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Date:

Time:

Venue:

Present:

3rd Council Meeting Minutes

June 4, 2012 (Monday)

7:30 p.m.

Officers:

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

Council members:

CC Wong (CC)
Charlie Lee (XL)
John Tsang (JT)
KF Mak (KF)
Tony Lau (TL)
WK Lai (WK)

Apologizes:

Council members:

Chan Yiu (CY)
Leo Cheung (LC)

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

Item

Content

When

Action

Adopt minutes of last meeting.

Follow up matters raised in last meeting (by minutes order):

a)

b)

XL will continue to explore how to share Bridge related news
with University.

KF reached out to Amy to arrange jackets with HKCBA logo for
HK representatives to comply with dress code requirement for
APBF/World Championships. Amy recommended placing
removable logo on jackets instead of making jackets with printed
logos. Council decided to use printed logo and will arrange the
same type of jacket for all series (Open/Ladies/Senior/Youth).
Council discussed and agreed to order 100 jackets to be arranged
by KF. KF will send email and circulate the design of the jacket

for Council’s approval. PC to collect the sizes of council members

XL

KF, PC
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and WMSG representatives for the ordering.

c) Suggestion to adopt Google calendar for HKCBA events: JT
checked with Jacky to get more details on function and use but
Jacky reverted that he also has no idea how it can be adopted by
HKCBA. Will leave it for now.

d) CL to prepare materials on hotel, transportation etc and pass them
to DZ in early August for distributing during the APBF delegate’s
meeting. LC confirmed can’t join the delegates meeting with DZ.
DZ will try to find someone else.

e) KF provided names for World Junior registration.

f) CC ordered an additional 40 sets of Bridgemates.

g) PC worked with CC and reverted to Anthony Ching with regards
to Roger Ling’s complain about the hands used in HKCBA.
Council agreed to switch to BOS software when it is available.

h) CC to order one additional laptop before intercity.

1) Anthony Ching will arrange someone to learn Zong Xiao’s
scoring system during intercity as CC couldn’t find anyone who is
available during day time.

j)  TL advised that Kelvin Yim will work on the APBF website for
2013 so no action is required for the moment.

k) PC to remind DZ to ask during the APBF delegates meeting
whether we should allow those team who didn’t participate in

WMSG to play in the knock out rounds in 2013 APBFE.

Financial Affairs:

The latest bank balance is around HKD621,000 .

Internal Affairs:

Marina’s Club issue: Marina’s Club complained to HKCBA that there was
a member who brought bottle of drinking water into the venue and had
argument with the staff of Marina’s Club when they tried to stop him from
bringing in the bottle of water. Marina’s Club held a meeting and
discussed the issue and they informed HKCBA Council that all players
are not allowed to bring in any food or drinks (including drinking water)
with immediate effect. They will reach out to our event director to settle if]
they discovered the same issue. TN will officially confirm with Marina’s
Club whether they can allow drinking water in the venue and will work
with TL to post the news on HKCBA website, send out reminder to all

members and inform directors to remind players during the tournament.

External Affairs:

CL

CC

PC

TN, TL




i

Sii

Siii

61

6ii

2"* WMSG: PC has done all registrations on WBF website. For Open
Team, the representatives are: Chris Fung, Leo Cheung, John Tsang, Jim
Lee, Ashley Lung and Vincent Li. They advised that Samuel Wan will be
their NPC - PC to confirm. For Ladies Team, the representatives are: Sally
Wang, Flora Wong, Shirley Chang, Nancy Neumann, Sagari Singh and
Wendy Simpson. For Senior Team, the representatives are: Edmund Tse,
Roger Ling, Fu Kwan, KL Fung, Henry Lam and Alex Leigh. Edmund
Tse will be the playing captain and Pauline Ling will be the coach/
manager. PC to confirm with Ladies Team whether they will have a NPC
and to arrange each of them to sign the declaration form with the
anti-doping clause added. WK to make sure they have all registered as

HKCBA members.

World Junior: PC has done the registration on WBF website. The
representatives are: Gordon Ho, Louis Lee, Barney Lui, Rocky Tam, John
Tsang and Tony Yip. Originally Angus Lee was being chosen as one of the
representative but he advised that he wanted to quit team and not joining
the event, so Tony Yip was chosen to replace Angus. KF will be the non

playing captain.

APBF Congress: One team will be joining; the players from Hong Kong
are CC Mok, Bubble Ho, Fu Cheung and Andy KO Leung. They will
form a transnational team consisted of 5 people with one additional player
from the Japan side (their team name is “Spark™). Council agreed that
they can do the registration directly with Japan without going through
Council provided that they are forming a transnational team and are not

representing Hong Kong.

A.0.B.

Youth Team: KF suggested reforming the team in the new bridge year as
many of the current youth team members are getting older in age and the
3-years development plan launched by LC previously is coming to an end.
It has been decided that all the existing youth team members will be
exited after intercity. Details of the new development plan will be
announced later. Youth team members can continue to play in HKCBA
regular tournaments free of charge (except Open League) provided that
they continue to act as volunteer helpers and stand-by players for HKCBA

as before.

XL confirmed there will not be any Ladies Team formed from Post

Secondary but will confirm if there will be a Ladies Team from Secondary

PC, WK

XL
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School joining intercity.

The 4th council meeting will be held on July 4, 2012 (Wednesday).

4th Council Meeting Minutes

Date: July 4, 2012 (Wednesday)

Time:  7:30 p.m.

Venue: Unit 1103, 11/F, East Ocean Centre, 98 Granville Road, TST, KLLN, HK

Present: Officers:
Derek Zen — President (DZ)
Thomas Ng — Vice-President (TN)
Pearlie Chan — Secretary (PC)
Christopher Leung — Treasurer (CL)
Council members:
CC Wong (CC)
Chan Yiu (CY)
Charlie Lee (XL)
John Tsang (JT)
KF Mak (KF)
Leo Cheung (LC)
Tony Lau (TL)
WK Lai (WK)

Item Content When | Action
1 |Adopt minutes of last meeting.
2 |Follow up matters raised in last meeting (by minutes order):
I) XL will continue to explore how to share Bridge related news XL
with University.

m) KF reached out to Amy to arrange jackets with HKCBA logo for KF

HK representatives to comply with dress code requirement for
APBF/World Championships. KF brought one sample of the

jacket for Council to comment; he will circulate the final design
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for approval by email and then proceed with ordering.

n) CL to prepare 50 copies of the materials on hotel, transportation
etc and pass them to DZ in early August for distributing during
the APBF delegate’s meeting.

0) CC to order one additional laptop for intercity around mid to late
July.

p) Email was sent to all members to remind them that no eating and
drinking (including water) is allowed in Mariner’s Club. News on
same content has been posted on HKCBA website as well.

q) All the WMSG representatives have already registered as
HKCBA member.

r) XL confirmed that there will be one ladies team from Secondary
school and one from University/Post Sec joining intercity this

year.

Financial Affairs:

The latest bank balance is around HKD917,000 .

Internal Affairs:

Intercity update: Latest team registration: 31 Open team, 3 Ladies team, 2
to 3 more teams from Jakarta and Philippines TBC. 15 teams for Inter
Professional; will charge HKD1000/team as registration fee, no free game

coupons will be given out this year. Around 5 tables for Celebrity.

Sponsor: Edmund Tse wants to sponsor Post Secondary school bridge

players. XL to work on a proposal on this regard for approval.

External Affairs:

No update.

A.0.B.

Mariner’s Club: will be reconstructed after 2 to 3 years. Council will need

to start thinking about other place for HKCBA events.
Selling of Bridgemate and Duplication machine: Council has decided not

to sell any Bridgemate and duplication machine this year. Will review

again next year.

The 5th council meeting will be held on August 8, 2012 (Wednesday).

CL

CC

XL




Date:

Time:

Venue:

5th Council Meeting Minutes

August 8, 2012 (Wednesday)

7:30 p.m.

Present: Officers:

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

Council members:

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

CC Wong (CC)

Charlie Lee (XL)

KF Mak (KF)

Tony Lau (TL)

WK Lai (WK)

Apologizes:

Council members:

Chan Yiu (CY)

John Tsang (JT)

Leo Cheung (LC)

Item Content When | Action
1 |Adopt minutes of last meeting.
2 |Follow up matters raised in last meeting (by minutes order):

s) XL will continue to explore how to share Bridge related news XL
with University.

t) Email was sent to all members to remind them that no eating and
drinking (including water) is allowed in Mariner’s Club. News on
same content has been posted on HKCBA website as well.

u) XL informally asked Edmund Tse about the sponsorship for Post
Secondary School bridge players and Edmund replied that he
wants to reconsider the details.

3 |Financial Affairs:
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The latest bank balance is around HKD1,130,000. Around HKD300,000

expenses not yet settled.

Internal Affairs:

2012 APBF Delegates Meeting: DZ will attend the meeting with Alan Sze

in Fukuoka.

Feedback collected during on 2012 Intercity (by DZ):
(Feedback from Australia)
=The Swiss Team event was too slow and too long hours
=Should put up the running scores for Swiss Team on the screen so all
players can see
=Too much teams participated in the Swiss Team and make the area
very crowded and no rooms between tables
=Too few time between Open Pairs Qualifying rounds
=Some young players were not very polite
Action: DZ will send email reminder to all HKCBA members on table
manner
(Other feedback received)
=Not enough seats during Open Ceremony and Victory Dinner.
Underestimated the no. of people joining the welcome luncheon
and dinner.

=Next time must reserve seats for foreign participants

Hai Hong Cup 2012: The organizer of the Hoi Han Cup wanted to buy 30
Bridgemates from HKCBA for the event as they don’t have enough time
to order new ones. They will buy back 30 new Bridgemates to HKCBA

afterwards. Council agreed.

14™ World Junior Team Championships: Council endorsed the Captain’s

report written by KF.

External Affairs:

Triangular Interport 30" Anniversary next year: Mr. Gui Shengyue and
Mr. Patrick Choy would like to sponsor a total of HKD200,000 to
organize a Celebrity event in August 2013 (before Interport) to celebrate
the 30™ Anniversary. Will need to find venue, organizer and director for

the event.

Hai Hong Cup 2012: DZ received invitation to participate in the event. TL
to post details to HKCBA website for registration through HKCBA

Dz

TL
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(deadline for registration mid September 2012)

LCSD Sports Subvention Scheme for 2013-14: LC to complete the form
and submit application by September 17, 2012.

2012 Intercity photos: TL to send all the photos to Chorin for record and

for sharing with the sponsors who had participated in the event.

2012 Inter professional event: One of the players (Stephen Lee)
complained about the result as their team was lost due to tie breaking
rules defined by the organizer. There was no previous discussion as to
how we should define “Number of Wins”. Council realized that ACBL
also use the same concept defining “Number of Wins” i.e. tie in a match
count as half win. PC will work with LC and get back to Stephen Lee,
besides, the tie breaking conditions will be provided to all players for

future Inter professional events to avoid arguments.

A.0.B.

Nil.

The 6th council meeting will be held on September 10, 2012 (Monday).

LC

TL

PC,LC
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Nelson Hsi (1936 — 2012) — a man to respect and remember Samuel Wan

I was walking the green carpet at Mission Hills — playing the notoriously
torturing Greg Norman course on a steamy summer afternoon — when I suddenly
received a phone call from Karic Chiu: “Did you know that our good friend and
mentor Nelson passed away three weeks ago?” My mind went completely blank
and I was speechless, not knowing how to react to the traumatic piece of news.
Inevitably, I played well below my form for the rest of the game and registered a
pathetic score.

Over the last few days, I kept thinking about Nelson, whom we all look upon as a
pillar of strength in the Hong Kong Contract Bridge Association. Derek said the
HKCBA wanted to extend him a special award last year in recognition of his
outstanding contributions but he graciously declined. As we tried to digest the sad
news, Derek went about calling up everybody to gather their impressions of
Nelson and instructed me to write an article in his memory. I of course obliged.

Nelson passed away on June 26, 2012, after a brave fight against esophageal
cancer. He went to the University of Hong Kong and, to the best of my
knowledge, was contemporary with Edmund Tse, Robert Tung (Terence’s father)
and the late Dr. W H Chan (past HKCBA Chairman). Nelson subsequently
obtained a PhD in Chemistry from the University of Michigan, taught the subject
in the States for one year, before returning to Hong Kong to take over the family
business, a toy manufacturer. Most of that business was sold in 1990 when
Hong Kong factories began their migration to southern China. Apparently,
Nelson came from a family of bridge lovers — both his father and his younger
brother C B Hsi (now residing in Vancouver) were avid bridge players.

Nelson faded out of the bridge scene for a while but resumed activity in the mid
‘80s, when Hong Kong produced a number of young, promising players like
Roger Ling, Peter Chun, Derek Zen, Peter Yeung, Karic Chiu and yours truly. He
had a noble cause in mind. Perhaps inspired by the role Ira Corn played with the
Aces, Nelson decided to put together a formidable squad and become its coach.
On a weekly basis we would practice at his spacious apartment on Tai Hang Road
and very often, difficult hands would be planted for us to bid and play. He would
watch us battle, record our mistakes and offer advice on both technique and
temperament. In short, he played a big role in the success of the Hong Kong team
in the ‘80s when we habitually finished in the top three positions in the Far East
Championship (as the APBF was then called).

Those weekly assemblies at Nelson’s home provided us with fond memories. Not

11



only would we practice bridge, we also played tennis, watched movies, sang
karaoke and enjoyed sumptuous dinners. Nelson liked mingling with younger
guys. When we did not play bridge, we would bring our families to the gathering
so we knew each other really well.

Serving as a coach did not make Nelson a lesser player. At times, he would opt to
play on the team so over the years, he had won countless laurels such as the
Guangzhou-Hong Kong-Macau Triangular Inter-port, the Intercity in Hong Kong
(he had won the Open Pairs as well as Open Teams - a few times as well) and,
needless to say, just about every single local tournament.

On the international front, he had taken part in:
- 1990 Rosenblum in Geneve
- 1992 Olympiad in Salsomaggiore, Italy (this was the best showing ever as
the HK team was 1" runners up in the Swiss Team after narrowly bowing
out of the main event)
- 1994 Rosenblum in Albuquerque, USA
- 1996 Olympiad in Rhodes, Greece

Nelson was best remembered for his behind-the-scene efforts:
- 1987 Coach of the Hong Kong Open Team
- 1988 Captain of the Open Team for the Olympiad in Venice
- 1989 Captain of the Open Team for the Far East in Jakarta

Having made a fortune in business, Nelson was visibly generous in supporting
bridge activities. He sponsored the Shanghai-Hong Kong Inter-port for a number
of years, and was Chairman of the Organizing Committee for the 1991 Intercity
Tournament to commemorate HKCBA’s 40™ anniversary - a huge success as it
turned out. Sadly, he had to pull out of the bridge scene for a second time in 1999
when his wife’s health deteriorated.

Nelson had a kind heart and was a fervent dog and horse lover (he once owned a
golden retriever and a horse, at the Jockey Club of course) and he played a lot of
mahjong in his spare time. While he would never brag about it, he was always
willing to lend a helping hand to those in need. At the table, he was characterized
by a fiery temper, ostensibly because of his competitive and expressive
personality. Whenever he realized he had butchered a hand, he would bang his
hands on his forehead, throw the cards on the table, and mutter “{ME” — a famous
slang that we all picked up from him. Otherwise, he is an utterly refined person
and every bit a true gentleman, always engaging in pleasant exchanges with his
opponents.

12



In my interactions with Nelson, one episode stood out vividly in my mind — the
1987 Far East in Shanghai. With one match to go, the Hong Kong team
comprising Roger Ling, Peter Chun, Edmund Tse, David Chan, Karic Chiu and
myself somehow put up a remarkable performance and led the field by 7 VPs
(maximum for one match was 25). Nelson called an emotional team meeting the
night before the crucial match, counseled all of us psychologically and fixed the
line-up for the following day. We were to play Thailand while China, the team at
our heels, would be pitched against Japan. As it transpired, Karic and I suffered a
bad first half but recovered just in time so the match ended in a draw (15-15),
good enough for us to win on IMP Quotient as China literally blitzed Japan 22-8.
Tearful team members had to hide our joy as we faced interviews from both TVs
and newspapers. Winning the Far East was surreal — it was a dream came true.

That evening, Nelson had another surprise waiting for us. In his capacity of
Coach (SS Bux was NPC) he told us he wanted to skip the victory dinner. All the
team members were shocked and we were adamant that he should attend the
event. After some wrestling and arm-twisting, he finally succumbed. I have
evidence to support this (see the attached photo — a triumphant Nelson was in the
picture holding the Rubullida trophy). After the dinner, we all brought
champagne into his room and partied until the wee hours of the morning. All in
all, he reminded me of Sam Mussabini (the selfless coach) in the
awarding-winning ‘Chariots of Fire’ movie — not showing up at the crucial race
but rejoicing to the crowd’s uproar when Harold Abrahams (his protégé) crossed
the 100m finishing line. It was abundantly clear that fame was not what this man
was after.

Nelson played a pivotal role in my partner and good friend Karic Chiu’s marriage.
The charming Lu Qin was part of the China Ladies” Team in the mid ‘80s. We
first met her at the Far East in Penang in 1986 and I could tell Karic was
instantaneously moonstruck as he could not take his eyes off her. Nevertheless
Karic was a rather shy fellow and was reluctant to make the first move, despite
cheering and shouting from all of us. You will have to ask Karic for the details
but my impression is that without help and encouragement from Nelson, Karic
would not have the lovely wife and family he has today.

I can go on and on... What is important is that we will all remember Nelson as a
kind and wonderful person. He was a trusted mentor for all of us and a blatantly
honest teacher. For fourteen years he had made relentless contributions to the
HKCBA. He will be survived by his wife (Christine) and three sons. May he now
rest in peace.
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Captain’s Report
Second World Mind Sport Games

Bridge — Hong Kong Open Team

Aug9 -23,2012

Lille, France
1. Preparation

Due to uncertainty surrounding whether the game could go ahead, the
selection trials were only concluded at the end of May which meant we had
barely two months of preparation. One of the team members — John
Tsang — was scheduled to participate in the World Juniors Championship in
Taicang in July so that made the schedule even tighter.

Frankly, this team that won the trials was a strange animal, so to speak, as
vugraph commentators sharply noted in the first match (against host
country France). One pair (Vincent Li and Ashley Lung) had played in the
Seniors Bowl last year in Veldhoven. They were complemented by two
youngish pairs: (Leo Cheung and Chris Fung - the latter had played in the
youth series in the same event four years ago in Beijing) plus (Jim Lee and
John Tsang - both still eligible to play in the youth category). Amazingly,
Jim had only taken up the game five years ago.

The team was assembled shortly before the trials and admittedly, did not
have high hopes of securing representation rights. Nevertheless, they
played well throughout the two weekends while some of their opponents
had faltered badly so the final victory was a pleasant surprise, but a well
deserved one. This also meant there was no psychological burden on their
shoulders.

I told the team that given the tight time frame, there was no way to
dramatically improve their skills overnight. The only hope was to tighten
the partnership agreements, especially in slam bidding. Much of the work
would have to be done as a pair, rather than as a team.

The partnerships were given 60 hands to bid and that was finished on time.
On average, each pair scored between 110 and 130 marks (out of 200 for

14



20 hands) - barely satisfactory considering the strong field in which we
were to compete.

Three hurriedly prepared practice sessions were arranged (two at Vincent’s
home and one at the CRC) and that was perhaps the best we could do given
the logistical constraints. The young pairs also practiced a few times on the
Internet under my scrutiny.

. Overall Team Performance

Participating teams were slotted into four Groups but some countries had
pulled out at the last minute, creating need for reshuffle.

We were drawn into Group B, comprising fifteen teams. The top four
teams in each Group would go into the knock-out phase.

I predicted that the following teams would finish ahead of us:

USA

Poland

France

Austria
Ireland

Brazil

Chinese Taipei

They did.
I also observed we would jockey for positions with:

New Zealand
Ukraine
Portugal
Estonia
Pakistan

However, I submitted we should somehow finish ahead of these two:

San Marino
Bangladesh
We did.
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In a nutshell, I said we would finish 8" if we played well and 13" if we
didn’t.

We ended up 12™. Here is the final ranking:

1. USA 290 VPs (got through to the round of 8, but lost to eventual
winners Sweden)

2. France 286 (lost to Netherlands in the round of 16)

3. Poland 278 (2™

4. Ireland 258 (4™)

5. Austria 243

6. Brazil 235

7. Estonia 233

8. Ukraine 230

9. Chinese Taipei 223
10. New Zealand 219
11. Portugal 193
12. Hong Kong 192
13. San Marino 182
14. Pakistan 173
15. Bangladesh 160

Taking away the bye, we scored 12.43 VP on average in each match. (Note:
In our earlier match against Portugal, there was a director ruling against which we
could appeal. While this might not improve our VP score, it could result in a lower VP

for Portugal. In the end, we chose not to.)

With hind sight, I must say we had the toughest Group of the four since
there were no obvious pushovers.

For instance, the last-placed teams in the other three Groups were:

GroupA  Korea 129 VP
GroupC  Bermuda 137
Group D  Reunion 119

On a lighter note, I had promised the team a sumptuous dinner if on any
day, they achieved an above-average VP. This duly happened on the last
day when we played Portugal and San Marino (the second match was a bye)
and scored 39 VPs in those two matches. As a result, we went to a plush
French restaurant for a satisfying finale.

16



3. Individual Pair Performance
Please refer to the attached file.

We started badly, losing 3 — 25 to host country France on vugraph. That was a
rather severe blow.

Our brightest moments were draws against strong teams like USA and Ireland.
The biggest win was the last match against San Marino (21 — 9) but that was

too little, and too late.

Here are my comments on the three pairs:

Chris Fung/Leo Cheung

While this pair exhibited occasional signs of brilliancy, the overall
performance was somewhat erratic. In their defense, I pitched them against 6
‘strong’ teams under the above definition.

They played 160 boards and the datum was -0.49 imp per board.

Vincent Li/Ashley Lung

This experienced pair had two disastrous sets — one against France and one
against Ireland. The other matches were okay. Contrary to original plans, I
took them out of matches against strong teams so in the end they played only
3 strong teams and 2 weak teams.

Over 128 boards, their datum was -0.44 imp per board.

Jim Lee/John Tsang

Surprisingly, this young pair produced the steadiest performance amongst the
three. They showed signs of tremendous promise and I firmly believe they are
the future of bridge for Hong Kong. They played against 5 strong teams.

Over 160 boards, their datum was -0.29 imp per board.
Unfortunately, no pair was able to claim the designated award for achieving a
positive datum.

I should perhaps add that before we went to France, we had agreed to charge
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penalties for ‘silly’ mistakes (HK$50 per blunder) made by each player - at the
captain’s discretion. While most players were fined between HK$200 and
$400 after the tournament was over, John Tsang was only debited for HK$50
and even then, the verdict was border-line. This went to show how solid he
had been.

4. Conclusion and Recommendations

e This team had good harmony and was always in good spirits. The
temperaments of the players were excellent, giving me no
administration problems in that department.

e Where circumstances allow, I would encourage HKCBA to organize the
trials as early as possible so that the team will have enough time for
preparation. It was evident that costly homework errors were abundant -
in contrast to our opponents, who had excellent partnership
understandings in even the rarest and most difficult situations. Needless
to say, languishing in 2D with 16 HCPs opposite 11 and letting through 3INT with 7

top tricks in defense were rather unsatisfactory results.

¢ [n future, the practices should focus on

- slam bidding
- evaluating two-suited hands in competitive situations
- high-level judgment

These are situations where large number of imps are won or lost.

¢ Finally, because the two young pairs (Chris — Leo, Jim — John) had
never competed at this level in the Open series before, the biggest
“take-home” benefit, as far as the future of bridge for Hong Kong is
concerned, 1s their exposure to competition at the highest level. While I
am reasonably optimistic, I would wait anxiously to see how much and
how quickly they could capitalize on this exposure.
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Captain's Report
Hong Kong Ladies Team, 2nd World Mind Game - August 9-12,2012 by Playing Captain, Flora Wong

There was an announcement from WBF which noted "Only NBOs participating in the World Bridge Games are
eligible to qualify to participate in the Bermuda Bowl and Venice Cup Championships held in either of the two
subsequent odd-numbered years; in each case, an Open Team must participate in the Games in order to be
eligible for the Bermuda Bowl and a Women's team must participate to be eligible for the Venice Cup. If an
Open or Women's Team from an NBO does not participate in the 2012 World Bridge Games then that NBO will
not be eligible to participate in the Bermuda Bowl or Venice Cup in either 2013 or 2015". We hoped and
targeted to reserve the opportunity and keep the goal in the coming tournaments for HK Ladies, therefore; we

decided to keep the ball run.

In early May, we managed to form a team for the 2nd World Mind Game: Nancy Neumann, Shirley Chang, Sagari
Singh, Wendy Simpson, Sally Wang and I.  When getting the approval from HKCBA of this team, we had been
starting to working out all of our system notes, training schedules, etc. From this 3 pairs, we understood that we
were not regularly playing or even new partnerships, but seeking for practice time as much as possible. We did
that not only twice a week on practicing, experienced to have had the previous tournament hands dealt played and
compared, but also online playing, hands reviewed and discussion at the other times. Besides, some training
materials/papers had also been exercised and discussed which was prepared and given by D. Zen last year. As
far as I had seen each pair, especially Sagari/Wendy, put a lot of effort to this tournament, the system notes were

well prepared and very detailed in short period of time.

One week before we departed for Lille, my teammates, Sagari and Sally had printed all the convention cards of
our opponents teams, and Sagari also sorted and highlighted the basic convention of each opponents pairs so as to
get us prepared and reminded any defense against some special conventions prior the tournament started. We

had everything well prepared for Lille, France.

The tournament took place in Grand Palais, Lille, France from August 9-12 and a total of 43 teams participated in
the ladies series. Participating teams were divided into 3 groups and the qualifying stage was played as single
round robin within each group. The top 5 teams from each group and the highest VPs team of the 6th were

advanced to the knockout stage, the round of 16.

We did not have a coach or captain in the team but playing captain, myself and it was my first time; however,
members of the team gave a lot of support and assumed our own responsibilities. Being a playing captain; I
might not be able to objective classify and analyze our pairs and results; we were all equally and attended 2
matches per day each pair. We started and performed just average on the first 2 days; however, a large won took
us to No.4.

Day 4, we estimated and expected of our position could be gone up, chances were there, as the VPs difference
from rank 5 to rank 9 are so close which more or less about 10 VPs in between: Austria-204, Israel-197.5,
India-194, HKG-191, Japan-187, and New Zealand-171. Nevertheless, almost like direct matches on the last day
to play with Japan, USA and New Zealand; we kept our concentration and mental prepared all the time to the last
day match still. These days, the team harmony/atmosphere, difficult to portray, was excellent; taking care each
others, encouraging each others, putting 100% concentration to the competition although the result were not much
outstanding. As a result, we ranked 11 finally, at least, we had done our best and treasured this opportunity to

gain the experience and participation.
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Running Results of each match during Round Robin (Section F):

IMPs YPs Accumulated Running
RD Opponent HKG Opp HKG Opp VPs \ifss Isfg I;Ig Ranking
8/10/2012 1 Israel 24 31 14 16 14 (0.13) | (0.44)
2 | India 51 48 16 14 30 0.66 | (0.63)
3 | Chile 31 33 15 15 45 (0.53) 1.07
8/11/2012 4 | Ireland 13 21 13 17 58 (0.32) | (0.06) 10
5 | Bye 0 0 18 0 76 10
6 | Austria 65 22 25 101 0.95 0.32 4
8/12/2012 7 | Netherlands 36 27 17 13 118 0.23 (0.22)
8 | Denmark 40 65 9 21 127 (0.13) | (0.26) 9
9 | Indonesia 7 43 7 23 134 (0.32) | (0.29) 10
8/13/2012 10 | Mexico 85 6 25 0 159 0.44 0.29 9
11 | Reunion 12 25 12 18 171 (0.13) (0.08) 9
12 | San Marino 44 23 20 10 191 0.20 | (0.03) 8
8/14/2012 13 | Japan 26 29 14 16 205 (0.06) | (0.07) 7
14 | USA 20 73 3 25 208 (0.19) | (0.32) 10
15 | New Zealand 22 27 14 16 222 (0.24) 0.22 11
OVERALL RESULT
Z 5 o) — — f — L = r ~ ] = e
Netherlands 25 17 22 16 19 13 18 21 23 13 25 16 18 25 289 1
USA 4 22 22 16 13 14 24 16 16 25 15 22 25 25 277 2
Austria 13 8 16 19 20 21 16 14 25 5 25 25 25 14 264 3
Indonesia 8 8 14 25 9 19 19 19 19 23 16 25 20 18 260 4
Denmark 14 14 11 5 6.5 | 23 25 17 16 21 16 24 17 25 | 0.5 | 2525 5
Israel 11 17 10 21 | 225 13 10 14 13 16 12 21 18 23 | 0.5 | 2395 6
Japan 17 16 9 11 7 17 13 23 19 16 16 14 16 25 237 7
New Zealand 12 6 14 11 4 20 17 23 11 16 25 11 22 24 234 8
India 14 16 11 13 16 7 7 16 14 23 19 21 24 228 9
Chile 14 2 11 14 17 11 19 14 15 15 21 21 25 224 | 10
Hong Kong 17 3 25 7 9 14 14 14 16 15 13 25 20 12 222 | 11
Ireland 2 15 1 14 14 18 14 5 7 15 17 25 | 225 | 11 0.5 | 1985 | 12
Mexico 14 8 5 3 6 9 16 19 11 9 0 4 25 20 167 13
San Marino 12 3 3 10 13 12 14 10 | 6.5 0 18 | 0.5 | 455 | 14
Reunion 5 1 16 12 3 7 5 6 6 4 18 19 10 12 142 | 15
The final datum of all Rounds:
Wendy Simpson - Sagari Singh +0.21 Boards played 144
Sally Wang - Flora Wong +0.03 Boards played 160
Shirley Chang - Nancy Neumann -0.31 Boards played 144
Lastly, it was my pleasure to have them in the team, the camaraderie, the sportsmanship, the team spirit. We all

enjoyed every moment although the motion dropped in a minute by not getting into 16, still an encouraging team

we all had. To keep up our training, practicing, we for sure can do much better in the coming future.
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%2 st AE HES)E
The 2" World Mind Sport Games

2012 4 8 JIAETR BT (Ot S I B S A ol 1o AR IS BT, BRI A B
AH e B Fig MK S AR BT B AR ) LU Rl (BRI ], sl i, Ay B
{5t — Lk, SSE R AP AL I R SRS

umh

The 2" World Mind Sport Games held in August 2012 in France ended. The result of
Hong Kong team was not good. | wrote below some successful (or unsuccessful)
examples from the Champion Sweden Team and the very popular Monaco Team.
Based on this review, | hope that we can learn something and change our weakness of
bidding purely based on points only.

(1) Final Sweden ¥} Poland Sweden versus Poland
Set 7 Board 7

PRI R (Hi B AL TP IRF) - You are East (Sweden'’s players sat East and West)

#7

S/ALL
410854
v
¢+ 10876
%9643

nif  The bidding

W N E S

14
Dbl 2¢ | Pass 3v
Dbl | Rdbl | ?

B 20 FKone s, TAMRMRZEREHA G, FMHEH 1R X, KEK Pass i,
F2W X, B ) BTG, PRRATEAR 1 2, CEARD A, (ARG R i
aflc S, () R BEHERIIN . G DMRAE AR, R nT LURE 2 8w, RIS L
PR 238, PrUU@ERzn R, TRy e .

Here 2+¢ indicated the v suit. | think many of our Hong Kong teams would not bid.
You have already passed after Partner’s 15! double. For the 2" double, based on
“points”, you have only one useless point. Will you “of course” pass? However,
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bridge is a game of winning tricks and matching. “Points’ can help us to calculate the
number of winning tricks only. With a minor as trump, you can ruff 2 v tricks and so
help your Partner with 2 tricks. So, you have to bid. In reality, the bidding was:

W N E S
14
Dbl |2 Pass 3v
Dbl | Rdbl | 3a Pass
4e |4v Pass | Pass
44 | Dbl 5¢ Pass
Pass | Dbl | Pass | Pass
Pass

3akoR 2 184E, shA 4 FWM
3a indicated 2 minors. Please see the 4 hands:

#7 aA72
S/ALL vAB8732
¢J43
%106
aJ 410854
v1094 v
¢+ AKQ92 ¢+10876
«AKQS8 %9643
aKQ963
vKQ65
*5
*J52

RIAE 5 DR, i —E AT LUKz 2 ke, 5e 28R +750.
Even if the 1% lead is a trump, Declarer can ruff hearts twice in Dummy.5¢ was cold,
+750.

F—5inf  The bidding at the other table was:

W N E S
14
Dbl 2v Pass | 24
3¢ | Pass Pass | Pass

B LS 12 LMLP.(HAZE 3o 2 IE NN 4 o K20 LUE RIFERZ 2 v )
Sweden Team won 12 IMPs. (East raised 3¢ to 4¢ because he could help Partner to
ruff 2 v tricks),
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(2) R16 Sweden -- Israel

Hi ML AL PG, UREEVEIFRE: Sweden’s players sat East and West.  You are West,
holding:

#20

W /ALL
49743

v K10
¢AQ9542
4

FHMES? & () BN, KGN, URE T -
Would you open bid?  People who just consider “points” will mostly pass. Let’s see
the actual bidding:

W N E S

1e Pass | 14 2v

3a Pass | 44 Pass
Pass | Dbl Pass | Pass
Pass

PUAMEBAI, 27 2 i Bkny 3, GEESION, EAEE 16 B4 Bk, WREILKI a2 3 -2
Srle, WRESTRG T . HETHA 198, 4 ZME:

In addition to opening bid, West jumped to bid 34 in the 2" round. For those who just
consider “points”, they would only jump with 16+ points. If the distribution of as in
North and South is 3 - 2, the contract can be made. They only had 19 points jointly. The
4 hands were:

#20 aKQ106
W /ALL vQ3

¢+ 1086

%* K942
49743 aAJ52
v K10 vJ54
¢AQ9542 ¢ K7
&7 «J1083

a8

vA98762

¢ J3

«AQ65

AERTI e , 18s , 28a , T 1, 531 FER.
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The result was losing 1 v, 1 & and 2 as, down 1. The bidding at the other table was:

W N E S
Pass Pass | 2w Pass
Pass Pass

AT EG  Hi 3 IMP. (FRAE, IEK).
By 3a, FREIN 4 dRasCR, BIERS ¢ RAFE. (RO

2v just make, just losing 3 IMP. (small consideration, big benefit).

The jump bid of 3a, in addition to showing 4-carder & support, indicated that the ¢ suit
was good (with winning tricks) .

(3) QF USA -- Sweden

#1

N/NIL
410863
vK63
¢ AK965
*Q

T LS AA PG EENY . Sweden’s players sat East and West. The bidding was:

W N E S
1e Pass
14 Pass | 3a Pass

ANT Pass | 5 Dbl
64 Pass | Pass | Pass

fRoEa, 28 2 e pkny 3alh? JARZ A g 2a, B 1 5L AR HUMMAN
WHM 2s, RIZIFAE s,
BARETT NG ? GEA BT

You are East, will you jump bid 34 in the 2" round | think most people would just bid
24, like USA's HUMMAN who sat East and then stop bid at 4s.
Can 6a be made? Please see the actual play:
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#1 & K9
N/NIL vQJI95

¢ 10432

%1083
aAQ74 410863
vA72 vK63
¢ Q7 ¢ AK965
%«A975 *Q

aJ52

vi1084

¢J8

«KJ642

Hole, B2 U IE T, e EN]TILE), a3, 42, aQ, aK. Jblnle, HifE
L e, FIALIEAT 3 9ke HITEULT, DA 1 AFFHRA9, HiHoRad (BIERTE, W
TG BRAERES], 2 5 oke). HIESEIEa, T 1.

The first lead was a &, Declarer played a v to enter Dummy’s hand at Trick 2, (itis
better to ruff a « to enter Dummy’s hand instead), then played the 43, followed by
42, aQ andaK. North returned another «. It is now necessary to guess the as right.
With North and South each having 3 as remaining, it is necessary for North or South to
hold the singleton a9 or aJ (Even if he guessed right, the contract could not be made
at present because there was no entry to cash the 5" ¢). In reality, he guessed the
as wrongly and the contract went down 1.

ERFATE, fidte, RATLUEHTHUR. 08, REERE, BEe & 4-2 700,
SUGEH 1 s, REZ 2 Re, A% 123, LU REIT bl e KO 5k, WA siE %,
JEERZAT o

If he played the cards in the right order and guessed the as right, he could have made
the contract. In fact, if you count the number of winning tricks assuming that the
distribution of s to be 4 - 2, you can only lose 1 &. You have to ruff s twice before
you can win 12 tricks. Therefore, you have to play North having the doubleton & K9.
As the cards lie, the contract should be made.

ML P B, AR AT e B A g LR, U U 22 R R, R
Based on the above, you can see the proactivity and aggressiveness of the Sweden
Team which won the Championship.
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(4) R16 Sweden -- Israel

#21 aQJ65
N/NS vK53
+ 10
«KQ1092
aA4 aK109
vAQJ1042 v986
¢+ 843 +Q62
%83 «A764
48732
v7
¢ AKJ975
%J5
w N E S
Pass | 1« Pass | 1w
Dbl 24 Pass | 3w
Pass | 4a Pass | Pass
Pass

Bt eFoR e, JUBE SRR, ERENE LA 4 5R3F, AdEs2A
IE, CHRED, @k 2a, [Ff: 3vidsh, BAEET.

BrspAR e, Eole, s e, B KIEFR, HE 3ims, VTHaARIZ, —ILin 3
Ha+2 i A,

Here, 1w indicated the & suit. Though West opened bid with a minimum, with
4-carder support in Partner’s suit and a good « suit (with winning tricks), he jumped to
bid 2a. When Partner invited with 3v, he again accepted.

The defence was excellent. The 1% lead was a v, shifted to a « and then another «.
After gaining entry with the trump K, East played the 3™ round of %, West ruffed with
the aA, losing in total 3 as and to 2 Aces

51 SRAEAE e, BRZATHI & ASRINZ, BT .

BESR AU ZIFIREAS— 4T i, B ETp,  FZMEERC S, S0 REREIM,
LERARRAY I, JE — B EAF IR G 4535

The other table stopped at 3a. As West did not use the & A to ruff, the contract was
made. Even though one may not make a contract after bidding it. However, it is
worthwhile for us to learn to bid not purely based on points. When we have a match
with Partner and a good long suit with winning tricks, we can bid more aggressively.
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(4) QF USA - Sweden

#8 a K92
W/NIL vQ85

+964

«A1072
aAQJG6 a875
vwlJ72 vK109643
¢+ AQ ¢ 10872
%9543 -

41043

vA

¢+ KJ53

«KQJ86

FBBAL R PGREIY R  USA's Players sat East and West. The bidding was:

W N E S

1% Pass | 1w Pass
INT | Pass | 2w Pass
3v Pass | Pass Pass

VU 3w, AT HEMEE A < SPTRMER], R F Pass. FHE i S AL P IR IR Y FE -
West bid 3v, East might not be able to judge the use of his void & suit and so he just
passed. Let’s see the bidding of Sweden’s players who sat East and West:

W N E S
1 Pass 1e Pass
1w Pass | 2e Pass

2v Pass | Pass 2NT
Dbl 3% 3v Pass
4e A.P.

16 Fone E, MFEFEE Meckstroth S 1K) &5 5 2 g 6 IMP.
TEANTE ARG AR, S H i 4 IMP.

1 induced the v suit. USA’s Meckstroth sat South. The result of balancing was a
loss of 6 IMPs.

The overall result of the whole match was that USA Team lost only 4 IMPs.
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(5) "If 3 {5 s AP XA B Ly R A
The 3 examples below are examples of successful aggressive interventions.
S.F.  Monaco -- Sweden

#6 aJ4
E/EW vJ764
¢+ Q105
«AK95
aA1052 AaKQ973
vAK1092 v83
¢+ A84 ¢+ KJ73
&3 %74
A4 86
vQ5
+962
«QJ10862
w N E S
Pass | Pass
1w Pass | 1a 2%
3% 5« 5¢ Pass
54 Pass | Pass | Pass

FALI T A A VU1 687353, (FEx& Nunes), 3Rk Ay, sy NEF Ny -
6a, B 13IMP.

The intervention of North and South made East and West not able to bid 64 (South
was Nunes) . At the other table, North and South did not bid and East and West
smoothly bid 6a and won 13 IMP.

(6) R16 Monaco — Canada

#19 a732
S/IEW vAKJ32

* A

«J1064
AaAQ1096 aJ8
vi105 v984
¢76 ¢+ QJ10432
%9832 «*AQ

a K54

vQ76

¢ K985

&« K75

28



Monaco BXAL RIS, Flme 48, IS RIFAER. 26 M4 . (i 2 e, 316D,
IR, Jbfg 5 5R e, 78 1a1887E 2480 2@ LY Dbl 4.

Monaco’s players sat East and West. They intervened aggressively and obtained good
results. 2¢ was just made. (losingonly 2 vsand 3 ¢s) . Based on the present
bidding, North had 5-carder vs, the bidding of 2% after 1a or 2e would be better.

W N E S
1%
14 Dbl 2¢ Pass
Pass | Dbl Pass | Pass
Pass

71 5L The bidding at the other table was:

W N E S
Pass
Pass | 1w Pass | 2%
Pass | 4w Pass | Pass
Pass

AAbsE Helness , H5leQ, #aflbler, (HAMMFTIE, 25 2 82050 4 56H 3 dmls, {5
T, oKBT ke, 56 HIEMTha, ITART . WARIE, RAEALH 2 fnks 2l
T, o KB, FRRREIAIR, fEmETite, ROIME 2R Z .

Helness sat North. The first lead of the # Q gave him a chance. However, he drew 3
rounds of trump at Tricks 2 to 4 and stopped at Dummy, used the ¢K to discard a & in
hand. Played a « from Dummy at Trick 6. The contract could no longer be made. |
don’t know why he didn’t drew 2 rounds of trump and stop at Dummy, use the ¢K to
discard a loser and then draw trump in hand and play a « from hand. Then the chance
of success would be higher.
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(7) SF Monaco -- Sweden

#18 498
E/NS vA9865

976

%542
aAK107 a32
vK432 vQJ107
*+ K ¢8432
«K1076 «*AJ3

aQJ654

v-

+AQJ105

«Q98

B Nunes 2855, 2 KB 2a, WEIGHK). (BERT 1)
When Nunes sat South, he opened 24 in the 2™ seat and won the auction (the result
was down 1).

71 5L The bidding at the other table was:

W N E S
Pass | 14
1NT | Pass | 2% Pass
2v Pass | 4w Pass
Pass | Pass

Aw i, Hifg 1 e, 2 v,
HEIE#IRIME T Nunes B 2a11EH, L EEMIN, —2MY 1s, 1% Sweden &7
BR—k, {EERIM LRI

4v was cold, only losing 1 ¢ and 2 vs.
Based on this board, we can see the usefulness of Nunes’ opening of 2a. Players

who just count points would just open with 1a like the Sweden’s expert, and fail for this
board.
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B 277
Trip in Lanzhou

2012 4 9 HHIERIMNEA T =M MG 3, N A 3eaim, W5l 60 eREx2 M, A 5IET
2 AR FEAT B TAE N IER,  BORAZE MR, Blandb U5, ARy (.

At the beginning of September 2012, a nation-wise bridge invitational competition was
held in Lanzhou. As the cash prizes were relatively high, it had attracted over 50 teams
to participate. All the teams which came top in the list consisted of teams with
professional players or teams of big corporations, e.g., Beijing Xinyun, Dong Fong
Motor, etc.

HARISRAF AL LERARA R, S OE, SRIEESIMEM LR . 18 Lesh RG24 5,
&, WAEEE, FUET T 10 FLLEBMIA, R LR, SR 2 4.

Our team has some basic mistakes which are required to be corrected urgently, else
we cannot have good result in any competition. These mistakes may not be made
even by beginners. Itis unbelievable that a person who has played bridge for over 10
years could have made such mistakes. | just quote 2 examples here.

(D FWUE R IR, AR (00 T, (90 REIRE SR

(1) Bridge is a competition of calculating the number of winning tricks, not the
number of “high card points”. “Points” just help you to calculate the number of
winning tricks.

tb 2 2 AEmdT 8 I, A 1wz 3 &l
There were 8 boards for each board. The 3™ board in a round was as follows:
U SE The cards of East and West were:

#3

S/EW

49862 a AK

vKJ106 vo4

+63 +9

%753 «AKJ108642

P FARAME R AR, BERA RS AL T9T 3o, 1, RANGEAAME, AR AR
AR, AZERATTE BN (AR Wi, StemRT RN, BAEAN,
IEHM e (FRISSHEAENT, ERIBH M 1 adb/E INT 12, BE0 540, FEhg—L2n 64
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R 2D, 4 F:

| have not asked the bidding at their table. In reality, North declared 3¢, up 1. |can't
believe that East would not have bid with his hand, not to mention that it did not meet
the current trend of “aggressive bidding”. Even a conservative person would have bid.
The normal bid should be 5& (At my table, after South opened 14 and North
responded 1NT, our opponent jumped bid 5&) . If he was more aggressive, he could
have bid 6% (not necessary at that moment) . The 4 hands were:

#3 a3
S/EW v752
¢A1087542
«Q9
49862 a AK
vKJ106 v94
¢+63 *9
%753 «AKJ108642
aQJ10754
vAQ83
¢+ KQJ
& -

v AfvQ #AERI S, &= 11 B NGB 19 70)

H 1 TAT 10 BB, AT E R R AN (RS araft, ik
S5a, BifEe BRI, w L slam , (REEAM, FHEAME, /REE 1K 54,
i SR 2D WA R, M slam  FUBE & AN g i L grdisb .

As both the v A and vQ were in South’s hand, there was no difficulty to win 11 tricks
(the joint hands had only 19 HCPs) . As you have 10 winning tricks in your own
hand, there is no reason why you would not bid. “Beginners” might say that if | bid 5&
and the opponents with no loser in & would bid a slam. Why didn’t you think after
Partner’s pass and you bid 5« immediately, they would have no space to exchange
information and the chance to bid a slam would decrease rather than increase.

BEIMEIEA 5o, EHRMN 5aig, TMORATHACHREE, EZufny 5e 2 AL,
5& 18, % Pass F|¥&, R 3{fi#}¥. Pass , 5¢, Ifs. KAaMEFEAR, T
R B 72 Y i — — IS AR

North and South would have 5e for this board. After East’s 5&, we no longer had any
space to exchange information to determine whether to bid 5¢. | sat North. After

54, South and West passed, | had only 3 choices: Pass ; 5¢, ordouble. As|did not
have a fit with Partner’s &, | chose the worst bid — double and the contract was made.
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(2) HH¥E4: Sacrificing blindly

BB, AT 10 (RO REANIY R, R TS AT WA R EE Y B, A, B, fE
B 1a, JEIE 24 (GF) 12, FRALFET 2 WS AR T G, RIS s Fevhm (o iy 2
IZ B 288 3¢, DUEAE I,

In the previous example, East had 10 winning tricks but did not bid. | don’t understand
why he would bid when he had no sure winning tricks for the following board. South
opened 1a and North responded 2&(GF). | expected most players sitting East would
not bid. Even the most aggressive bidders would only bid 24 or 3¢ immediately and
would not bid later.

#15 a K107
S/NS vK86

¢ 42

«AKJ54
aQ9652 A -
vQ92 v743
¢+ A10 ¢+ Q98653
%1072 «Q983

aAJ843

vAJ105

¢ KJ7

% 6

FERIE 2 (AN HORGRE, BRI AR AR 22 Uk, WERARASAE S5 B U AR Y R, k3 B4
fIRRENY, [T R B AR SCRE, AR BRI RE, BB, 8 AR AR BT 154 4 e iy
S5¢, MBAFRACH, AR (ER) FFRM. TRA, ARSI, M.

Bridge is a partnership game. | have previously made suggestions to East several
times. If you want to bid after an opponent has opened bid, you must bid at a low level.
If your partner has a suitable hand, he will support naturally. It is too risky to bid at a
high level. This time, after opponents stopped at 44, East bid 5¢. He only saw his
own hand and did not want to “see” his partner’s hand. | consider that it is not
worthwhile to sacrifice without a fit with partner’s hand.

HAENY 5o 21, HEABZAR—AR, [P 2 R/ e SCRF, e (5F) RI? RAHE
g, BEITHM. MMAERE A D TR, EE CE) R, A4 re 5,
AR E BRATI R, AT B e B I R, SRR A CdaaRk,  AE R A
FIFERT AR AR D, [EAMEREEE. 11T ZEMMIA, AU FEL? A ERAEEXIE
RO A

Before East bid 5¢, he should have at least thought about the number of losing tricks if
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his partner had only 2 small ¢s in support. If you don’t count the number of losing
tricks, how can you play bridge? You don’t just see your own hand to bid, you need to
“see” your partner’s cards also before you can bid correctly. It does not mean that you
can freely sacrifice at a high level when you have no losers in the opponents’ suit.

You still have to count you own losers. Based on the bidding, you have to judge the
number of tricks that Partner can help you and whether it is worthwhile to sacrifice.
Will a person who has played bridge for many years not understand these? | hope
that East would accept the lesson from this “blunder”.

a3 15, AMT4T B, H512, # 1ine, 26 3 HaK T, SEOEMAR N, 2
AEMEPUIORAY, E Sl JESE 3Rk, PHAAZHEAT 3aRe, AREFT. PTRLR AT BOE P 1)
e 5323, 5 4 e K e, HAEHIT-H o MG RUH ¢ A, AE A, B8R H B
AT e Q. ARIESIEPYAT 3 R, M0 HEAMATHS, HefRde 4 5k, e, AT
Ji, AR, T 2 650—1100=10IMP.

At the other table, we declared 54. The 1% lead was the %2, ruffed a & at trick 2, used
the aK to draw trumps at trick 3 and discovered the unfavourable distribution of 5-0. It
is necessary to read West’s cards correctly. The 1 lead of # indicated that he had
3-carder %, West must have 3-carder v before | could make the contract. So, you have
to assume that West’s cards are 5323. Used « K to discard a ¢ at trick 4 and then play
a ¢ from Dummy, believing that East would not duck his ¢ Aif he had it. It is more
difficult to judge who has the » Q. Luckily, West had 3 vs, and we guessed the »Q
correctly. When only 4 cards remained in each hand, West had only trumps left. It
was not difficult to make the contract. Unexpectedly, we still had to lose 650—1100=
10 IMP for this board.

(3) LI =HIRss, EAEWEARSE, HALRSE, WRLEFR, 1 EIRE AL
IFHIREIE:  The 2 examples of mistakes above are very basic mistakes. There
is no need to mention other mistakes. Let me describe a board for which |
consider we bid well:

#5 o -
N/NS vKQJ62

¢+ K974

«AQ105
4J85432 109
vA873 v10954
*2 ¢J653
%87 *J64

A AKQ76

'_

¢+AQ108

« K932
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W N E S

1w Pass | 14
Pass | 2¢ Pass | 3%
Pass | 3NT Pass | 4e
Pass | 5 Pass | 7e

Pass Pass | Pass

92wy e, ZIEM R, fRERE, 4o, ReiZf A, HIsA, [FE
MBI B P PG BRI 4-1 200, BERE —o BREARIAITEG DAy e B4R AR
PrEABARBA A, AR5 2 IR AN 20, MY 24, 1 AU RS

South’s bid of 34 in the 2" round was forcing to game. He was the captain and the bid
of 4e set the trump suit. | did not have the vA and | cuebid A, Partner bid a grand
slam. Unfortunately, the distribution of trumps of East and West were 4-1, and the
result was down 1. Even though we could not make the contract, it was due to lack of
luck and so | was still very happy. If | didn’t bid 2¢ but 24+ in the 2" round, then the
bidding would become:

W N E S

1K Pass | 14

Pass | 2« Pass | 2e¢

Pass | 2NT Pass | 3%

Pass | 3e Pass | 3a
Pass | 3NT Pass | ?

2 ¢ JEIEME)E, 3 T, 3 ¢ I, FfEHe A, FERIIMMLe K, —
ERAe A BRI 3 FAMIEREZ G A G L 78 ARG 3 -2 75
Y510

2+ is forcing to game and 3« set the trump suit. 3¢ is a cuebid. Partner has the ¢A,
and knows that | have the #K and | do not have the v A as | have not bid 3w 1. |
don’t know whether we would then bid 7+, As the distribution of «s in East and West
was 3 - 2, 7% was a cold contract.
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W B R BB

What to Learn from the Experts?

2012 4 7 JJIE3EM) (SPINGOLD) A HIKFIILLEE, FATREAR 2 B0 AT LS,
PURZ A, WAFRRATS () IS RE L.

In the North American Spingold World-class bridge competition held in July 2012, we
can lean a lot of things from the many experts, including what we often argue about our
views towards points.

Spingold Final fR/&F, #F: You are South, holding:

#60

W/NS
10972
vA10
¢+J95
%10642

% The bidding:
W N E S

1e Dbl | Rdbl ?

Rdbl Xxe &, A 500, B GE CHED) Y, FReEnig? Jadaem, [FAEAE
1¢1%0Y Dbl v Re¥} 2 mfL &R SCRE, R 8 SRR EeA, BHREAEEHR, 3
EANY, ROFHAEE .

Rdbl indicates the v suit. You have only 5 HCPs and you have a “free bid” now. Will
you bid? | support to bid. Partner’s double after 1 ¢ indicates that he may have
support for both majors. You have 8 black cards and the vA. They are useful to your
Partner. If you do not bid now, you may not have a chance to bid later.

W N E S

1e Dbl Rdbl | 14

Dbl 2v Pass | 24
Pass 34 Pass | ?

B e, DYRRAELE, 5B 2 dmEFEFInY, RoRir, RE R EEN 2e, (KFRD, [FIFEFIY
3a, HGE, ENIES? A2 Fantoni , EREMYRRATT .

South bids 14 and the bidding continues. You partner cuebids on the 2" round to
show a good hand. You can only bid 24 (minimum) . Partner rebids 34 to invite. Will
you bid? The one who sat South was Fantoni; The bidding in practise was as follows:
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W N E S
1e Dbl Rdbl | 14
Dbl 2v Pass | 24
Pass 34 Pass | 44
Pass | Pass | Pass

HAUB IR ACREN 1 0 CREANES, REFMAFFRIOME —HM Pass , i AEMK. it
FAUZAT w A FIAT A IRk, AT RE T .

| think it would have been quite good if my bridge friend would bid 1a. Many bridge
friends holding South’s cards will just pass and then pass. | am strongly against this.
Imagine that if South passes whether he has the vA or not, then there must be a
problem.

4 FMiE.  The 4 hands were:

# 60 aAQ83
W/NS vQJ3

¢+ AQ

K953
a K54 aJ6
v652 vK9874
¢+ K842 ¢+10763
*«AJ7 Q8

410972

vA10

+J95

%10642

NWEEEHT S, BFEFEMES], GES Fantoni 2GR, BLeCiE (M) . 1 4a
BTG BRI M S E g, R EORRMERAE DY, FTBEE R K, Fantoni 4532 Bk,
M 4e, JEIHT R

You win the auction and have to make the contract, You need to take care of the entries.
To Fantoni, it is only “a small dish”. You need courage to bid 4a. If you listen to the
bidding, most of the high cards are with West, so the chance of making the contract is
high. Fantoni accepted the challenge and bid 4a, and successfully made the
contract.

FEY 5.  Let's see the bidding at the other table.

W N E S
Pass 1% ?
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RFER IR, U, —@ A 1 el ? KBRS EIC &, A e RS A
Pl CRARAAAEJRRED, BRI L -

You hold East’s cards (those who just count points will not bid) . Will you bid 1% ?
Bridge requires matching. You have to bid in order to find a match (there is of course
arisk) . The actual bidding was:

W N E S
Pass 1a 1w Pass

2% | Pass 2v Pass
Pass | Pass

AL HE Helness , A& &t Fantoni Al Helness #RAUES THE. 18 2 BT
(Fantoni/Nunes; Helness/Helgemo) 7+ (Spingold) b, F (A M) 2B 2,

The one who sat East was Helness. | don’t think you would not say that both Fantoni
and Helness have bid wrongly. It is not an overstatement to use the word “invincible”
to describe the 2 pairs: Fantoni-Nunes and Helness-Helgemo in the Spingold
competition.

2v [ 2, {HjF 11IMP.
2v went down 2, but the team won 11 IMPs.

P 7 JIh B S A A -

How, let us look at a board played against the Taiwan bridge friends in mid July 2012:

#18 4J98432
E/NS v942

¢ A8

%53

Ny The bidding:
w N E S
1e 2%

2¢ ?

R, 2R, i aniEs sy, HA 5 58, AR A S, B 6 dkae, URAN,
A B g ?

You are North and it’s your turn to bid. If you just count points, you have only 5 HCPs.
Did you not notice that in addition to an Ace, you have 6 cards in &. If you don’t bid
now, will you have a chance to bid again?
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IR The actual bidding was:

W N E S
1e 2%
24 Pass | Pass | 3«
Pass | Pass | 3¢ Pass
Pass | Pass

4 F M2 The 4 hands were:

#18 4J98432
E/NS v942

¢+ A8

%53
aKQ7 a5
v10853 vKQJ6
¢+ Q954 ¢J10762
%106 «AQ7

aA106

vA7

¢+ K3

«KJ9842

Be ZWAM, BHIlwA, HFKEKK, e (2 ) BATH. HREAZIILMETZeA?
3¢ should not have been made. South first led the vA, Declarer dropped the vK..

South shifted to attack « (?) and 3¢ was made. Who would have thought that North’s
entry was the ¢ A?

eI 5L AU, The bidding at my table was:

W N E S
1e 2%
2¢ Pass | 3¢ Pass
Pass | Pass

TAH, A Opp MHazk, FHIFHM 3e.
| sat East and didn’t want Opponents to bid & and so | deliberately bid 3.

AbfE 20182 0 2s, 4 EALEMB, ANE@AFARE (), BEJif 3, i#
BT 3o, WIARBITAE L5 AEHIE Sl 2] 3a, A BA K 2 > IEHE 6 IMP,
JERZS 28 (Rahm) MRS, AR, EEEEHLAE 1 B 2 BN Ak
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After 2¢, North must bid 2a. 4 persons have bid. No one would regard you as
having many points. Our side had 3a but you allowed the opponents to play 3¢. If the
opponents were stronger, they should have bid 3a at my table. We have lost many
similar “6 IMPs” in the past. We need to learn a bit of “aggressive” bidding. When
we have a suit, we need to bid early at the 1% or 2" level.

(2) Spingold QF

#14

E/NIL

a3

'_
¢+J108732
«*A98754

PR, [FPERANIY, FIBHm 1o, fRIURREG? AR WG A, FB B pAm . np

You are West. You partner sitting East passed. South opened 1+¢. Would you bid? |
think most people would not bid and | agree to pass.  The bidding continues.

W N E S

Pass | 1e

Pass 1w Pass | 2w
?

NEMR, fRe]fe i ATIE— k& Er, &0 Pass , 2NT, 3&, 3e? RE R, B —
%HL{H?‘IE:

Now, it’s your turn again. You may have only 1 chance. Would you pass, bid 2NT, 3&
or3e ? | agree to bid. In reality, the bidding at one table was:

W N E S
Pass | 1e
Pass 1w Pass | 2w

3% 4e 5% Dbl
Pass Pass | Pass

AL 2 Helgemo, B2 17, H& Helness. 18 'R /E Zia , i ANGEHIET A C— 4 5v
4 F 2
The one who sat West was Helgemo and he was successful. East was Helness.
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The one who sat South at this table was Zia. He could not judge whether they could
make 5 and he doubled 5&«. The 4 hands were:

#14 a KQJ10
E/NIL vAJ6542

¢+ Q9

*Q
a3 48652
v - vi1087
+J108732 * K4
«A98754 *«KJ103

aA974

vKQ93

¢ A65

%62

PUWIANIY, FRIEAFEARA RS, a4 e B2 . B, )

& FAREH I .

If West has not bid, it would not be possible for East and West to find a fit.  Only fit can
bring in more winning ticks. Bridge is matter of winning tricks. “Points” only help you
to calculate the number of winning tricks.

F— 5 & Cayne Team ] Willenken, fth—E AN, SRR, AL E 5] e, F
AP, oA R, a2, Pl 1 kg, RTES e, R LRE. B RUR
BESE (4r) RMRENS? VT 124, A5 «. WH4 KM, £5a 1%, RIGHEHEN
6 %o JE S E IR RIS FRIEAT -

At the other table, West was Willenken of Cayne Team. He did not bid but he doubled
in the end, hoping his partner would lead a v. His Partner did not appear to understand
his double and first led the a2. The contract was made and up 1. Even with a »
lead, the contract can still be made. Can you use “points’ to explain this board? East
and West jointly hold 12 points but they can have 5. If you look at the 4 hands, the
best bid after 54 would be 6«. The actual bidding at this table was:

W N E S
Pass | 1INT
Pass | 2« Pass | 2w
Pass | 2a Pass | 3NT
Pass | 4+ Pass | 4w
Pass | 4a Pass | 4NT
Pass | 5a Pass | Pass
Dbl Rdbl | A.P.
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ViF Z ok Rk er, BIERER AR AL 55 1 R INT A0 2NT, 7E 2v /& 0] LAY 2NT,
1% Opp EYELAE1R MR IEZ ARSI S £4 v/£ 4 N T, iE 4 Helgemo
{4 Monaco Team [/ 18 I M P,

West had a few opportunities to bid even if you consider his card strength is not
enough. First, he did not overcall 2NT after 1INT. After 2%, he could have overcalled
2NT. Finally, after Opponents have found fit in v, you and your partner should have a
fit in at least one of the minors and you can overcall 4NT after 4 ». For this board,
the Monaco Team with Helgemo won 18 IMPs

T8 A AR BA LA AE RN LEFEREAT 1K) ] -

The above board reminds me of a board which we have played in a competition held in
Shenzhen:

#2 aJ103

E/NSIL vQ4
¢+ 1086
*«AKQG64
;-
vK93
¢+AQJ94
%J10982

Ny p&
w N E S

14 2NT

3% Dbl 3v Pass
44 Pass | Pass | Pass

R, FAMAAENE () A BEAT 2 RIS E 2
At such time, both of us did not know the principle that only “matching’ could bring in
more winning tricks.

AN 4 K, BAER et i, CRIEME2-1, 523 — 270 I 4v.
ANEAT 10 B, BRALEE, fEAT 7RI 2NT, [FIfERE AKQ RS RE, Al A inny fr 2
i R Y 2 E .

There is no need to write the 4 hands. The contract of 5& of North and South was
cold (the distributions of East and West were: « 2-1, ¢ 3 — 2) . The contract of 4w
and 4a of East and West can all make 10 tricks. | sat South and | bid 2NT when our
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side was vulnerable. Partner held trumps AKQ. He did not bid 44 or higher because
he was afraid that the opponents would reach a slam.

AR, fhFEF] Helness £F 4 sRa#l 5, WihfFr«AKQ Fk, & AE2 AN, B

HiY 6a? ?

Today, he saw Helness holding 4 «s but still bidding 5&. If he holds £ AKQxx, will he

still not bid or bid 6% ? ?

(3) SPINGOLD QF

#1 aA532

N/NIL v2
¢+J876
«A976

fr&dt You are North

W N E S

Pass | Pass | Pass

1w ?

DR ZIPR YRS ? ARJEE 40K Martel , by DBL EENY 4t Now, it is you turn. Would
you bid? North was the famous player Martel.

was:

W N E S

Pass | Pass | Pass

1w Dbl Rdbl | 2%

Dbl Pass | Pass | Pass

4 F M 2. The 4 hands were:

He doubled. The actual bidding

#1 aA532

N/NIL v?2
+J876
«A976

AaK76

vAKQJ

¢+ A106

«Q54
4 Q10
v86543
¢ 43
%*J832

4J984
vi1097
¢+ KQ92
K10
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MRS Zia » HEle, BIETN2, B4 IMP. (555 3NT+1).
Zia sat South and the first lead a «. The contract went down 2 and won 4 IMP,
(Martel's teammates made 3NT+1 at the other table).

PREEANEE AT B MR —[ml =R, JUAE (0 MU R A e it , AT JE 35S 310 ZER B A
Moy, RAJEHEL, B R

You may or may not follow this expert’s bidding. Nowadays, biddings are getting more
and more aggressive and the requirements for penalty pass are getting more and more

stringent. In other words, you should in general bid in most circumstances.

#iltn  For example:

#11 4J10943
S/NIL v 384

¢+ K5

«* Q865

frZ&dk, MRE You are North. The bidding was:

w N E S
Pass
24 | Pass Pass | DBL
Pass ?

PRENY s, ATAI, UREGYTSF R, ASEEE 3 3 (o KM £Q AIREM [FIFEEKD
You must bid 3%. You cannot pass. The number of your defensive tricks will not
exceed 3 (¢ Kand «Q are likely duplicate with partners’ strength).

(4) 2012/8/17 2" Mind Sports Games
QF Monaco ¥R the Netherlands

#27 483

S/NIL vQ10732
852
«Q87

496542
v865
¢ 104
K54
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EEIURE  The actual bidding:

W N E S
Pass
1e 1w Dbl 2v
Pass | Pass | Dbl Pass
Pass | Pass

AR AT RS, MG R s AL gt L, B B S SRR, A
NiBn] o TIAE S FFIR, Jbit Fantoni F/Z Nunes. jJEHESURASGERARIMELIY, BEARE
At AN T TR . B, B A, ARG ?

If North and South were my teammates, either on of them would criticize the bid as a
silly bid. Even though | supported the bid, | might not get their support. Now | tell
you. North was Fantoni and South was Nunes. At least you would not say that they
made silly bids and you would not say that they didn’t know how to play bridge. | have
to say that we need to learn from them. Do you agree?

$1 Aei 1w /e fE Pass 1%, Flllt Opp A, (EmAGH 1B, Ml HOKE, &
AR LA
%2 MAA 3, MEMEKeERE, k—HRAZ .

1. North’s 1¥ was made after Partner’s Pass. He judged that the Opponents would
have a game and so he bid his suit at the lowest 1 level. This should be rather safe.

2. South had only 3 points but he had a fit with Partner’s » suit.. | consider that he
should raise.

REAEREL R SBFH 4 K-

Do you want to see the result? Let us see 4 hands first:

#27 483
S/NIL vQ10732
+852
«Q87
aJ aAKQ107
vAKJ9 v4
¢+ KQ93 ¢AJ76
%9632 «AJ10
496542
v3865
¢ 104
« K54
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Play 1Rf& 5, T 4, -800 74, #z/b?
The play was very simple, down 4, - 800. How much was lost?

g5 1 AL A R, AR 76, EAEMRAT+1440, AMERE, &P 12IMP.

The North and South at the other table had not bid and East and West reached 7.
Isn’t it easy to make the contract and get +1440? Not only that Fantoni’s team did not
lose, they even won 12 IMPs.

BAE ORI, URRAR SRR, AN ARG IR, A A, () FERGnp, HLygig
WL o AP AR T A A T

The biddings in bridge nowadays are getting more and more aggressive. If you have
a fit with your partner, you have to raise. Bidding purely in reliance of “points” is
outdated. We need to learn from them.

Squeeze (by Alan SZE)
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Squeeze has been classified as the advance technique in the game. | have just come
across a few hands in this area and wish to share with you. Special thanks to Abby
CHIU for his notes and comments.

Regarding the hand in Open League 2011-12 Quarter Final (by the way, | must clarify
that Chan Yiu was losing to VICO team, but not Alan Sze team), which has been
mentioned by Uncle Chan in the Newsletter 2012 July, the 7a was made via a simple
squeeze on v+ against North.

#6 sl
E/EW vQJ109

¢+ KQ75

%£10863
a K9 aAQ108542
vAK®63 v842
¢« J109 ¢ A4
«Al75 % K

4763

v75

+8632

«Q942

In the four cards ending as below, North has to find a discard on «A. Discarding « will
let the declarer ruffing good the «J, while discarding v will make the little v good.

#6 .-
E/EW vQlJ

¢ KQ

& -
- a2
v A v84
¢ J10 ¢ 4
A &

.-

v -

¢+ 86

*Q9

Making the hand a little bit difference, will it be having any squeeze when v 3-3 and «
honor split?
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The answer is YES !

#6 al
E/EW vQ1l09

¢+ K8752

%£10863
a K9 aAQ108542
vAK®63 v842
¢«J109 ¢ A4
«Al75 % K

4763

v]75

¢+ Q63

«Q942

Whatever the lead was, declarer could unblock «K, draw 2 trumps to dummy, cashing
+A to discard the little « in hand, ruffing « back (trying to ruff out +Qxx), then pull
trumps to the below 6 cards ending:

#6 A
E/EW vQ109

¢ K87

-
a a42
v AK v842
¢« J109 ¢ A
] &

a

v]75

¢+ Q6

*Q

When the second last trump was played, South has to find a discard:

® Discarding «, «J was good in dummy;

® Discarding «, declarer could then unblocking the ¢ A, goes to dummy by vK;, ruffing
finesse the «K, goes back to dummy and enjoys the well established «10;

® Discarding v, declarer discards the «J, North has to find a discard:
B Discarding +, ¢« was left to be 2-2, unblocking ¢ A, goes to dummy by v, ruffing

out ¢, and dummy was good;

B Discarding v, v was left to be 2-2, unblocking v, the little ¥ was good.
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Another hand | read from the recent European Bridge Team Championships bulletin —
Multon Magic.

#3 4196542
S/EW v]
¢+Q1l1072
%74
a7 aAl108
vAK109653 vQ7
+ 4 ¢ AK85
%1983 «A652
aKQ3
v842
+]J963
«*KQ10

Franck Multon, from Monaco, playing against Austria in the Open Series, declared 6v
in the above hand. North led «7, declarer played small from dummy, South won by
+Q and switched to a trump.

Declarer drew trumps, North pitching «, then played a fourth trump, South must discard
either » or «. At the table, South discarded a:

#3 al96
S/EW v

¢+ Q1072

4
a7 aA108
v965 v
* 4 ¢« AK85
%198 % A

a KQ

v

+]J963

% K10

Now, declarer played aA, %A, and ruff the a, isolating North to guard a. The last two
trumps now squeeze North. On the last v, North has to keep his a guard and come
down to two «. Dummy discarded ~10, and now South is squeezed in the minors. If
he kept the « guard, the «8 makes the last trick.
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What if South discarded « at trick 5?

#3 4J]J96
S/EW v
¢+Q1l1072
* 4
a7 aAl108
v965 v
* 4 ¢+ AK85
%198 A
aKQ3
v
+J96
% K10

Now, declarer played «AK, %A, and ruff the e, isolating North to guard «. On the
second last trump, both North & South could discard a. And the last trump squeeze
both defenders. North has to keep his ¢« guard and discarded a. Dummy discarded
and now South is squeezed in the black suits. If he kept the « guard, the a10 makes
the last trick.

Yes, you might now see that, South could break the timing by either switching to & or «
at trick 2.

A hand in Bermuda Bowl 2011 also demonstrated another interesting squeeze. This
was a hand in the match Italy playing against China:

#16 aA962
W/ EW vKJI6
¢ 10654
%32
aK107 4 a3
v432 vAQ10985
¢+AQ73 ¢ KJ9
A8 %1065
4aQJ85
v7
¢ 82
«KQJ974
S w N E
le Pass le
3% Pass Pass 4
Pass Pass Pass
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Semanta, from ltaly, was East declaring 4, after South preempted 3«. South led «Q
(promising K). After a long hesitation, Sementa decided not to give up the safety play
in trump, but this would have to duck the « lead and risking the 7-1 plus aA in South, on
which North could overruff dummy on the 3 .

Declarer getting «A, played v to vA, +J to +Q, another v. North put up vK and
returning another trump. Now, the contract seems to rely on « 3-3. When it is not,
declarer ruff the « back and played the rest of his trumps. Suddenly, an interesting
squeeze happened at the last two tricks:

#16 aA96
W/ EW v

.

L3
a K107 a3
v v5
. .
& % 10

aQJ

v

.

% K

South has to keep his %K, and discarding the a. Eventually, the 410 in dummy scored
the last trick, and Semanta made his 4v.

Board 17, in round 2 of Open League 2012-13, had a similar squeeze.

#17 aA543
N / NIL v K83

¢eA742

%54
s K8 s 102
vQJ1052 vA764
¢+ Q103 ¢ KJ65
%175 «*AK3

aQJ976

v9o

+98

«Q10982

West declarer 5vX, after North opened the bidding and South competed in ». My
teammate led the aA and 5¢X made easily on the successful vK finesse. What if
North did not lead aA?
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Assuming he led «5. Declarer did not have entry to finesse the trump K, so he’s
forced to play the « first. North could then return another «. Declarer got it and back
to hand by «10 to finesse trump K. Since North opened and did not lead the a, aA
was more likely to be with North. And now, only one chance is left. After 3 trumps,
cashing the « tricks and discard the a8 in hand, and now cash the rest of trumps:

#17 aAS54
N / NIL v

.

L3
a K s 102
v?2 v
. .
] %3

aQJ

v

.

* Q

South was squeezed on the last trump. Discarding «Q will make the «J good.
Declarer can play the aK after South discarded aJ. Dummy a10 will get the last trick!
5¢X by West was cold, as stated in double dummy analysis.

Let’s enjoy the squeeze !!
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Schedule

ue

16 [Tue

20 Sat

ue

13 Tue

20 [Tue

o event - National Day

Quadruple Pairs (2) & (3)

No event

Open League (4)

IMP Pairs (4-9)

Match Point Pairs (3-6)

Invitational Team (5)

Tom Wong Swiss Pairs - S. (1)

Oct — Dec 2012

N/A

Mariner Seven
Seas Lounge

N/A

Main Hall and
Conference

Room

Mariner
Conference
Room

Mariner
Conference
Room

Mariner Main
Hall

Mariner
Conference

Kelvin Yim

- TBC ---

Arthur Lau

WW Cho

Kelvin Yim

~--TBC ---




Mariner Main
4 ueInvitational Team (6) Kelvin Yim

Hall

Mariner
11 TueMatch Point Pairs (4-6) Conference
Room

Mariner Main

18 TuelInvitational Team (7) Hall Kelvin Yim
. . Mariner
Life Master and Non-Life Master
29 Sat | _ . Conference --- TBC ---
Pairs (1 & 2)
Room
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