Bridge Championship (youth section), World
University Championship and Intercity (youth section), and getting into final 4 at World
Junior Tournament.

In order to support youth development plan, YDSC needs large amount of working capital.
We would organize regular fund raising events to collect sponsorship. These events include
Fund raising dinner organized by Shirley Chang, AIA student funding and other possible
sponsorship activities.

Fight for
HK Open

HK Youth Team

Improve standard of university
bridge players

Enlarge bridge population among

secondary school level
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Promoting bridge at secondary school

YDSC promotes bridge among secondary schools in 3 ways as following,

1.

Training program for secondary school teachers

YDSC would like to setup a training program for secondary school teachers. In order to
increase the effectiveness promotion of bridge among secondary school, training of
schoolteachers is a must. Teachers help to organize bridge clubs at secondary schools and
monitor their students in bridge events. They act as our agent of promoting bridge in
secondary schools. Certifications are awarded to teachers who finish the whole program.
Moreover, we registered this program as credit course recognized by Education Department to
attract more teachers participating. The program mainly focuses on teaching them how to
operate a bridge club, how to run bridge tournaments and how to train up student playing
bridge. It contains 3 parts, the introductory seminar, advance course and practical period.

This program had been run on Oct 8 and Oct 15, 2005. Teachers from more than 20
schools had attended this 12-hour course.

Organize Secondary School Bridge League (SSBL)

In order to promote bridge effectively, YDSC re-set up SSBL as a platform for sec-school
bridge players. Through SSBL, sec-school bridge players can have a chance to participate in
organizing bridge tournaments, at the same time, we can promote bridge at sec-schools level.
At the beginning, SSBL would focus on organizing two annual events, AlA inter-collage team
tournament and AlA inter-collage pair tournament.

The first SSBL Annual General Meeting (AGM) was held on Oct 29, 2005. Mr. Tom
Leung chairs the board of directors, which including Mr. Billy Szeto and Mr. Ronald Hui.

Rose Bowl (Inter-secondary-school bridge championship)

YDSC would continue organize Rose Bowl as the most important inter-collage bridge
championship. It includes qualifying round, best 16, quarterfinal, semifinal and final round.
The prize of would include HKCBA season pass, intercity (youth section) ticket,
University-Collage friendly cup ticket, bridge books and trophies but not cash.

Rose Bowl 2005 was held at June and July. More than 60 teams from 30 schools
participated.

Formal bridge class in Lam Tai Fai Secondary school

HKCBA is carrying a formal bridge class in Lam Tai Fai Secondary school on every WED
in one year term.  Mr. Jacky Ip is class instructor.
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I11 Inter-post-secondary school cup

Bridge is more popular in university compare with in sec-schools. YDSC appreciates the work
been done by Hong Kong Post-secondary Union of Bridge (HKPUB). We believe that university
students are more mature and capable to run bridge tournaments and promoting bridge among
universities. We propose to leave HKPUB as a full-student organization, which is independent
from HKCBA.

In order to raise the standard of university bridge players and in order to reduce financial pressure
of HKPUB, YDSC would like to take the responsibility to organize the inter-post-secondary cup.
Of course HKPUB would help to promote this tournament among students.  The
inter-post-secondary cup would be held at every July and August. It includes qualifying round,
best 16, quarterfinal, semifinal and final round. The prize of would include Pacific Asia
University tournament ticket, Regional bridge tournament, HKCBA season pass, intercity (youth
section) ticket, University-Collage friendly cup ticket, bridge books and trophies. Top players are
also invited to participating in Hong Kong Youth Team.

Inter-post-secondary Bridge Tournament was held at July 2005. HKCBA provided qualified
directors and venues throughout this event.

IV Summary of Hong Kong contract bridge youth team

Aim of HK youth team

The ultimate objective of youth development program is to train up youth players who are
expected to become advance players and fight for China Hong Kong in open series at both
regional and international level. To achieve this, Hong Kong Contract Bridge Association
(HKCBA) forms a sizable team and providing them enough training. Hong Kong Youth team is
also be sent to participate varies world and regional events such as World Youth Team
Championship, Pacific Asia Bridge Championship, Pacific Asia Bridge Congress and Intercity
Bridge Tournament. Mr. WK Lai, Mr. S.S. Bux and Mr. Leo Cheung lead the team since March
2004.

General description of HK youth team

The team was set up since year 2002.  All team members are aged 26 or below. Currently there
are 34 members who were selected from more than 80 interviewers. The age ranges from 19 to
25. HK youth team is supervised under youth development sub-committee of Hong Kong
Contract Bridge Association (HKCBA).

Training

The team is divided into several 2 to 4-person small groups. A mentor who is senior bridge
player such as Mr. Derek Zen, Mr. Samuel Wan and Mr. David C.C. Ng leads each group.
Weekly trainings including lectures, practices and discussions are provided. Moreover, team
members are compulsory to participate in several local main events including intercity tournament
2004 that lasted for a week time. In order to enlarge team members’ exposures, HK youth team
sent all of them (divided into 4 teams) to participate Pacific Asia Bridge Congress 2004 in Taipei
at July.
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This is a 10-day regional event while teams from Japan, Chinese Taipei, Singapore and Thailand
participated.

Moreover, each youth team member needs to be stand-by player in HKCBA pair events. They
would be partner with the-last-single player. It encourage more single walk-in player to HKCBA
pair events.

Team structure

Only one team (6-person) can represent Hong Kong in Pacific Asia Bridge Championship 2005 in
Seoul, S. Korea and World Youth Team Championship in Sydney, Australia. Ten youth players
were selected into Team A at March 2005 by examination, overall performance during last one
year, log-out trail and, of course, discipline record. The rest went into Team B. More intensive
trainings are provided to Team A . The team would select 3 pairs from 5 pairs in Team A to
participate PABF and WY TC according to their performance and stability. Nevertheless, Team B
was divided into 4 teams and was sent to participate either Guangdong province team tournament
(Ladder B) or Intercity bridge tournament 2005 in Hong Kong.

Performance of HK youth before 2004

Finished at 2" runner-up at Pacific Asia Bridge Championship (youth session) 1999, China,
Finished at 10" place at World Junior Bridge Tournament 1999, USA,

Won Pacific Asia Bridge Championship 2002, Thailand,

Finished at 9" place at World Junior Bridge Tournament 2003, France

Finished at 2" runner-up at Pacific Asia Bridge Championship 2003, Philippines

gk

Performance of HK youth 2004

1. Finished at 2" runner-up at Pacific Asian Bridge Congress 2004 in Taipei.
2. Won Intercity bridge tournament (youth session) 2004 in Hong Kong,

Performance of HK youth 2005

The HK youths performed well in both local and regional events. They often finished at first
three places in local events and cup events held by HKCBA. Internationally, HK youth also won
their reputation by performing well at following events.

1. Finished at 5" place at Pearl River Cup (open) 2005,

2. Finished at 3" place at Pacific Asian Bridge Championship 2005 in Seoul,

Won one of three berths of zone 6 to participate World Youth Team Championship 2005 in
Sydney,

Finished at 1% runner-up at Guangong Team (Ladder A) Tournament 2005,

Finished at 7" place at Guangong Team (Ladder B) Tournament 2005,

Finished at 9" place at World Youth team Championship 2005, Sydney,

Finished in top-4 at Hong Kong intercity tournament (youth session) 2005

w

No as
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431 PABF Championships
Captain’s Report ~ Hong Kong Senior Team

By Mario Yeung

1. Introduction
The Championships were held in the Seoul Olympic Parktel Hotel, in Seoul of Korea, from
23" June to 3 July 2005. Four teams from Hong Kong took part in all the four
sections — Open, Ladies, Youth and Senior.

There were 14 teams in the Senior section, from 9 PABF NCBOs (or 7 Zone 6 NCBOs),
with 5 teams from Japan and 2 from Korea.

2. The Team
Before | was appointed the captain in end May, a team was already set up with the
following composition -- Ella Graca partnering Fu Kwan, while the partnerships between
Chan Yiu, Louis Shen, York Liao and George Wang (who resided in Shanghai but was also
a HK resident) had yet to be decided.

Afterwards, it was found that George was also the NPC of the China Senior team, but no
officials (from HKCBA or PABF) could confirm whether there would have been any
conflicts. To be safe, Chan Yiu found his own partner in mid June and the team was
finalized, with the following 3 fixed pairs:

Ella Graca + Fu Kwan,
Chan Yiu + Lam Shee, and
Louis Shen + York Liao.

Only the pair Chan/Lam had good partnership experience, especially in higher level
tournaments.

As there was only limited time available, only 2 practice sessions could be organized on
the 5th and 19th of June, with me substituting George in the first session.

3. Match Format
Double round robin, with 16 boards per match, were played to decide the winners of the
Championships, while the first Zone 6 team would get the first berth for the World Senior
Bowl, and the remaining 2 berths to be decided by the subsequent 4 Zone 6 teams (only
one team from each NCBO). The second and third teams would play for the second berth,
while the loser would play with the winner of the fourth and fifth placers to decide the
final berth.

4. The Matches

The final results were as follows:
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Final Round Robin 1 RR2 Total

Ranking  Team Rank VPs VPs VPs
1 Japan — Yamada 4 221 286 507
2 Australia 1 267 216 483
3 China 3 241 226 467
4 Chinese Taipei 2 242 218.5 460.5
5 China HK 6 205 240 445
6 Indonesia 5 218 211 429
7 New Zealand 9 178 228 406
8 Japan — Queens & Knight 8 179 220 399
9 Japan — Yokohama 9 183 166 349
10 Thailand 13 150 166 316
11 Japan — PS-Jacks 11 170 139 309
12 Japan — Wakasa 10 172 129 301
13 Korea — lvy League 12 166 107 273
14 Korea — Joy Club 14 125 134.5 259.5

We finished 6™ in the first round robin and 5 (or 4™ in Zone 6) overall. Just counting the
scores of the second round robin, we were only second to the ultimate winner (Yamada).
Throughout the tournament, we were able to maintain a position in the front half of the
field, except after round 3. In fact, after beating Chinese Taipei in round 24, we were
only trailing the then 4™ placed Taipei by 0.5VP. Unfortunately, we lost the final two
matches and could not proceed further to a higher ranking. Please refer to the Appendix
for the results of all the matches.

As can be observed, we won 7 matches, drew once and lost 5 times in each of the 2 round

robins.  Only in one match did we get a single-digit score (6:24 lost to China in round 12).

We won 25:x in 5 matches, all in the second round robin, that accounted for the far better
results in the second RR.

The Knock-out Matches

The Yamada team from Japan won the first berth. Then the teams from China, Chinese
Taipei and Thailand decided that they would not be playing for the berths, thus leaving 3
teams to play for the remaining 2 berths — China HK, Indonesia and Korea (lvy League).
We first played against Indonesia for the second berth, the loser would then play against
Korea for the final berth. \We lost to Indonesia by 81 : 132 IMPs (18 : 42,20 : 77 and 43 :
13), and then beat Korea by 163 : 112 IMPs (70 : 30, 36 : 54 and 57 : 28). Thus, Hong
Kong will be eligible to send a team to play in the World Senior Bowl, to be held together
with the Bermuda Bowl and Venice Cup, in Estoril of Portugal in October/November this
year. My congratulations to all the team members for their great efforts!!!

Team Performance

In my opinion, the datum might not be related to a pair’s performance. However, as can
be seen from the Appendix, the net datum between the two pairs could be a good
indication of the team’s performance. | would like to point out that we lost quite a lot of
part-score double swings, mostly with both contracts declared by the opponents.
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Another weaker point of the team was that we did lose quite some points at up-tricks, i.e.
making less tricks when declaring but losing more tricks when defending. This could be
due to the fact that most of our players had little chances to practice, especially during the
period prior to the tournament. One last reminder for some of the players is slow play.
During this tournament, the TDs were very tolerant on our slow plays, but in more
competitive events the TDs should be stricter in this aspect.

General Comments
A. Disagreeable Directors’ Ruling
We had been the victims of disagreeable rulings by the TD.

Casel: Round 7 (vs Australia), board 9 (EW vul.)

N(Graca) E(Griffin) S(Fu) W(McDonald)
P 1C INT P
P P
1C =strong;

INT = 2 suitor, either S+D or H+C (as described in the systems notes), but Graca wrongly
explained that it was Natural, i.e. 15-18HCP, balanced.

N’s hand : SQ1042 H1086 DQ8652 C7
S’s hand : S6 HAK74 DK3 CKQ9863

In the middle of the play, Fu voluntarily played a spade to the 10 and lost to the J.
Thereafter, the defense did not touch spades and let declarer make 10 tricks. Afterwards,
the opponents called the TD and complained about the wrong explanations. The score
was finally adjusted to -50 111 (same as the open room, where 3C by S was 1 down). |
had watched the Australian team a few times, and found that they had a habit (indeed a
very good practice) of frequently referring to opponents’ systems notes. In this case, it
was certainly advantageous to them because they knew well that our side was most likely
in a wrong contract.

However, the defense could not identify declarer’s suits timely for any action. |
personally consider it a brilliant play by Fu to deceive the defense, and it was a misfortune
rather than damage to them.

Case 2 : Round 26 (vs Indonesia), board 26 (both vul.)
N(Lam) E(Wennes) S(Chan)  W(Sinaga)

P P 1D
INT P 2D P
P P

1D = at least 2 cards, was explained to Lam; but
1D = at least 4 cards, was explained to Chan.

Furthermore, the Indonesian pair did not have any systems notes for our players to verify
their explanations. Thus, the 2D bid was considered by Chan as a cue-bid but a genuine
suit by Lam. The final result was -500 (while 4H by S in the open room was +650), and
we lost 15imp in this board.
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The case was brought to the CTD immediately after the match. His reply was that if it
was not explicitly stated in the systems notes, a bid of the opponent’s suit (even possibly
short) should be a cue-bid rather than a genuine suit. He even blamed us for not
informing the TD that the opponents had no systems notes. In my opinion, if the
opponents had not provided incorrect information to our pair, they would not have arrived
at the wrong contract. Thus, damages had certainly been done to us. However, as it was
already the final round of the RR2, and the results did not affect both teams’ positions, we
did not take any further action.

Lessons learnt :

1. Always state clearly, on the systems notes, the actions to be taken for each individual
case. Do not assume any action to be common or standard practice.

2. If the opponents are found to have no systems notes, always inform the TD.

B. Use of the Pick-up Slips

We had been requested twice by the opponents to adjust the scores of a board each after

the matches.

Case 1: Round 6 (vs Thailand), board 25
Towards the end of the play, 4H by N, declarer claimed 9 tricks. Despite
reminded by our players (Chan and Lam) that he should have made 10 tricks
instead, both opponents still insisted that they made only 9 tricks, and Chan
duly signed the pick-up slip.  On the following day, the Thai pair approached
Chan and claimed that they should have made 10 tricks. Chan agreed and
the result of the match was adjusted from 24:6 to 22:8.

Case2: Round 17 (vs Japan — Yamada), board 3
N played the board in 4S and claimed 9 tricks, agreed and signed by our
player. After the match, the declarer, having discussed the hand with his
team-mates with reference to the hands records, requested us to agree upon
adjusting the score to 10 tricks made. We agreed and the result was adjusted
from 51:45imp to 41:45imp, again a difference of 2 VVPs.

Case 3: Round 23 (vs Thailand), boards 5-7
The pick-up slip was collected by the caddy while board 7 (2NT by S) was
still being played. Thus, the number of tricks (9) and the final score (150)
were not entered, nor had the EW signed on it. The boards was input into
the computer as 2NT making 8 tricks. After getting the computer
score-sheet, we noticed the error and had to find the opponents to agree on the
actual score.

Queries/Comments :

1. Based on sportsmanship and friendliness, we agreed to adjust the appropriate scores of the
first two cases, but what actually was the use of having the EW sign the pick-up slips?
My understanding is that EW’s duty is to verify what S has recorded before he/she signs
on it, and that should be the final result.

2. The caddies and scorers should be trained to collect/score slips that have been signed.
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431 PABF Championships
Captain’s Report ~ Hong Kong Open Team

By Leo Cheung

Summary
I am glad be invited by open team, and later be appointed by council, as NPC of open team

participating in 43" Pacific Asia Bridge Championship, Seoul 2005. China Hong Kong open
team had finished at 5" out of twelve teams’. We entered the play-off session fighting for
berth to Bermuda Bowl, but we failed to do so after losing to Indonesian team®. Nevertheless,
our team already did the best and the result is out of our own expectation.

The team was re-formed at late May after it won open team trial. Mr. Lawrence Lau resigned
from the team due to health problem. His place was replaced by Mr. Eric Cyngiser. Council
also waived any kind of penalty towards Mr. Lawrence Lau regarding to his resignation.
The team is formed by:

Mr. WK Lai and Mr. Laurance Lo
Mr. Wai-kin Ng and Mr. Daniel Chiu
Mr. Alan Sze and Mr. Eric Cyngiser

Background of 43" Pacific Asia Bridge Championship, Seoul 2005

Korean Contract Bridge League (KCBL) organizes the 43rd PABC event under supervision of
Pacific Asia Bridge Federation. Mr. Anthony Ching is the Chief Tournament Director of this
event.

PABC is a bi-annual event. It is divided into four categories: Open, Lady, Senior and youth.
In open series, totally twelve NCBOs had sent teams to join. They are Australia (zone 7),
China Hong Kong, Chinese Taipei, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Philippines, Singapore, and
Thailand. Prizes would be given to top three teams finishing two round robins. On the other
hand, three teams from zone 6 would be selected to participate

Except Australia team (from zone 7), the winner after two round robins would automatically
get one berth. The second and third team would be grouped into winners’ pool while the forth
and fifth would be grouped into loser’s pool and enter another 64-baords payoff section.
Winner of winners’ pool would get the second berth while loser would fight against winner of
losers’ pool for the last berth at another 64-board match.

Training and preparation

Once after the team formation was finalized, the training program started. All pairs have to
attend at least one at-the-table training, plus one online training including partnership bidding
every week. On average, each pair spent about 12-15 hours on weekly training. | especially
appreciate Mr. Alan Sze and Mr. Eric Cyngiser’s pair. They put a lot of afford to improve
their new partnership. Except the compulsory trainings, they almost played every night at
OKbridge.
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Nevertheless, other two pairs also squeezed their valuable time for training. For example,
when Mr. Daniel Chiu was on his business trip at States, he also login Bridge Base Online

Result of 2" Round Robin

practicing partnership bidding with Mr. Wai-kin NG despite 15 hours time lag®. Their efforts
are worth.  During the PABF, | did not see major partnership misunderstanding. They could
know each other teammates well and have rational discussions after each match 1 |China 220 20|16 1718|2410 14] 2 2]23]2 3] 1
2 [Indonesia 19 | 10 9|15 9|16|15|2|15[10|2]15 346 | 6
w . " . . . 3 |Chinese Taipei 182 | 14| 21 9|25|15|16|13|2]|17]25]|2 382 | 2
China Hong Kong finished at 5™ place after two round robins. Our final VP score is 350, 2 el wl el el a ol ol =l s laloluls P
which only 0.5 behind Japan’s. Accordingly, We can enter to playoff section (one life only) -
for Berth to Bermuda Bowl 2005. We play against Indonesia team. We had a very bad 5 |China Hong Kong I e N e e I e Rl %05
starting at first segment by losing 4-60 imps. Our team did not give up and try to catch back 6 |Singapore 2| 615|110 “ls|AjuB2A 218
in the remaining 3 segments.  Although we finally still lost by 9IMPs in total, our teammates 7 |Japan 1685| 20| 15| 14| 5)15) 16 H|H|B|12)12 305) 4
did try their best. 8 |New Zealand 159 | 16| 8| 17| 2a|18|25]5 97| |2 33| 7
9 |Philippines “o| 8|l 8|9fl9|9|lo|n 13|15 17 54 | 11
I would like to say that all three pairs performed very well. Following are the datum analysis 10 |China Macau 137 | 8|20|13|13|8|16] 7| 13|17 0| 10 262 | 10
for reference. 11 | Thailand 1325 7 |10| 5| 16| 16| 12| 18| 19| 15| 25 20 2955( 9
12|Korea 15 | 45| 7| af1n| 9|18 8|13|20]10 24 | 12
WK Lai — Laurance Lo have average 0.42 with 300 boards been played, ranking at 6"
Result of Playoff
Eric Cyngiser — Alan Sze have average 0.05 with 340 boards been played, ranking at 14",
- o . _ y Open Series Segment Total
Daniel Chiu — Wai Kin Ng have average -.018 with 240 boards been played, ranking at 23" 1 2 3 4
China Hong Kong 4 42 36 44 126
The different datum may not reflect whole story since pairs played against different teams. Indonesia 60 34 36 5 135
Also, total number of boards have been played are different. In short, China Hong Kong open Training Record
team did well this year in Seoul.
Date Training Book and Dicky Daniel and Anthony Eric and Alan
Result of 1* Round Robin 54-4-2005 lon table X x
29-4-2005 |OKB vs Taipei Team X X
2-5-2005  |on table vs Leo/Michael Ware X X X
6-5-2005 |OKB X X
1 | Ch Macau 141141251413 | 2 | 5 |12|15| 6 |17 137 10 8-5-2005  |on table vs Youth A team X X X
2 | Ch Taipei 16 1014 |17|120|16 |20 (24 | 22| 8 | 15 182 3 9-5-2005 |BBO partnership bidding X
3 | Japan 16 | 20 2518 15|10 |17 22|14 (12| 0 1685 | 7 12-5-2005 |OKB vs Samuel Wan's team X X
4 [Nz 4116/ 5 1619141417 |18 ] 18] 18 159 | 8 14-5-2005 _|BBO partnership bidding X
5 |Australia | 16| 13 | 12 | 14 23| 7 [19]13]19]20] 20 176 | 4 ;22;882 g”i:;b;elt;&;)'r’:ing X X X
6 Phl_llpplnes 17110 |15 |11 | 7 1114 |119|15| 6 |15 140 9 2-6-2005 |OKB vs Youth A team 8-11pm - -
7 | China 25|14 20|16 | 23|19 18125(25|19]| 16 220 1 5-6-2005 o table training + KF pair X ” X
8 | China HK 251101316 |11 |16 12 23|25(16| 6 173 5 6-6-2005 BBO partnership bidding X
9 | Thailand 18] 6 |16 13|17 11| 3 | 7 25| 9 |16 1325 | 11 9-6-2005 |OKB 9-12pm X X
10 | Korea 15/ 8 1612|1115 2 | 5| 5 15| 11 115 12 12-6-2005 |on table training X X
11 |Indonesia | 24|22 |18 |12 |11 |24 |11 |14 |21|15 19 190 2 13-6-2005 |OKB 9-12pm X
12 | Singapore |13 |15|25|12 (10|15 |14 |24 |14 |19|11 172 6 16-6-2005 |BBO partnership bidding X X
20-6-2005 |OKB 9-12pm X X X
21-6-2005 |OKB 9-12pm X X X
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431 PABF Championships
Captain’s Report ~ Hong Kong Ladies Team

By Tony Lau

In May 2005, | was appointed by the council to be the NPC of Hong Kong Ladies Team.
Before going into the details of the report, 1 would like to thank the council to appoint me as
the NPC of the Ladies Team and volunteers who have contributed a lot on the trainings.

Hong Kong L adies Team Selection

The 2005 Hong Kong PABF Ladies Team was selected through a team trial (Amy Yeung’s
team Vs Shirley Leong’s Team). The following team was formed to represent Hong Kong
Ladies Team in Seoul.

Non-playing captain: Tony Lau

Players: Amy Yeung (AY) & Monica Chan (MC)
Flora Wong (FW) & Tiffany Tse (TT)
Charmian Koo (CK) & Pearlie Chan (PC)

Objective
Our objective is to finish a respectable position in the field so that we can qualify for the

playoff and fight for the berth. Besides, we would try to gain experience from the matches in
order to improve our bridge skills.

Training

The team has been formed in Sept 2004. They have participated in various HKCBAL regular
tournaments such as Ladder Team and IMP pairs as a kind of regular practice. After | was
appointed to be the NPC, besides participating in CBA’s events, training sessions were
scheduled on every Sunday, 3 pairs of the ladies were arranged to form in different
combinations and played against different opponents such as the Hong Kong Youth Team and
the Hong Kong Senior Team representatives.

Championship format

There were 10 teams participating in the 43" PABF Ladies Series: China, Japan, Indonesia,
Australia, New Zealand, China Hong Kong, Singapore, Thailand, Japan and Korea. Top five
finishers in Zone 6 will be qualified to play-offs to fight for the berths in Venice Cup.

Results

The result of the first round robin was satisfactory. They scored 13.7 VP per round which was
under my expectation. We lost 2 heavy matches against China and Australia and we could not
achieve expected result against some same level opponents. The ladies did show some
instability for high-level biddings and defense. In order to secure for the playoff, we need
some adjustments for the second round robin.

Page 23

1RR
1| China Hong Kong / |16 |23 23| 6 |11 | 6 |11 |17 |10 / | 123 7
2 New Zealand 14|/ | 25|16 | 4 |15 |24 |20 4 | 7 129 5
3 Chinese Taipei 712 (/|91 ]4,0|9|5]|9/ /| 46 10
4 Thailand 7 14|21/ |13 |14 /10|14 | 6 | 9 |-0.5|1075| 8
5 China 24 |25 |25 (17| [ |25|17 (25|19 20| / | 197 1
6 Singapore 1915|2516 1| / |10 |15| 9 |19 129 5
7 Australia 24| 6 |25(20 13|20 / |20 |17 8 | / | 153 4
8 Korea 19 /10|21 16| 0 |15|10| / | 4 |12 |-05]1065| 9
9 Japan 1325|2524 |11|24 13|25 [/ |16 | R | 176 2
10 Indonesia 20 (23|21 |21 10|11 |22|18 |14 | [/ |-05|159.5| 3
Datum:
AY + MC FW+TT CK +PC
+ - | Net | VP | + - | Net| VP | + - | Net | VP
1 | Indonesia 29 | 46 | -17 | 10 | 18 | 32 | -14 | 10
2 Japan 26 | 42 | -16 | 17 | 56 | 25 | +31 | 17
3 Korea 32 31| +1 | 11 25 |42 | -17 | 11
4 | Australia | 27 | 39 | -12 | 6 12 | 51 | -39 | 6
5 | Singapore 26 | 43 | 17| 11 | 26 | 31 | -5 11
6 China 19 | 50 | -31 | 6 29 | 46 | -17 | 6
7 | Thailand | 62 | 13 | +49 | 23 | 28 | 30 | -2 | 23
8 | C.Taipei 42 | 20 | +22 | 23 | 40 | 20 | +20 | 23
9 | N.Zealand 37 | 38| -1 | 16 | 24 | 22 | +2 | 16
RR1 sub total | 166 | 175 | -9 233 | 256 | -23 162 | 193 | -31
Average -1.8 | 12.6 -3.3 ] 151 521128
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2RR

The ladies performed much better than the first round robin and we scored 16.2 VP per round.
We were ahead of Singapore by 9 VP and finished sixth. We qualified for the playoff and our
opponent was Singapore.

1 China 197 / |17 24122 |19(25|19|25|25|25| / [398 | 1
2 Japan 176/ 13| / | 9 |20 |13 (21|18 |16 |17 |25| / | 328 | 2
3 Indonesia 1595 6 (21| / |22|20|15|19 (16|18 |25 | / |3215| 3
4 Australia 153 8 |10| 8 | / |16|21|13|25|25|13 |/ | 292 | 4
5 New Zealand 129/ 11 |17 (10 (14| [/ | 1419|1919 |25 | / | 277 5
6 Singapore 1290 3 | 9 |15 9 |16 / |14 |15|25|25| / | 260 | 7
7| ChinaHongKong | 123/ 11 |12 |11 |17 |11 |16 | / [25|18 25| / | 269 | 6
8 Thailand 1075 3 (14 (14| 1 (11 |15| 2 | [ | 25|24 | | |216.5| 8
9 Korea 1065 5 (13 (12| 2 (11| 4 |12 0 | / |19 | / |1845]| 9
10| Chinese Taipei 46/ 4 | 4 |5 |17 4 (0|2 |6 11|/ |/ | 99 | 10
Datum:
AY + MC FW+TT CK +PC
+ - Net | VP | + - Net | VP | + - Net | VP
1 New | o9 | 61 | 32 | 11 37 | 31| +6 | 11
Zealand

2 Australia 21 | 34 | <13 | 17 | 42 | 21 | +21 17
3 Singapore | 39 | 53 | -14 | 16 | 61 | 42 | +19 | 16
4 China 23 | 27 -4 11 25 | 40 -15 11
5 C. Taipei 50 | 22 | 428 | 25 62 | 13 +49 25
6 Indonesia | 27 | 40 | -13 | 11 | 23 | 40 | -17 | 11
7 Korea 40 | 31 | +9 18 41 | 32 +9 18
8 Japan 25 | 42 | -17 | 12 | 31 | 32 -1 12
9 Thailand | 71 | 13 | +58 | 25 | 47 | 27 | +20 | 25
RR2 sub total | 229 | 225 | +4 227 | 207 | +20 238 | 169 | +69

Average +0.7 | 15.3 +3.3 | 17.7 +11.5 | 15.7
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Playoff

After the third set of match, our scores were very close and only lacked behind Singapore by
11 imps. However, due to the lack of experience in playoff and some misunderstandings in
bidding, we lost the fourth set and the match.

China Hong Kong Singapore
1% set 22 48
2" set 43 38
3" set 45 35
4" set 15 33
Total 125 154
AY + MC FW+TT CK +PC
1" RR (imp) -9 -23 31
2" RR (imp) +4 +20 +69
Total imp gain -5 -3 +38
No. of matches played 11 13 12
Average IMP gained -0.45 -0.23 +3.17
Average VP gained 14.1 16.3 14.3

As shown from the datum, 3 pairs performed satisfactory and in line with my expectation.
Among the 3 pairs, CK & PC performed best in average. AY & MC especially performed well
in the playoff against Singapore. For FW & TT, although they are newly formed partnership,
their performance was up to standard.

Conclusion

We enjoyed the tournament and gained valuable experience during the match. We would like
to share with you some of our experience.

1. The first and the most essential element to perform well in a RR is “stability”.

2. Trust your partner in any circumstances, this is the foundation of any partnership.
When in doubt, try to work out what is going on at the table.

3. Trust your teammates. Do not try to perform heroic actions.

4, Do not discuss the hands during the match, as this may bring uncomfortable to both
sides.
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431 PABF Championships
Captain’s Report ~ Hong Kong Youth Team

By Leo Cheung

Summary
I am glad to be NPC of Hong Kong Youth Team which participating Pacific Asia Bridge

Championship (PABC) held at Seoul from June 23 to July 3, 2005. And our youth have good
performance there.

After two round robins, we finished at 3" place after Japan and Australia out of nine teams.
Although we lost to Chinese Taipei team later in payoff when fighting second berth to World
Youth Team Championship (WYTC), we won the third berth by beating Indonesia team at
second round payoff.

The youth team’s training program had been started from March 2004 under supervision of Mr.
WK Lai, Mr. SS Bux and me. Through a paper examination and a log-out trial, five pairs out
of seventeen had been selected as Team A at March 2005. Intensive training had been
assigned to Team A once it was formed. By May 23, youth team committee selected three
pairs from Team A to participate PABC. They are Mr. Chi-cheung Ng and Mr. Cheuk-hin
Leung’s pair (NL); Mr. Wai-lap Chiu and Mr. Yu-cheung Ip’s pair (Cl); and Mr. Chung-man
Leung and Mr. Wai-sing Yiu’s pair (LY).

These six youth gentlemen will also represent Hong Kong in 10" World Youth Team
Championship, which will be held at Sydney from August 7 to August 17, due to their
outstanding performance during PABC tournament.

Background of 43" Pacific Asia Bridge Championship, Seoul 2005

Korean Contract Bridge League (KCBL) organizes the 43rd PABC event under supervision of
Pacific Asia Bridge Federation. Mr. Anthony Ching is the Chief Tournament Director of this
event.

PABC is a bi-annual event. It is divided into four categories: Open, Lady, Senior and youth.
In youth series, totally nine NCBOs had sent teams to join. They are Australia (zone 7),
China Hong Kong, Chinese Taipei, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Philippines, Singapore, and
Thailand. Prizes would be given to top three teams finishing two round robins. On the other
hand, three teams from zone 6 would be selected to participate 10" WYTC in Sydney.

Except Australia team (from zone 7), the winner after two round robins would automatically
get one berth. The second and third team would be grouped into winners’ pool while the forth
and fifth would be grouped into loser’s pool and enter another 64-baords payoff section.
Winner of winners’ pool would get the second berth while loser would fight against winner of
losers’ pool for the last berth at another 64-board match.
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Performance

Hong Kong Youth Team finished at 3™ place after two round robins while Japan got
championship and Australia got 1% runner-up. When fighting for berth to Sydney’s WYTC,
we lost at winners’ pool to Chinese Taipei but won Indonesia at the last payoff.

Round Robins

We had a very bad start at the first round robin by losing 4-25 to Indonesia. However, our
players picked up quickly at second match by winning 24-6 against Philippines. Throughout
the first round robin, we had 5 wins but also 3 big losses, which against Indonesia (4-25),
Chinese Taipei (8-22) and Australia (7-23). We finished at 7" out of nine teams after first
round robin.

Same as what we experienced in first round robin, we also had a bad start at second round
robin by losing 11-19 to Philippines, which we expected to win. Once again, our players
could forget sadness and then concentrated again to the matches left. We beat strong
opponents like Japan (21-9), Australia (22-8) and Chinese Taipei (20-10). Although we had
three losing matches, they were not big losses, 11-19 to Philippines, 13-17 to Singapore and
12-18 to Indonesia.  And eventually, they finished at 3" place, 1.5 VVPs ahead Chinese Taipei’s
team.

Payoffs
Hong Kong youth teams entered into winners’ pool and played against Chinese Taipei for

second berth to 10" WYTC. We have big losses in first segment and forth segment and
eventually lost the payoff. Right after losing to Chinese Taipei, HK youth entered the next
payoff playing against Indonesia. Despite losing two matches to Indonesia during round
robins, our players kept their confidence and stamina, played card by card towards their dream
to Sydney. And they did it.

Compare with previous Hong Kong youth teams, this team is not an outstanding one in terms
of skill level and experience. However, we are one of the best Hong Kong youth teams ever
in terms of team harmony, discipline and psychological quality. All team members showed
up together 15 minutes before every match no matter who was going to sit out. The sit-out
pair often bought lunch set for the whole team even during raining days. As a result, all of us
can enjoy enough rest during tiny lunch break. \We never blame other teammates or own
partner before teammates and NPC after bad matches. We rather prefer rational discussion
about hands be played. All of above show great team harmony. We are disciplinary that
slept before twelve every night and wake up before nine at morning while tournament starting
from ten. Neither alcohol nor smoking is allowed throughout the tournament. Good team
harmony and discipline creates high level of psychological quality and concentration. We
could concentrate on every single match no matter how strong opponents are and no matter
how bad result had been got in previous matches. Because of concentration, our players can
recover very soon after bad starting at both round robins. Because of concentration, we have
no fear to so-called strong teams. Because of concentration, we could keep our confidence
throughout two round robins and two rounds of payoff, which totally 448 hands had been
played. And finally, we finished our task bringing trophies and berth back.
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Hong Kong youth often kept friendly attitude towards other players and officials. Although
in such high-standard championship, we were serious and keeping “poker” face at the table, we
never were impolite or rude to anyone.  Furthermore, our youth were first volunteering to help
Mr. Rick Wakeman to organize BBO broadcasting.

Strategy
| believe that teams are very close to each other in such high level championship. Who can

keep concentration, who can win the tournament. So throughout the matches, | emphasized
on building up team harmony, discipline and confidence, which | have mentioned at previous
paragraph. Moreover, as defense skill is major weakness among most youth teams, |
encouraged Hong Kong players bid aggressive games but safe slams. LY pair is relatively
weak in defense against aggressive bidders. They are more effective playing against
conservative players, so | avoid putting them playing against aggressive players. NL pair are
experienced players who | am confident to let them playing against aggressive and strong
players. Cl pair used RED system with some creative overcall conventions. To maximize
their effectiveness, | try to put ClI pair against in-experienced players. Nevertheless, |
restricted any kind of psychic bid.

In short, our players are stable in bidding. They did not give out “disaster” scores like 800 or
1100. However, they need more practices at slam biddings. LY pair should also improve
their compete bidding against aggressive opponents. Our youth performed fair declarer skill.
They made plan before starting the first trick, even though the plan might not be the best one,
at least they had try the best effort. Defense skill is the major weakness among our team.
They are lack of imagination during defending game contracts like 3NT and 4-mojors.
During one-month time before entering WYTC, we will focus on training their defense skill as
well as slam bidding techniques. Since | lined-up according to players’ strength and
weakness, datum is not reliable to evaluate players’ performance. No datum information is
provided here. However, | appreciate that they have all performed the best in every single
match. It is because they value the opportunity representing Hong Kong and their future in
bridge career.

Result of 1% Round Robin

Youth Series PAGET
— Total Rank
1 | Philippines 13 2416|139 (21| 6| 18 | -05 | 1415 | 4
2 | Thailand 8 5122142517516 13| 18 | -05 138 6
3 | Singapore 17|25 19(10|16| 22 |15|13| 18 155 3
4 | Korea 6|8 |11 11,6 | 8 |4 4|18 | -25 73.5 9
5 | Japan 14|16 |20 |19 25 22 (18|12 | 18 164 1
6 | Indonesia 17| 4 [14]24 |5 B 6 |16]25| 18 129 | 8
7 | Australia 21(15| 8 |22|8 |24 18| 23| 18 157 2
8 | Chinese Taipei 9|14|15|25|12| 14| 15 22| 18 | -25 | 1415 4
9 |ChinaHong Kong (24|17 |17 |25(18| 4 | 7 | 8 18 138 6
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Youth Series
Team

Result of 2" Round Robin

PAGETNS

10t» World Youth Bridge Championships, Sydney 2005
Captain’s Report ~ China Hong Kong Youth Team

success to date.

1| Japan 146 21 19|25|22 20| 21 -05 [2885| 1
2| Australia 139 1514 [24] 8 22| 17 271 | 2
3 | Singapore 137 | 9 |15 7115(25| 17 | 5| 22 252 | 5
4| Chinese Taipei 1235|1116 |23 20|12} 11 |21 22 2595| 4
5 | Philippines 1235 6 (15|10 14| 19 25 2185| 8
6 | Thailand 120 22| 3 |18|16 3 /8|23 221 7
7| China Hong Kong | 120 |21|22|13]|19 11 10| 20 261 3
8 Indonesia 111 [10] 8 [25] 9 |25]22] 20 [ 20 250 | 6
9| Korea 5559 13| 8 2| 7(10 |10 -0.5 | 122 9
Result of Playoffs

Youth Series 1 5 Segment 3 2 Total

China Hong Kong 20 55 25 1 101

Chinese Taipei 54 22 32 45 153

Youth Series 1 > Segment 3 2 Total

China Hong Kong 47 45 15 18 125

Indonesia 17 28 26 27 98

Thursday on Vugraph — by Rick Wakeman

Bulletin #8, July 1, Friday
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Hats off to you guys! A heart felt

... | must mention that the Hong Kong youth has played a huge role in the BBO broadcast
They have operated 6 sessions now and without them what has happened in
the last two days just wouldnt have been possible.
thank-you from the organizing committee....

By Dicky Lai

Summary
As we got the berth of World Youth Bridge Championship (WYBC) in Seoul, we can

participate this world class youth bridge tournament which held in Sydney. This year, Hong
Kong Youth team finished at 9" out of 18 and we got 259VP which was 4 \/Ps above average.
This is first time that Hong Kong Youth Team’s ranking and average VPs finished above
average.

After 96-boards final, USA | and Poland drew, then USA | beat Poland in 8-board sudden death.

USA I is the champion, Poland is 1%-runner-up and Canada is 2"*-runner-up of this WYTC.
And here is the ranking of round robin:

Round Robin - Ladder

Rank Team VPs
1  Poland 345
2 France 333
3 USA1l 311.8
4  Canada 299
5  Hungary 276
6  Chinese Taipei 272
7  Australia 270
8  Israel 265.7
9  China Hong Kong 259
10 Chile 247
11 Norway 246
11 Japan 246
13 England 245
14 Egypt 226
15 USA2 224
16  Brazil 219
17 New Zealand 167
18  Pakistan 59
15 USA2 224
16 Brazil 219
17 New Zealand 167
18  Pakistan 59
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Team Formation and Selection

As Abby Chiu’s incident happened, we decided to select Leung Check Hin-Baron Ng, KF
Mak-Alick Ng, lvan Leung-Yiu Wai Sing these 3 pairs to represent HK youth team to
participate WYBC. Non-Playing Captain is me, WK Lai. Team Manager is Charmian Koo and
Recorder is lvan Hu(He is now studying in Australia).

Training

Actually, we have only around 1 month left after we were back from Seoul. We arranged 4
training sessions including 3 face-to-face trainings and 1 internet training per week after 3 pairs
are selected. Those face-to-face trainings, we try to arrange they playing against different style
opponents.

Sponsorship

Besides those sponsorships from youth sub-committee, Mr. Samuel Wan helped us raising
another $35,000 from himself and his friends including Mr. Derek Zen, Ms Linda Tao and Ms
Doreen Pao. After agreed by the sponsors, we decided to divide this $35000 into:

$7000
$4000

1) Ivan Leung, Yiu Wai Sing, Leung Cheuk Hin(students):
2) Mak Kwok Fai, Alick Ng, Baron Ng(working):
3) The remain $2000, as pocket money for the team
With the sponsorship from youth sub-committee, the players are still studying are fully
sponsored for the trip.

Strategy

As there were 3 matches per day, | let each pair played 2 matches per day. | tried to arrange
Mak-Ng pair playing against strong team, Yiu-Leung pair playing against non-aggressive team
and Leung-Ng pair against aggressive team.

Conclusions

This year, the standard of WYTC is pretty high, we can only find New Zealand is weak team
and Pakistan is very weak team. And, comparing with top 4 teams, our standard is still quite far
away. Although we win the tournament champion USA |, we performed quite bad when
playing against other strong teams. Playing against European teams’ result also bad, we lost 5
matches and 1 won 1 match only.

As the most experienced pair in the team, Mak-Ng performed fair, they did well on defence.
But on bidding, they did not handle very well especially on some slam bidding. Leung-Ng pair
had very bad start in first 2 days, from the datum showing they either got positive IMPs or
negative a huge amount of IMPs, | think they need to aware this phenomenon. Yiu-Leung pair,
as the less experienced and youngest pair, their performance is better than | expected. What
they need now is the experience of playing against strong opponents.
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Round-by-round Pair Performance and Team Results

Round

10
‘ll.
12.
13
14
15.
16
17

Opponents

Chinese Taipei

Australia.
Brazil |
Egypt
Israel
Pbland
USA2
Japan
USA1
England |
New Zéalénd
France |
Hungary
Canada
ﬁakistan |
Chile

Norway

IMPs

VPs

16
19
10
16

19
16
18
14
2

11

25

21

20

Leung-Ng | Mak-NgiYiu-Leungi Total | Position
39 43
15 9
4 19 34 7
-4l 5 44 11
1 10 60 ;
-33 -6 69 11
| -29 -8 78 | 13
9 9 o7 | 12
4 2 113 10
6 13 131 11
7 -16 us |9
39 12 69 | 7
5 -21 180 | 9
-19 -22 188 10
-50 -18 193 14
42 56 218 | 10
10 21 239 9
-11 22 259 9
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SCHEDULE
JANUARY ~ MARCH 2006

- 1 JANUARY 2006

3 Tue Open IMP Pairs 1

6 Fri Open IMP Pairs 2

7 Sat Yeh’s Cup Trial 1

8 Sun Yeh’s Cup Trial 2

8 Sun PABF Simultaneous Pairs 4
10 Tue Paul Jones 5

13 Fri Ladder Team 6

14 Sat Yeh'’s Cup Trial 3

15 Sun Yeh's Cup Trial 4

17 Tue Continuous Pairs 6
20 Fri AGM and AGM Pairs
24 Tue January Pairs

= ¥ FEBRUARY 2006

5 Sun PABF Simultaneous Pairs 5
10 Fri IMP Pairs 6

14 Tue Paul Jones 6

17 Fri Ladder Team 7

18 Sat PABF Trial 1RR #1

19 Sun PABF Trial 1RR #2

21 Tue Continuous Pairs 7

24 Fri February Pairs

25 Sat PABF Trial 1RR #3

26 Sun PABF Trial 1RR #4

¥ MARCH 2006

s

3 Fri IMP Pairs 7

4 Sat Open League 5 (Matches 8 and 9)
5 Sun PABF Simultaneous Pairs 6
7 Tue Paul Jones 7

10 Fri Ladder Team 8

14 Tue Continuous Pairs 8

17 Fri March Pairs

18 Sat PABF Trial 2RR #1

19 Sun PABF Trial 2RR #2

25 Sat PABF Trial 2RR #3

26 Sun PABF Trial 2RR #4

28 Tue Mixed Pairs 1

31 Fri Mixed Pairs 2
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