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Date:

Time:

Venue:

7th Council Meeting Minutes

October 16, 2013 (Wednesday)

7:30 p.m.

Present: Officers:

Derek Zen — President (DZ)
Leo Cheung — Vice President (LC)
Pearlie Chan — Secretary (PC)

Council members:
Arthur Lau (AL)
CC Wong (CC)
Charlie Lee (XL)
John Tsang (JT)
KF Mak (KF)
Tony Lau (TL)
WK Lai (WK)

Apologizes:

Officers:
Christopher Leung — Treasurer (CL)

Council members:
Ronald Hui (RH)

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

Item Content When | Action
1 |Adopt minutes of last meeting.
2 |Matters raised in last meeting (by minutes order):
a) Ringo Lee has not yet submitted the APBF Captain’s Report for PC
one of the senior team, and WC Li has not yet submitted the
Captain’s Report for World Senior Team, PC to follow up.
3 |Financial Affairs:
31 |The latest bank balance is around HKD859,000.
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Internal Affairs:

Result of World Senior Championship and Transnational Team:
China Hong Kong Senior ranked 11 out of 22 teams in the Senior
Championship, Hong Kong Gen X ranked 30 out of 105 and Hong Kong

Senior ranked 41 out of 105 in the Transnational Team Championship.

Council endorsed the 2013 APBF Ladies Team captain’s report.

Council endorsed the TD list submitted by RH.

Progress Update: HKCBA website revamp

Total cost: HKD30,000 design and HKD92,000 website development
(total around HKD122,000). AL will become the supervisor for this
project as he has experience in programming and understands what is
required from a director’s perspective. The working committee will
discuss details and negotiate the price in their next meeting and report

back to council.

External Affairs:

Asia Cup 2014 will be held in China (exact city TBC) from June 12 to
June 22. Council target to complete the selection trial before end of

March.

The World University Online Bridge Championship (age between 17-28):
will be held in January 2014 on BBO. Players who want to participate in
this event must be HKCBA member and register via HKCBA.

Shirley Chang informed LC that she has a friend who is the Chairman of a
Bridge Club in China who owns a building in Austin Road. He can rent
one floor to HKCBA for holding bridge tournaments. LC will contact

Shirley to arrange a meeting for further discussion.

A.0.B.

Nil

The next council meeting will be held on November 18, 2013.

AL, JT,
TL, WK

LC




Date:

Time:

Venue:

8th Council Meeting Minutes

November 18, 2013 (Monday)

7:30 p.m.

Present: Officers:
Derek Zen — President (DZ)
Leo Cheung — Vice President (LC)

Christopher Leung — Treasurer (CL)

Pearlie Chan — Secretary (PC)

Council members:
Arthur Lau (AL)
Charlie Lee (XL)
John Tsang (JT)
KF Mak (KF)
Ronald Hui (RH)
Tony Lau (TL)
WK Lai (WK)

Other:
Alan Sze (AS)

Apologizes:

Council members:
CC Wong (CC)

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

Item

Content

When

Action

Adopt minutes of last meeting.

Matters raised in last meeting (by minutes order):

b) Set a deadline and end email to Ringo Lee and WC Li’s team for

handing in the captain’s report for 2013APBF, otherwise all team

members may not be allowed to register for next year’s APBF

senior team.

c¢) DZ and LC has met the Chairman from a China Bridge Club
regarding the renting of venue for HKCBA tournaments. They

PC

Dz/1LC
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will meet him again when he is in Hong Kong in late Nov/early

Dec.

Financial Affairs:

The latest bank balance is around HKD897,000.

Internal Affairs:

Progress Update: HKCBA website revamp

Total cost (revised): HK$132,000. Maintenance cost will be $1,000 per
month upon completion. Design will be ready for review in approximately
1 month. Working committee will review the details and cost and if

everything is fine, will sign the agreement and issue cheque for payment.

External Affairs:

Intercity: will likely be held at Regal Hong Kong Hotel.

Asia Cup 2014: will be held at & ¥ET{7 in China from June 12, 2014. TL
to post announcement on HKCBA website to invite registration for the

Asia Cup Trial. Deadline for registration would be Dec 20, 2013.

A.O.B.

TD Briefing: will be held on Nov 23 at Mariners’ Club.

Hong Kong Post-Secondary Union of Bridge (PUB) will become an
affiliate member of Hong Kong Contract Bridge Association with
immediate effect. XL will add HKCBA as PUB’s advisor in their

constitution.

The next council meeting will be held on December 23, 2013.

AL, AS,
JT, TL,
WK

TL

XL




2013 BX# i E &

2013 European Champions’ Cup

2013 FFECHE AR 11 14 - 17 HAEC AL Opatija #4477, 3L 12 B2, 43 2 4%
AT /AR, DS 1, 2 BHENHT 4 ZIREE, D3, 4 BIREE 5-8 . AR H
FERRAIER, i HERIZEE e ORI R, BEER,  IRARAN I 2 BEAN B A5/
AR 3RS 5 4o

The 12" European Champions’ Cup was held on 14 to 17 November 2013 in Opatija of Croatia.
12 teams took part. They were divided into 2 groups and each group would play a round
robin. The 1*" and 2™ teams of each group would fight for the top 4™ places, while the 3™ and
4™ teams of each group would fight for 5™ to 8" places. The champion was the Italian team,
followed by the teams of Bulgaria and Poland. It was unexpected that Monaco team only came

3™ in the round robin and came 5" in the end.

FRIAB A T 2R R A Monaco 54 ZE AT KA SRR IR ol BOUR FER) R8BIl . B R
A" e SR LA R
Here I shall mainly talk about a few boards played by the teams: Italy versus Monaco in the

round robin and Italty versus Bulgaria in the final. Let us see what we can learn.

(1 AR RSy, EEARA WM. R2E1L, #F
Bidding should not rely purely on points. It is necessary to count the winning tricks. You
are North, holding:

#5 494

N/NS v98632
¢T8764
7

B RUE W F#EAT: The bidding:

\%% N E S
Pass INT 28
3NT ?

WOANT 2 R, ™ 248K 2 W&, TUEAR 8-9 45, BifEzldl, frunkrdbr, ME
PR—E Y Pass, ¥I15? (HEMBHUEHBIZT, FEGeE, Wble 2o, JbMe LiE
2 2 GRS E L, BOCRIER Bocehi, Y 4w, ARERARES TG ?
A, BAMEZ AR, 4 25 BILF RNy R

7



East’s IN was strong N'T, South’s 2& indicated 2 major suits.
points. It was North’s turn to bid.

However, bridge has to count winning tricks.

cards can win 2 or more tircks.

the Italian team. He bid 4¥, would you say he was wrong?

4% was a proper bid.

The one who sat North was the world champion, Bocchi of

Y 84248 The bidding continued:

\V N E S
Pass INT 2%
3NT 4e Pass Pass
44 Pass 5% Dbl
Pass Pass Pass

AR SeX -1, PEIUIIMIEE,

TR FAE TS 1 SR

The result was 5% X — 1. From West’s angle, the chance of making a 5-level minor contract by

his partner was low unless he considered that 4% could be made. Let’s see the bidding at

another table:

AR FEIY 5 BEARTE, RMAIIBEE IR, BRAFfbel A 4w it

Partner has the ¥ suit. If ¥ is trump, North’s

Pass

INT

2%

Pass

BRI 2w, BIUS? WGLIREE 3334 8L 2344 FRAL, RSB 2w, BiEILE
Fantoni, BBty 3w. (RJHE 4wid HIf)
This time, you will surely bid 2%, right?

If the shape of your hand is 3334 or 2344, you
(Perhaps 4% would be better)

would still bid 2. North was Fantoni, he jumped bid 3w.
W N E S
Pass INT 2%
Pass RE Pass de
Pass Pass Pass
4v F 1. 4% down 1.

#E R B OKA| B 38439 . The Italian teams obtained positive scores at both tables.

West should have about 8 — 9
If you hold North’s cards, I believe that you will pass, right?

No, we need to learn from him.




#5 a94
N/NS v98632
¢T8764
®7
aA8 AaK62
v74 vQ>5
¢+ Q952 ¢ AKJ3
«£Q9864 &«ATS52
aQJT753
vAKIJT
‘__
«KJ3

-, 2 e REREZ .

RIS, FF

The following example illustrates that having many HCPs does not mean many winning tricks.

You are East, holding:

#55
S/ALL
AaKT863
vKQ
¢AJI93
93
\W% N E S
Pass
lv 3% 34 5%
Pass Pass ?

PRS2 KBARY R, TR iy, ARANAEER? IR AR A — A7 1 5 e B
Partner’s opened bid in the 2" seat. The joint high card points will certainly exceed those of

the opponents. What will you bid? At such moment, East was a world champion.

w N E S

1 Pass

lv 3% 34 Se
Pass Pass Dbl Pass
Pass Pass

ERDZWMBAZ, E5le3, ZBEFIEH 2 8o AT T .

9



Though having many HCPs, the number of winning tricks was small. The 1* lead was the %3,

the declarer gave 2 tricks of ¢, and made the contract.

#55 aJ2
S/ALL v--

eT6542

+KQJ764
A974 AKT863
VAIT9752 vKQ
+KQ ¢ AJ93
%8 %93

AAQS

v8643

¢ 87

% AT52

it AR ALt AR R, At R T R A

At the other table, East was also a world champion. His judgement was more accurate::

W N E S
Pass
lv 2NT Dbl 3v
4 S Sv Pass
Pass Pass

Se T~ 1, HF 12IMP.

5v down 1, but his team won 12 IMP.

(2) HE, ELEREMH Ak, KrilJe 2 £, With a suit, it is better to bid it, particularly
when you have a 2-suitor hand.

fR/EM, ¥  You are South, holding:

#6

E/EW
Y
vAK9865
¢J9874
%53

1AM, URZ R 2 5K, IS ? l AR 2 A8 A o (B2 1 57 e R KM B¢ Madala B
M 4w, FRAEAZE,

10



East passed, you were in the 2™ seat, would you bid? Perhaps, many bridge friends will not
bid. However, Madala of the world champion Italian team opened 4%, have you ever thought
of it?

Pass 4e
Dbl Pass 44 Pass
Pass S5 Dbl S5¢
Pass S5v Dbl Pass
Pass Pass

MER A, BERY 2 BRI H A T, B, AT E ], AR Se.
No matter what, South bid his 2 suits. Based on the distribution, 5% is cold irrespective of any
first lead.

751 551 E AL R S Nunes, AAMIYf%: At another table in the open room, South was Nunes.
Their bidding was:

w N E S
Pass Pass
INT | Dbl 2v 246

34 | Pass Pass Dbl
Pass 4 Pass 4e
Pass S5 Pass Pass

Dbl | Pass Pass Pass

21 4275 Pass AR INAFRL, (FLAE FLAEAE 3a RN, 3B DA A, ST
M Dbl, #5531, JLATAELLZRTE 3 M. 7910 40 B FRTE e M, (Hibis
W ARRE AL BT o A5 R R AT I B Se e ? nl R EANA b ) v £
B, (EPH 38 REMEN 4w, AN Dbl Wi e, FE Se, SR ST A AR
IEM 1SIMP HA.

The cuebid of 24 indicated a hand with good shape after the 1* Pass. However, as his partner
passed later after 34, there was no hope for a slam. The double by South could easily cause
misunderstanding. North might think that South had 3 suitors. South’s 4 ¢ might indicate
the # and w suits, but North might read it as a cuebid for & fit else he would not have bid 5.
It was a pity that South had never bid his ¥ suit. From hindsight, South should not have
doubled after West’s 3# but should bid 4% instead. South could bid 5 ¢ if he had a chance to
bid again and the condition would be completely different. This board caused a net difference
of 15 IMP.

11



#6 Aa8765
E/EW vQIT
+Q
*AK976
A AKT2 aQJ943
v432 v7
¢ AKS5 ¢T632
%*QJ2 «T84
Q__
vAK9865
¢J9874
%53

Hole, BAPIEN Se Ry, JBWERZEE, Ko7 488 « + 6 v, T 1, #HZd 13IMP,
HFRATIRE
B 1K, e, vQ [T, «A e, 1 He, 136, 38as, 3.

The 1* lead was a # to attack the doubled 5& contract. If North ducked, he would win 4
tricks in &% and 6 tricks in ¥, down 1. The result would be — 13 IMP.  The actual play was:
1" trick #K, ruff a &, ¥ Qtohand, &A and another &, he lost I trick in &, 1 trick in ¢,

3 tricks in &, down 3.

(3) FHELSINY 2516 RSO . A B 2] RAFEN, RS I L
Preemptive bids have to be made at the suitable level in order to bring good effect. This means
you have to bid your full value at the 1* moment.
%16 Hl, YRZEF, ¥ Board 16, you are South, holding;

#16
W/EW
Q9
v642
¢ AT94
% JT83

fEJR %A J5, TR Non-vulnerable versus vulnerable. The bidding:

W N E S
lv 2NT Pass ?

2 EARAEES I E RO A, BT et lic &, /RN 4e, 56, iB/E 64. Nunes ALEFI;
MY RS .

Both minor suits fit with partner’s hand and so the opponents should also had a fit in their

12



majors. Would youbid4e, 5¢, or6¢? Nunes sat his South and his bids were::

w N E S
lv 2NT Pass 44
5¢ Pass SNT Pass
6v Dbl Pass Pass
Pass

MY 4o Z7EHEE, PRI Se, JEMAHTC, 6wIRE S HT .
South’s bid of 4 ¢ gave West a chance to cuebid 54, . Based on the distribution, 6% can be

made easily.

Madala A4 Fg YRS Madala’s bids when he sat South:

\W4 N E S
le 3v Pass S5¢
S5v Pass Pass 6¢
Dbl | Pass Pass | Pass

VU VI T AE AT I 6w, 455 6e X f#F 1.
AR 1 kY Se Y 6 ¢ el o
=ORHIBE B 17IMP. CEE35 R0 KR B A5 B 16IMP.)

West could not have way to judge whether he could make 6%, the result was 6 ¢ X just down 1.
So, South should bid 5¢ or 6 ¢ would be best.

The Italian team won 17 IMP. (For the whole match, Italy only won 16 IMP overall.)

#16 ATS86
W/EW v--

+QI872

+AKQ54
AATT4 aK532
vAKQT9873 vJs
.- +K653
%6 %2972

Q9

v642

¢ AT94

% JT83

13
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Let’s see the effect of suitable preemptive bids for another board:

#12
W/NS
s A
vT9853
¢ 86
®*JT872

RIEvh, 1%, MR )R, MREES? 2 REEENZE, HEMT AOMA —E g,
=T AN, Helgemo BHPY 2% (w+minor ). HAFHEFIFIRUR, AR, EEZEAE
5

You are West and the dealer. Non-vulnerable versue vulnerable, would you bid? The quality
of the 2 suits are weak, ordinary players will unlikely open bid. Experts are different.

Helgemo opened 2¥ (w+ minor) . The effect was very good. I think it had some luck.

w N E S
29 Pass 4e Pass
Pass Pass

Avf{EN LMK, FIMCE 4 B8, RE b, 4vnf34EHLr, 51 %

4w only went down 1. South held most of the HCPs but it was already at the 4 level when
South had a chance to bid and it was difficult for him to judge. The bid of 4% was very good.
At the other table -

w N E S
Pass | INT 2% 26
4v Dbl Pass 44
Pass | 5Se Pass Pass

Pass

INT=12-14, 2&=2 Major
S5 A, 18 IXJE Monaco X5 11 IMP.
5+ had no problem. This time the Monaco team won 11 IMP.

14



#12 A532
W/NS vAlJ

¢+ KTO9

«KQ543
aA AaJT9864
vT9853 vKQ62
¢ 86 ¢ 74
&«JT872 ®6

AaKQ7

v74

¢AQJ532

&A9

(4) FAZH— TR RHBEAERZE A E L, AR H I
Finally, I would talk about the slam bid by the Italian team in the final. The bidding was very
good.

#10

E/ALL

A, - AaKo64
vJ]65 vAKQO9
¢J7543 ¢ AKTS82
«KJ865 *Q

G BNH] B Sementa A B RF L FEE .

Please see the bidding of the Italian team when Sementa sat East:

W N E S
le 1a
4e 44 4NT | Pass
S Pass 6¢ Pass
Pass Pass

FOEEHE VU a2 kT, BRSPS om A A, — B 1 e, FATIHH) etk
A 6o, ECEAMAMATENE, EXRIE, wAZGM, HaEi 3e8i5¢ . 7F BBO Lfi
FHE 6 BRALLEE, oAb 5 BREISAE Se

How could East judge that West was void in # . As West’s 5& indicated no A, he would
certainly lose a &, and so only if West had no # that he could bid 6. Perhaps, they had
understanding that: if one was not void in RHOs suit, one could only bid 3¢ or 5.

We could see the competitions of 6 teams on BBO, the other 5 teams all stopped at 5 ¢.

15



#10 AaAQTO9
E/ALL v83
+Q96
® 7432
o - AaKo64
vJ]65 vAKQO9
¢J7543 ¢ AKTS82
&« KJ865 *Q
AJ87532
vT742
’__
«ATO9
&)
#16 AaAKG6
W/EW v732
¢QJ6
«T652
AaJT9832
vAT
‘__
AKQ73

FA RORCRIBRBAN INT 42 9 - 12 4, FAfRAL, fegm e
As the Italian team opened INT with 9 — 12 points and South had shape, the Italian team bid a
slam in the end.

w N E S
Pass | INT Pass 2v
Pass 24 Pass 3e
Pass 44 Pass 54
Pass 6% Pass Pass
Pass

BTG S 4 (RIS, HoAl 3 BRAGRABHIY, #5175 44,
I have only watched the bidding of 4 teams. The Norths of the other 3 teams have not opened
bid and they all stopped at 44,

16



#16 A AKO6
W/EW v732

+QJo6

«T652
A Q4 A75
vQ865 vKJ94
¢+ K98752 ¢ AT43
® 8 %J94

aJT9832

vAT

‘__

«AKQ73

18 2 B MR RAIBAR Y b, SRS el B
As the Italian teams bid 2 slams for this 2 boards, it was no wonder that they could become the
champion.

17



2013 JbREFHEMATE

Summer 2013 North America Bridge Championships (NABC)

BIRERBR R IE, EZAE R4 2 A SR B IE T4k (Bridge 24) B,
A A L 395 Fl 1B, (E AR, 7E8uRYEIN25EfE 1~ Nickell Team, 45N
KB ECORA B F-4H ) Gromov [, R e, 58— B8, s Grue FBx.

The most outstanding team in this match should be "Bridge 24” team made up of 4
almost unknown Poland players. Originally they were the 39" seed team. However,
they grew stronger and stronger as they competed in the Championships, knocked out
the 2" seed Nickell Team in the Quarter-final, knocked out the Gromov Team made up
largely of ltalian players in the Semi-final, and with a bit of luck, won Grue Team in the
Final.

AP ELERR (K U A, S LB

They bid some hands aggressively. Please watch the following hands:

(1) Quarter Final---¥} Nickell 52  Versus Nickell team

Board 50
#50 a7
E /NS vAQ8
¢+ AKQT86
«A32
aAKQS8 aT642
vJT6432 vK97
¢ - ¢ J94
%984 «T75
4J953
v5
7532
«KQJ6

Bridge 24 Ak LIy
The bidding of “Bridge 24” when they sat North and South

W N E S
Pass | Pass
2¢ Dbl 2v Pass
Pass | 3¢ Pass | 4w
Pass | 4a Pass | 5¢ 18
Pass | 6¢ A.P




w1t /& Meckstroth K5, (Fd Rodwell) i Ffi2 A AHEIFH 6 ¢ AT HE, ABAMIE SN R -
When Meckstroth sat North, Rodwell (who sat South) did not think of the possibility of 6
The bidding at their table was:

W N E S

Pass | Pass
1w 3NT | Pass | Pass
Dbl Pass | 4w Dbl

Pass | Pass | Pass

254 (Bridge 24) £+, #EfRk4e 13, 1i513IMP.

At both tables, "Bridge 24” declared. Even though 4 went down 3, "Bridge 24" still
won 13 IMP.

(2) Semi-Final ¥} Gromov ¥  Versus Gromov team

Board 13
#13 aAB832
N/ All vAJT
¢T9
«T762
a K95 aQJ76
vQ7652 v43
¢ A8 ¢+ KQ7643
«AQ9 ®3
aT4
vK98
¢J52
«KJ854

Bridge 24 XY 21104 p3NT.
Bridge 24 team could bid and make 3NT.

Pass | Pass 1%
1K Dbl 2% Pass
2NT | Pass | 3NT | Pass

Pass Pass

19



EVG/& Dubinin , HJE Gromov, MR RHSELES e .
When West was Dubinin and East was Gromov, their bidding stopped at 3.

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

2NT | Pass | 3¢ Pass
Pass Pass

IR B G 28%, o Grue/ Moss  Pair I Z3NT 45/,
There were 2 other teams in the Semi-final, of which Grue/ Moss Pair also bid the cold
contract of 3NT.

W N E S
2¢ Pass

Pass
2NT | Pass | 3a Pass
3NT | Pass | Pass | Pass

(3) Semi-Final, Board 26

# 26 AaAQT2
E/All vT6

¢+ AKJ98

%43
48753 a K6
v54 vJ93
¢T3 ¢752
«KQJ87 «A9652

aJ94

vAKQ872

+Q614

T

FIREEHI4E%, N 45 Bocchi/ Madala i 13 44 & A H Pair A1 56w,

Among the 4 teams in Semi-final, only the famous Italian pair, Bocchi/ Madala, had not
reached 6w.

20



Pass | 1w
Pass | 2¢ Pass | 3%
Pass | 3w Pass | 3a
Pass | 4w Pass | Pass
Pass

HAigml M 216 v AR . A2 Pair fir 2 fiwmnt h!

In fact, it was not difficult to bid 6.

W N E S

Pass | 1w

Pass | 2¢ Pass | 2w

Pass | 2a Pass | 3e¢

Pass | 3w Pass | 4%

Pass | 4¢ Pass ?
Pass

The early bidding of two other pairs were:

Flda , 2Pair MK 524 —4%, Z1&, JEFEZNF]6w.
<Bridge 24>1db ¥ Y, R HFE&3631 Y, HnF|6w.

Up to 4+ , the biddings of the 2 Pairs were the same and they subsequently logically
reached 6v. The North of “Bridge 24” used relay bid and as certain that South’s

shape to be 3631 and reached 6v also.

(4) Semi-Final, Board 3

#3

a62
vQ4

«AQ

S/EW

e KJ9765

5

‘--
vA7652
¢ AT3
«KJT84

A AKQT7
vKT983
*2
%92

4J98543
v
+Q84
%763

HEMILIE, fTHev#eRE. H3Pair MEMWE, #ltn Morgan/Amoils AL

PR Ll

If you just looked at the hands of North and South, the possibility of making 6« was
very high. 3 Pairs had bid slam, e.g., the bidding of Morgan/Amoils when they sat North

21



and South:

W N E S
1a
2¢ 2w Pass | 4¢

Dbl Rdbl Pass | 4w
Pass | 4NT Pass | 5a
Pass 6 Pass | Pass
Pass

Fisher/Schwartz A5k : When Fisher/Schwartz sat North and South:

w N E S
14

2¢ 2v 3e 4e
Pass 5& Pass | 6w
Pass | Pass Pass

A REYRAE AN Bocchi/Madala A4 R oIk e i i
Perhaps, you did not expect the bidding of Bocchi/Madala (when they sat North and
South) was:

W N E S
14
2¢ 2v Pass | 3w

Pass 34 Pass | 4e
Pass 4e A.P.

b2 am 11 IMP 152 55F i "% T Bridge 2410y it
Will they lose 11 IMP? Please see the bidding of their opponent - Bridge 24:

W N E S
14
2¢ Dbl | Pass 4
Pass | 5e Pass 5%
Pass | 6« Pass 6w
Pass ? Pass | Pass
Pass

WRighs e Pass, SREBEITIMP,, BANRUEEIR— 0 gh, AEALA 2 ] Bl g, BiE K&
T U740, #E6viz, Jtiies, mAMEBANIE, R%ERE, A7 Pass, &R 13,

22



i1 2IMP. 3k [0 41 2= 23IMP.

If North passed, Bridge 24 would win 11 IMP. | don’t know which bid had caused them
misunderstanding. Perhaps they were too tired (they had only 4 persons). After

6v, North bid 6a, South might not understand and he passed after thinking for quite a
while. The result was down 3, losing 12 IMP. The net difference was 23 IMP.

(5) Semi-Final, Board 58

#58 aT95
E/ALL vQ7

* A

«KJT8643
07432 4 Q
vJ53 vT986
¢+ QT73 ¢+ K9854
%97 «*Q52

aAKJ86

vAK42

¢ J62

A

4% Mg HA Gromov B3 A 1Y 2] Slam.

Of the 4 teams, only Gromov team had not bid a slam.

W N E S
Pass | 1a
Pass 2NT Pass | 3¢
Pass 34 Pass | 4%
Pass 44 A.P.

AR Y 2w, Fe BRI A — 5 I
The other 3 teams had bid slams.

W N E S
1a

Pass 2% Pass | 2w
Passl 44 | Pass | 5«

Pass 5¢ Pass | 6a
Pass Pass Pass

IS /L Bridge 24FBXFaALIINUIH, FEIERBALG, Bridge 2455 1K4H5E Gromov FX.
This was the bidding of North and South of “Bridge 24”. From this board onwards, “Bridge

24” team overtook Gromov team for the 1% time.
23



(6)7R % Final

REEH, ATIRZH, Py A S B BORYE, 3T T
PR, 4RI R

In the final, due to poor defence or poor 1* leads, some contracts which should go down were

i A 1% 165

ouy

made. There were 4 such boards in the last 16 boards:

Board 49
fRAEVE, ¥ You are West, holding:

#49
Nil /N
aQJ
vKQJ
¢J962
%*J842

HEFNY Y You heard the bidding:

W N E S
Pass | Pass | 1«
Pass 1e Pass | 1NT

Pass 2¢ Pass | 2w
Pass 3NT Pass | Pass
Pass

Hrp INT=16-18, 2e=55kw,

PRoFs 1 B At R 2

hEt AN Eridte, Wiste, JEZAHIN, HathGokl, #ELHRME Y, MG, i
WA2RE, HMLre, ARSI

PR 5] w2, 4% (Bridge 24) Mk

Of the biding, INT =16-18, and 2¢=5 times ¥, what would you lead?

I guess you would not lead ¥, if you choose ¢, Delcarer had 3 stoppers, if you choose &
Declarer has 2 stoppers and has enough time to develop ¥, so the only choiceis #. Even
though they had 2 stoppers but Declarer could not cash the established ¥ , due to lack of

entry.

B 5] #2,4% (Bridge 24) MUk

In reality, the first lead was the %2, and 3NT was made by “Bridge 24”.
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#49 a K4
Nil /N vA8654

¢+ 83

%9753
aQJ aT9872
vKQJ vT93
¢J962 ¢T75
%*J842 * KQ

aA653

v72

¢+ AKQ4

*AT6

7R HACMGHET3NT, HXs, AWM, 10IMP A
At the other table, North became Declarer of 3NT.  On the 1% lead of a &, 3N could not be
made. The net difference was 10 IMP.

Board 60

Grue [5JE 58 5/625TMP, i & 5% 55 SFI R .

Rierd, Fr

Grue team was still leading by 25 IMP.  This was the 5™ board out of the final boards. You
are South, holding:

#60
NS/W
A6
v32
¢+ KJB8532
*QJ42
% The bidding:
W N E S

Pass Pass 14 Pass
2NT | Pass 44 Pass
Pass | Pass

REGIRHRM? «Q BARMRIEF EH51? EHikiH o8, #f (Bridge 24) k.

What would you lead? Is the%Q the normal lead? In reality, the ¢ 8 was lad and the
contract was made by “Bridge 24”.
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#60 aKT9
NS/W vAT74

764

«AT7
aA853 aQJ742
vQ9 vKJ865
¢ QT ¢+ A9
98653 K

a6

v32

¢ KJB8532

«*«QJ42

A5, HMCHE, FiT4e, HYleA, S e6 ~—. 10IMP HiH.
At the other table, West became the declarer of 44. The 1% lead was the # A, followed by a
switch of the ¢6. 4awent down 1, causing a net difference of 10 IMP.

Board 64
YREH  You are East:

#64 a8
EW/W vKJT876
¢7583
«* Q64
aT974
v94
¢ 64
«AK875

Y% The bidding:

W N E S
2¢ Pass | 4e

PASS
Dbl | Pass Pass | 4w
Pass | Pass Pass

FfEE S ), HF«Q, MMHaK, fieA, HEKMRS9, <3, FfEe), «28HEH«10. 5
AR —oR? FfEFF«)218 2 #J102, 4o X, B XA EHL e, v EAR[F] o 1,
BEAH o, RIEAHEIETIS? SR E20E«? IRE HMBoRM 2 FARME, PHus
Ahnfide, HOER—@ He, EH, H[Ele, HEM, FHEIXM
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Partner 1* led the %J, Dummy the #Q, you the &K, and then the %A, Declarer followed with
the %9, &3, Partner the &J, %2. You cannot see the #£10. What would you return at trick
3? Did partner hold #J2 or £J102. He doubled 44, but he did not lead a ¢, Did he want
you to return a 4 ? If you do not return a ¢ now, do you have a chance to gain entry again?
Perhaps, Partner has a doubleton &. What would you return? I believe, if West has not

doubled 4 ¢, East must return a &now. In reality, East returned a ¢, 4% was made. Let us see
the 4 hands:

#64 a8
EW/W vKJT876
¢753
«Q64
4aJ6532 aTO974
vQ3 v94
¢ AT82 ¢ 64
*dJ2 «AK875
a AKQ
vA52
¢+ KQJ9
«T983

AR BAGHE, F$T4e, R EBGEe, 1. GEREIENT &80, HRAa A0
At the other table, North became the declarer of 4%. East led 3 rounds of & and 4¥ went down
1. (3NT is cold for this board but no person has bid it.)

AER2BXAT BT BN LSRR 74

The end result was that the 2 teams had a tie and 8 boards were added to decide the winner.

FIHBREIMA R (Bridge 24) 4377, ARAMAT 1 BUAHE IR
For the above 3 boards, (Bridge 24) got positive scores. However, they also had missed the
killing lead for the following board:

Board 55

#55

All/S
aT75
vAT9654
¢ 95
«*QJ
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PRIEVY, FEBN N AR, RORE T IR R ?
You are West and you heard the bidding below. What will you lead?

W N E S

1NT
Pass | 2% Pass 24
Pass | 2NT Pass | 3NT
Pass

B U, WIRERERE NIRREE, ARPH ESGRATHISE, AR B, 55—
5, AREINT, Holtite, SRR, (Hifi10IMP.

The 1% lead was a ¥, perhaps this was the choice of the majority. The expert who sat West
did not have exception and so the declarer won 9 tricks smoothly. At the other table, the
contract was INT and the 1* lead was also a ¥, even though he won 9 tricks also, he lost 10
IMP.

BAX, BH9leQ, MFBEMEHY, kT, AWM X EH«Q?

If you look at 4 hands, the 1* lead of the #Q would defeat the contract. However, in practise,
which expert would lead the Q?

#55 49642
All/S vJ3
+QJ
«A7654
aT75 aKJ83
vAT9654 v82
¢ 95 ¢A73
«*QJ «KT93
aAQ
vKQ7
¢ KT8642
%82

Board 7 in Additional Match

TRZERRAMB N TEIM  Let us see the 7" board in the Additional Match.
RV, ¥ You are West, holding:

#7

S/All
aAQ7542
v383

e KJT
%54
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2BXNY R 5E4>—E%  The biddings of the 2 teams were the same.

W N E S
1a
14 Dbl 24 Pass
3a | Dbl Pass 4e
Pass | Pass | Pass

RE DI ? What is your 1% lead? A JERZEIEF H 5], (REAEAE] Grue X 5] T,
TR R, R d R Y

# A should be the normal lead. However, Grue team led the ¢J unexpectedly, helping the
declarer with a critical trick, and gave away their champion title.

#7 a6
S/All vAT65

¢+A9762

«QJ9
aAQ7542 aJT8
v83 vQ42
e KJT 43
%54 *«AT872

a4 K93

vKJ97

¢+ Q85

% K63

ERHCE, BOEIEZ: WA BBO F& 215851 Monaco B 236 At " /£ 32116
Mk FEd, LA120: 12504, Dunitz [X.

For this competition, the biggest regret was we could watch the performance of the 1%
seed Monaco team. When they were in the knockout out match for the best 16 out of
32 teams, they lost 120 : 125 to Dunitz team.
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Let Him Hang Himself

Another bridge movie

Samuel Wan

Give declarer a rope and he will hang himself, as the saying goes — no doubt the
best scenario a defender can ever hope to achieve. Here is such an opportunity.

You picked up as West this inauspicious holding:

& AK1053
v 1062
4532
Q8

At favorable vulnerability, the bidding went:

West North East South
1¢

1o 29 24 REJ

P 3¢ P 5¢

All Passed

2% is a negative free bid and is non-forcing

One could of course argue for a trump lead but just in case declarer could park
his spade loser on heart winners, you led a pedestrian #A. Dummy came down
with:

49872
v KJ953
+QJ7
&7

Declarer dropped the 4J.

How would you continue?
P P P P PR

Trumps were breaking nicely for declarer, this much you knew. A forcing game
would be futile. The best continuation was a trump.
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Declarer took this trick in hand with 49 and advanced the ¥Q. Partner captured
this with YA and cooperated by returning a second trump. Declarer let this run to
dummy’s ¢Q.

What would you make of declarer’s distribution?
s s e sk R R R SR R R R Rk s R R R SRR R R sk sk Rk s Rk s Rk R Rk sk sk ok ok

Partner saw your ¥2 but nonetheless took the trick. This marked declarer with a
singleton. His distribution had to be 1-1-5-6.

What was declarer up to?
s o s o R R R SR R R R Rk s Rk s R RS R R R Rk sk sk s Rk R sk R Rk sk sk ok ok

He was trying to combine the chances in clubs and hearts — either hearts 4-3 with
the Y10 coming down (this wish would be granted), or clubs breaking 3-3 (and
you knew this was not happening).

What would be your plan?

st sk st sk s sk sfe st sfe sk she s sk st sk sk sk st sk s sk s ste s st s st sk st sk sk sk sk ste sk st sfe s s st sk st sk st sk sl sk sfeoste st sk steosk sk sk stk sheske sk

You have to be super smooth at this juncture!
When declarer cashed the YK in dummy, you must drop your 10 nonchalantly!!

Declarer, thinking that hearts were 5-2, would change tags and play on clubs,
banking on you holding 5-2-3-3. He would be utterly disappointed when he
discovered he had been fooled and clubs were not behaving after all.

That was indeed a brilliant false card, but did declarer adopt the best line of play?
st sk sk sk st sk sk skt sk sie skt sk sk sk stoske sk skt sk sk sk sk sk sk stk s skt sk sk skeoskoske sk skt sk sk sk stk sk skeoskoske sk sk skoskoske skeoskokoskeskok

No, he didn’t.

Given that defense did not play a forcing game, we could rule out 4-1 break in
trumps. On that assumption, declarer’s line would work if hearts were 4-3 (62%)
and Y10 dropped (62% x 3/7). Alternatively, so long as the third heart was not
trumped by West, clubs could be 3-3 (35%). The total chance of success stood at
approximately 60%.

The correct line for declarer was to play on clubs immediately at trick three. This
way, he would make the contract as long as clubs were no worse than 4-2. Watch
this: #A, K, club ruff, trump back to hand, another club ruff if necessary, then
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ruff a spade and draw the remaining trumps, voila! The total chance = 48.5% +
35% = 83.5%

The full hand:
North
& 9872
¥ KJ953
¢+ QJ7
& 7
West East
& AK1053 & Q64
v 1062 v A874
¢ 532 ¢ 86 % Q8
% J1064
South
o]
vQ
¢ AK1094

® AK9532
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Schedule

3 Fri  |Paul Jones Pairs (4-7)

5 Sun |Asia Cup Qualifying - Open Series (2)

11 Sat  |Open League (6)

14  Tue |Quadruple Pairs (1) - to be postponed

18 Sat  |Quadruple Pairs (2) & (3) - to be postponed

21 Tue [IMP Pairs (1-7)

Asia Cup Open Series Playoff - Final (1)

Invitational Team (77)

Jan - Mar 2014

ariner Conference

Room

Mariner Main Hall

ain Hall and

Conference Room

Mariner Conference

Room

ariner Conference

Room

Mariner Conference

Room

ariner Conference

Room

Mariner Main Hall

Lo Wing Ho

Anthony Ching

Arthur Lau

- TBC ---

--- TBC ---

- TBC ---

Anthony Ching

Kelvin Yim

Senior Bowl

Open League (7)

Paul Jones Pairs (6-7)

28 |Fri [Team of Six-Session (1)

ain Hall and

Conference Room

Mariner Conference

Room

ariner Main Hall

-~ TBC ---

Lo Wing Ho

- TBC ---

33



No Event - TBC ---

Mariner Conference

IMP Pairs (3-7) - TBC ---

Room

Invitational Team (9) ariner Main Hall Kelvin Yim

29 [Sat |Open League - Round-of-16 Mariner Main Hall Arthur Lau
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