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Editor:  Barbara Travis barbara.travis@hotmail.com  

 
AUTUMN NATIONALS WINNERS 

 

UNDER LIFE MASTERS TEAMS WINNERS: 
Wardie Adamson, Sully Detmold, Midge Rex, Cherry Trengove 
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AUTUMN NATIONAL OPEN TEAMS WINNERS: 

Liam Milne – James Coutts, Tony Nunn – Paul Dalley 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 AUTUMN NATIONAL OPEN PAIRS  AUTUMN NATIONAL MIXED PAIRS 

        

  
 

Zolly Nagy and Avi Kanetkar        Anita Curtis and David Hudson 
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AUTUMN NATIONAL CHAMPIONSHIPS RESULTS 
 

OPEN PAIRS 
1st Avi Kanetkar – Zolly Nagy 
2nd Howard Melbourne – Peter Reynolds 
3rd Phil Markey – Andrew Spooner 
 

MIXED PAIRS 
1st Anita Curtis – David Hudson 
2nd Pam and Ross Crichton 
3rd Elizabeth Havas – Dee Harley 
 

UNDER LIFE MASTER PAIRS 
1st Sue Falkingham – Sue Martin 
2nd Jake Andrew – Jacky Gruszka 
3rd Kit Meyers – Kerry Rymer 
 

OPEN TEAMS 
1st MILNE:  James Coutts – Liam Milne, Paul Dalley – Tony Nunn 
2nd FOSTER:  Julian Foster – David Weston, Kim Morrison – Bruce Neill 
 

UNDER LIFE MASTER TEAMS 
1st TRENGOVE:  Wardie Adamson – Sully Detmold, Margaret (Midge) Rex – Cherry Trengove 
2nd MACEY:  Penny Bowen – Rod Macey, Bevin Brooks – John Lokan 
 

CONSOLATION TEAMS 
1st DEMARCO:  Therese Demarco – Lori Smith, Andrew Eddie – Pam Morgan-King 
2nd HAVAS:  Brad Coles – Stephen Fischer, Elizabeth Havas – Dee Harley, Matt Smith 
 

CONSOLATION PAIRS:  A GRADE 
1st Jim Coffey – Glynn Evans 
2nd Nicky Strasser – Peter Chan 
 

CONSOLATION PAIRS:  A GRADE 
1st Julia Hendry – Carolyn Mroczek 
2nd Earlene Aufderheide – Carolyn Cooper 
 
 

 

On behalf of the ABF, Barbara Travis (SABF President) presented a Volunteer Certificate to Ron Klinger 

for his dedication providing a Daily Bridge Column  

from the beginning of the pandemic to the return of face-to-face championships  

(apparently 404 days of columns!) 
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AUTUMN NATIONAL SWISS PAIRS 
 

The Autumn Nationals delivered in terms of the first national teams championship since February 2020, but also in 
terms of hands.  Here are a few hands that caught my attention. 
 

  ♠ 2 

  ♥ 5 2 

  ♦ K 8 4 3 

  ♣ A K Q 7 4 2 

♠ K Q 8    ♠ A J 10 9 6 3 

♥ K 6 4    ♥ J 9 

♦ 9 6 2    ♦ Q J 10 7 5 

♣ J 10 6 3   ♣ void 

  ♠ 7 5 4 

  ♥ A Q 10 8 7 3 

  ♦ A 

  ♣ 9 8 5 
 

West  North  East  South 

      1♥   

Pass  2♣ (GF)  2♠   Pass 

Pass (!)  3♦   Pass  3♥   

Pass  4♥    All Pass 
 

I’ll discuss East-West’s bidding afterwards.  What was interesting was that East could have doubled 4♥ - a Lightner 

double – for a club lead.  West could then lead the ♣J, suit preference for spades, so that East could return a low 

spade at trick 2, for a second ruff.  Now 4♥ will fail.   
 

Of course, if East had doubled, sitting North, I may well have rescued myself to 5♣, where I can pick up the club 
break based on the Lightner double!   
 
Back to the auction:  if I’d been sitting East or West I would have bid more.  My personal preference in terms of 
making a  Michaels Cue Bids when the opponents have bid two suits is to use the cue bid of the opening bid to show 

the two-suited hand.  Whilst I would make that bid with a 5-5 similar to the above hand, here I would overcall 2♠, 

given my distinct preference for spades.  West should definitely raise to 3♠;  with such good spades, East must have 

some compensating shape.  Now East will raise to 4♠, which is cold. 
 
What does this auction mean to you? 
  North    South 

  1♠     1NT (6-11 HCP) 

  2♠     2NT (10-11 HCP) 

  3♦ ? 
 
The way I play this, when playing 2 over 1 game forcing, is that it shows a weak hand with 6 spades and 4 diamonds, 

declining the invitation.  With a good hand with a 6-4, I would rebid 2♦, then bid 3♠ - accepting the game invitation. 

(Of course, every time I try this above auction, partner rebids 3NT.  As expected it went down, but 3♦ and 3♠ both 
make.) 
 
We were very lucky on the next hand: 
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  ♠ K Q 9 6 4 3 

  ♥ K J 5 

  ♦ void 

  ♣ Q 8 7 4 

♠ J    ♠ 7 2 

♥ Q 9 4 3   ♥ A 10 7 6 

♦ 10 9 4 2   ♦ A K Q J 7 6 

♣ A J 6 2   ♣ K 

  ♠ A 10 8 5 

  ♥ 8 2 

  ♦ 8 5 3 

  ♣ 10 9 5 3 
 

West  North  East  South 

Pass  1♠   Double  3♠ (weak) 

Pass  4♠   All Pass 
 

I would actually overcall 2♦ with the East hand, thinking I could double a later bid to show the strength of the hand.  
Mind you, I would also have made a responsive double on the West hand, with such ‘perfect shape’ opposite 

partner’s takeout double.  I am fairly sure that East would then have bid 5♦.  I was, however, sitting North and, since 
Marty Bergen’s notes about Bergen raises state that you should always raise to game with a singleton or void 
opposite a 4-card raise that’s exactly what I did, even with an aceless minimum.   
 
I didn’t think the contract had many prospects but things improved after the diamond lead was ruffed, two rounds of 

trumps were drawn, ending in dummy, then I led the ♣3, planning to finesse the Jack.  However, West rose with the 

♣A, felling East’s King, and now 11 tricks were relatively easy after a heart through.   
 

Where East overcalled in diamonds, or West doubled South’s weak 3♠ raise, East-West played in 5♦, making.   
 
Over dinner on the Friday night when the Pairs had ended, Kate McCallum asked about this hand: 
 

  ♠ J 10 

  ♥ A Q 8 6 

  ♦ K 8 4 3 

  ♣ A 6 3 

♠ K 7 5 3   ♠ A 8 6 4 

♥ J 7 4    ♥ K 10 9 

♦ Q 6 2    ♦ 5 

♣ J 9 2    ♣ Q 8 7 5 4 

  ♠ Q 9 2 

  ♥ 5 3 2 

  ♦ A J 10 9 7 

  ♣ K 10 
 

Since we play a 14-16 1NT opening bid, I was rapidly in 3NT, receiving the lead of the ♣5.  Ever hopeful, I tried the 

♣10, allowing the Jack to win.  West returned the ♣9, which seemed to indicate that clubs were either 5-3 or 6-2.  

On that basis, I cashed the ♦A, then ran the ♦J, finessing West’s Queen successfully.  This was based on the notion 

that, assuming East held 5 clubs, she had fewer ‘vacant spaces’ to hold the ♦Q.   
 

East discarded the ♥10, which I suspected was a ‘lying’ reverse attitude card.  I still had only eight tricks, but decided 
to cash all five diamonds to see what happened (discarding one heart from hand).  Eventually West also discarded a 
heart (some deceptive discards confuse partners!), so now I could try the heart finesse.  It failed, but now hearts 
broke 2-2 and my third heart was the ninth trick.   
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Kate also received a club lead, but decided to win the King at trick 1.  She decided to try some deception of her own, 
leading a spade to the Jack at trick 2.  That gave her the ninth trick if she could pick the diamond suit.  She didn’t get 
the diamonds right, but thinks she should have (for the reasons above) but reached a far more interesting end-
position.   
 

She won the third club, and cashed the diamonds.  East discarded the ♥9, which she also ‘felt’ was a deceptive 

discard (though it was, in fact, low), but reached a position where they held the ♠A, ♥K-10, and could be end-played 

with a spade exit, having to lead into the ♥A-Q for nine tricks.  Her early spade play had paid her back in full! 
 
Barbara Travis 
 
 
 
 

 

AUTUMN NATIONALS UNDER LIFE MASTER PAIRS WINNERS: 
Sue Martin, Barbara Travis (President, SABF), Sue Falkingham 
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AUTUMN NATIONALS OPEN TEAMS 
 

  ♠ K Q 4 

  ♥ Q 3 

  ♦ Q J 7 6 

  ♣ A K Q 2 

♠ 7 6    ♠ J 10 9 2 

♥ K J 8 6 5 2   ♥ A 10 9 

♦ A 2    ♦ 10 8 5 4 

♣ 8 6 5    ♣ 7 4 

  ♠ A 8 5 3 

  ♥ 7 4 

  ♦ K 9 3 

  ♣ J 10 9 3 
 
West  North  East  South 

  1♦   Pass  1♠  

2♥    Double  Pass  2♠  

Pass  3♥  (GF) Pass  4♦  

Pass  4♠   All Pass 
 

I am surprised by how many Wests led the ♦A against 4♠.  Our auction seemed to deny a heart stopper, and suggest 

a 4-3 spade fit.  Therefore a heart lead seems marked.  The ♦A lead and continuation allowed this line of play:  win 

the ♦K, cash three top spades discovering the 4-2 break, lead two more top diamonds, discarding a heart from hand, 
then play on clubs, making 10 tricks. 
 
Finding the best opening lead is tricky, but it is so important to listen to the auction. 
 
The next hand was just plain fun. 

  ♠ J 9 

  ♥ 3 

  ♦ A Q J 9 7 4 

  ♣ Q 7 6 3 

♠ A 10 7 4 3 2   ♠ Q 6 5 

♥ 8 7 5    ♥ K Q 6 4 2 

♦ K 6 5    ♦ 8 3 

♣ 8    ♣ A K 9 

  ♠ K 8 

  ♥ A J 10 9 

  ♦ 10 2 

  ♣ J 10 5 4 2 

West opened with a weak 2♠, East enquired and found a club shortage, so they settled in 3♠.  I led my ♥3 and 
partner won the Ace.  Before giving me the ruff, it was important to organise our diamond tricks.  At trick 2, she 

returned the ♦10, through declarer’s King.  He tried the ♦K, I won the Ace, cashed the ♦Q and led the ♦9 (to ensure 

she trumped).  Declarer tried the ♠5, so partner overtrumped, then led a heart for me to ruff.   
 

Having run out of reasonable options (and knowing declarer had the ♦K so wouldn’t have the ♠A-K), I continued 
with another diamond.  Declarer sat there puzzling out which of us now held the singleton King and who had the 

singleton Jack.  Eventually he tried the ♠Q – King – Ace, and my Jack had become the second undertrick. 
This defence brought in 2 IMPs because our team-mates got the trump position right, on the same defence. 
 
Our opponent forgot to look after his entries on this hand: 
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  ♠ Q 10 4 3 2 

  ♥ A 9 8 5 

  ♦ A 8 4 3 

  ♣ void 

♠ J 9 7    ♠ A K 8 6 

♥ 6 3 2    ♥ Q J 4 

♦ 10 6 5   ♦ Q 2 

♣ K 10 6 2   ♣ A Q 9 3 

  ♠ 5 

  ♥ K 10 7 

  ♦ K J 9 7 

  ♣ J 8 7 5 4 
 

North opened 1♠, East overcalled 1NT, and South led the ♣5 against 1NT.  When North showed out, East knew the 
club position.  In order to give himself two entries to dummy, either to lead spades or hearts towards hand (finessing 

with spades), he should win the ♣Q.  When he won with the ♣9, he could no longer make the contract! 
 
Try this hand: 

  ♠ J 9 4 3 

  ♥ J 10 4 2 

  ♦ K 4 2 

  ♣ 9 2 

♠ A Q 5    ♠ K 8 7 2 

♥ A K Q 8   ♥ 9 

♦ Q J 10 3   ♦ 8 7 6 5 

♣ K 4    ♣ A 10 7 5 

  ♠ 10 6 

  ♥ 7 6 5 3 

  ♦ A 9 

  ♣ Q J 8 6 3 
 

West  North  East  South 
  Pass  Pass  Pass 

2NT  Pass  3♣ (1)   Pass 

3♦ (2)  Pass  3♥ (3)  Pass 
3NT (4)  All Pass 
 

(1) Puppet Stayman 
(2) Denying a 5-card Major, promising at least one 4-card Major 
(3) Showing 4 spades 
(4) Denying 4 spades, therefore holding 4 hearts 
 

Sitting North, I decided to lead the ♣9.  Declarer failed to see the danger in the hand, winning with the King.  They 

now led the ♦Q and I fell from grace by ducking.  I simply needed to win the ♦A, to lead another club, establishing 

partner’s clubs whilst she still had the ♦K as her entry.   
 

Of course, declarer should look at that ♣9 lead and duck at trick 1 – severing the communications in the club suit 
should it prove to be 5-2.  Now the contract is cold for 10 tricks. 
 
Congratulations to all the successful players at the Autumn Nationals 2021.   Thank you to those who sponsored the 
various events:  Ricoh (printing), Detpak (masks), Lyndoch Lavender Farm, Hugh Hamilton Wines, Bird in Hand 
Wines, Spill the Beans Café at Linden Park, GGs Continental Coffee Bar at Dulwich, Queen Bee Linen (Dulwich) and, 
of course, TBIB, who provide ABF members with fantastic travel (and other) insurance deals. 
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And finally, many thanks to Jinny Fuss for, once again, organising the Autumn National Championships.  She has been 
Tournament Organiser since 2014, and planned to step down last year, but offered to continue this year when the 
pandemic caused the cancellation of last year’s event.  We now have one of the best venues for a national 
tournament, and I think this year’s event managed player safety with bridge in a fantastic manner.  Di Marler and I 
will be organising next year’s event, so keep watching for news about our plans. 
 
Barbara Travis  
 
 
 
 
 
 

AUTUMN NATIONALS CONSOLATION TEAMS WINNERS: 
Andrew Eddie – Pam Morgan-King, Therese Demarco – Lori Smith 
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THE RIGHT LEAD 
Nic Croft sent me this hand from the SA Open Trials.  You are South and on lead after this auction (nil vul): 
 
West  North  East  South 

    3♣   Pass 

5♣   Double  All Pass 
 
Your hand: 

  ♠ 8 6 3 2 

  ♥ 8 5 4 

  ♦ Q 10 6 5 3 

  ♣ 9 
 
What would you lead? 
 
 

  ♠ J 10 9 7 4 

  ♥ A Q 7 

  ♦ A K J 2 

  ♣ 4 

♠ A K Q    ♠ 5 

♥ K J 6 2   ♥ 10 9 3 

♦ 9    ♦ 8 7 4 

♣ K 10 8 5 2   ♣ A Q J 7 6 3 

♠ 8 6 3 2 

  ♥ 8 5 4 

  ♦ Q 10 6 5 3 

  ♣ 9 
 
Nic’s comments:  The problem, of course, is finding the right lead.  Perhaps there are good reasons for leading a 
heart:  shorter suit, giving more potential to cash enough defensive tricks.  There is another interesting option – the 

♦Q – your only useful card.  This may be your only shot to retain the lead and have a look at dummy.  As it happens, 

the ♦Q would hold, with partner presumably giving suit preference for hearts (given dummy’s singleton), by playing 

the ♦2 – the lower non-trump suit.  Therefore, you would switch to a heart for one off.  Of course, on a small 
diamond lead, a spade or a trump, the contract makes. 
 

Nic, with due modesty:  I would love to say I was a hero, finding the ♦Q lead.  Instead I got lucky and led a heart.  5♣ 
made everywhere else or, if North-South waded in, they generally went for 500 or 800. 
 
(Nic and Arjuna qualified 1st for the SA Open Team!  It’s good to hear sound reasoning.  I’m sure he led hearts 
because it was the shorter suit – as above.) 
 
Nic Croft 
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THE DOG THAT BARKED IN THE NIGHT 
This article, written by Mark Horton, comes from the IBPA Bulletin, November 2020. 
 

Having enjoyed one of Mrs Hudson’s delightful late-night suppers, Sherlock Holmes and Dr Watson were enjoying a 
second glass of Cockburn’s 1847 Vintage Port as they prepared to review the boards from the evening’s duplicate at 
the Diogenes Club.  Pausing only to recharge his pipe with a mixture of Old Shag from one of his Persian slippers, 
Holmes presented Dr Watson with these cards: 
 

Dlr East  ♠ K 9 8 6 5 

Nil Vil  ♥ A Q 

  ♦ 5 3 2 

  ♣ Q 5 4 

♠ J 7    ♠ Q 10 4 2 

♥ 9 8 3 2   ♥ 5 4 

♦ A Q J 8 6 4   ♦ 9 7 

♣ J    ♣ K 10 9 6 3 

  ♠ A 3 

  ♥ K J 10 7 6 

  ♦ K 10 

  ♣ A 8 7 2 
 

West   North  East  South 
Mycroft  Dr Watson Lestrade Sherlock 
    Pass  1NT 

3♦   3♠    Pass  3NT 
All Pass 
 

“You will recall the deal, Watson.  It may be suitable for your next book, The Bridge Adventures of Sherlock Holmes.” 
“Indeed I do, Holmes, although I cannot for the life of me see how you worked it out,” replied Watson. 
 

Mycroft had led the ♠J and Holmes had won with the Ace, crossed to the ♥A, overtaken the ♥Q with the King and 

cashed the ♥J and ♥10.  On the third round of the suit, East discarded the ♣3, then threw the ♦9 on the fourth 

heart.  Holmes continued with a spade to the King, West following with the ♠7, and called for dummy’s ♣4.  When 

East played the ♣10, Holmes followed with the ♣2!  West won the trick with the Jack and, having only diamonds left, 

had to surrender a trick to the ♦K, giving Holmes his contract.   
 

“How the deuce did you know that Mycroft held the singleton ♣J?” enquired Watson. 
“I didn’t,” replied Holmes, “but unless he did or, for that matter, the singleton King, then the contract could not be 

made.  When dummy appeared, my initial thought was that West was likely to hold the ♣K for his intervention.  If 
East could gain the lead, a diamond through would have been fatal, so it was essential to avoid that eventuality.  My 
plan was to remove all the major-suit cards from West’s hand and then play two rounds of clubs, hoping to achieve 
an endplay.  When West proved to have four hearts, his pattern was likely to be 1-4-6-2 or 2-4-6-1.  The precaution 
of playing a second round of spades, crossing to dummy’s King, proved it was the former.  Had West shown out of 

spades, I would have played two rounds of clubs.  The appearance of the ♠7 forced me to rely on West’s singleton 
club being the Jack or King.” 
 
“Why was that, Holmes?” 
“If East were to be kept off lead, it was essential that West’s singleton club be either the Jack or King to force him to 
lead diamonds for me.” 
“I see,” said Watson, “but why didn’t you cash the fifth heart before playing the second spade?” 

“Because, my dear fellow, it would have afforded West the opportunity to dispose of the ♣J.” 
“Incredible, Holmes.” 
“Elementary, my dear Watson.” 
 
Mark Horton, England 
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A RARE COUP 
THE EMPEROR’S COUP 
This article, written by Toine van Hoof, appeared in the IBPA Bulletin, October 2020. 
 
We know of the Emperor’s Coup – the discarding of an Ace in defence to create an entry to the winners in partner’s 
hand.  The term was coined by the legendary French player, Jacques Blaizot.  He named it after Bao Dai, the last 
emperor of Vietnam.  According to Blaizot, as cited by a sceptical Pierre Albarran in his book, 100 Donnes 
Extraordinaire, during a rubber at the Dalat Palace, the emperor even threw away two aces to defeat a 3NT contract. 
 
Some of us will remember that Jean Besse won the Bols Brilliancy Prize in 1982 by executing an Emperor’s Coup in 
the World Championships in Biarritz.  However, I doubt that anyone has since seen such a play in real (or online) life.  
I certainly had not, until I watched the match between Zhao and Donner in the 2nd Minor Alt Invitational in 
September. 
 

  ♠ 9 

  ♥ A 10 3 2 

  ♦ Q J 9 

  ♣ Q 8 7 4 2 

♠ 2    ♠ A K 8 7 5 

♥ K Q J 9 5   ♥ void 

♦ K 10 7 5 4   ♦ 8 6 2 

♣ 10 3    ♣ A K J 6 5 

  ♠ Q J 10 6 4 3 

  ♥ 8 7 6 4 

  ♦ A 3 

  ♣ 9 
 

West  North  East  South 
Grue  Zhao  B Moss  Muller 

  Pass  1♣ (strong) 3♠  

4♣ (hearts) Pass  4NT  All Pass 
 

Against the unhappy contract of 4NT, Bauke Muller led the ♠Q.  Brad Moss won with the Ace and started working on 

diamonds.  He advanced the ♦8, which ran around to the Jack (!).  North probably hoped that declarer started with 

two diamonds and would play a diamond to the ♦10 next.  So he was not inclined to return a diamond which was, 

double dummy, the only way to defeat the contract;  South, when in with the ♦A, must push through the ♣9. 
 

When North continued with a low club instead, declarer was in business.  He let it run to the ♣10, then played the 

♥K.  Chen Zhao won with the Ace and played another club to East’s Jack.  With no more entries to his hand, Moss 

nevertheless began to see the light.  If South held the bare ♦A left, declarer could cash the ♣A and ♣K, discarding 
dummy’s two low hearts, then play a diamond.  However, on the second high club, Muller made the brilliant move of 

jettisoning the ♦A, a classical Emperor’s Coup.  As planned, Moss pitched the ♥9 and played a diamond.  When 

South showed out, he put up the King, followed by the ♦5 to North’s Queen.  Zhao cashed the ♣Q for down one. 
 
At first, I was disappointed to see GIB indicate that, despite this great defence, declarer could have prevailed.  Look 

at the beautiful ending that emerges if declarer discards a diamond instead of the ♥9: 
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  ♠ --- 

  ♥ 10 3 2 

  ♦ Q 9 

  ♣ Q  

♠ ---    ♠ K 8 7  

♥ Q J 9     ♥ --- 

♦ K 10 7    ♦ 6 2 

♣ ---    ♣ 6  

  ♠ J 10 6 

  ♥ 8 7 4 

  ♦ --- 

  ♣ --- 
 

With the ♦A out of the way, declarer can afford to cash the ♠K.  He discards another diamond from dummy and 
North is squeezed in three suits! 
 
At the other table, Ricco van Prooijen was one of the few who made 3NT, winning Zhao 10 IMPs. 
 

It must not go unmentioned that, on this deal, Terje Aa made 5♦ X, for a 12 IMP pickup, Okay Gur won the same 
number of IMPs for making 3NT X, and Team Robinson produced a bizarre push against Harris by scoring  

+800 for 3NT XX, making (Zach Grossack) and -800 for South’s 3♠ X, down 4 tricks. 
 
Toine Van Hoof, The Netherlands 
 

 
 

Gawler Pairs Congress, B Grade winners: 
Arthur Davies and Val Paltridge  
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EGG ON YOUR FACE 
From the Alt-online tournament Bulletin, excerpts from an article by Marc Smith (UK). 
 
Round 6 of Alt NewCo-2 produced one of the wildest deals in the history of the Alt.  I know that readers enjoy seeing 
experts with egg on their face, and there was plenty of that to spread around on this deal. 
 
It is always frustrating/irritating/annoying when you double a contract you know is going down, only to see your 
opponents escape into one they can make.  I don’t think I have ever seen anyone double such a game contract that 
they could have passed out, only to find that their opponents are cold for a grand slam in a different suit!  That is 
exactly what happened on the deal: 
 
Dealer South, All Vul 

  ♠ void 

  ♥ 2 

  ♦ A 9 6 5 4 3 

  ♣ K 10 7 5 4 3 

♠ Q 9 5    ♠ A J 8 2 

♥ K Q J 8 6 5 4   ♥ A 10 9 7 3 

♦ 2    ♦ J 10 

♣ Q 8    ♣ J 2 

  ♠ K 10 7 6 4 3 

  ♥ void 

  ♦ K Q 8 7 

  ♣ A 9 6 
 
West  North  East  South 

      1♠  

2♥    Double  4♥    4♠  
Pass  Pass  Double  Pass 

Pass  4NT (minors) Pass  5♦  
All Pass 
 
Probably most expert pairs would play  

1♠   (4♥)  4NT 
as showing minors.  (Ed:  I’m not so sure.) 
However, look what happened at Zia’s table: 
 
West  North  East  South (Zia) 

      1♠  

3♥    4NT  5♥   7♠  
Pass  Pass  Double  All Pass 
 
Although North alerted his 4NT bid as minors, Zia clearly thought it was RKCB agreeing spades.   
 
What most Norths did was to start with a Pass, and a typical auction was: 
 
West  North  East  South 

      1♠  

3♥    Pass  4♥    Pass 
Pass  4NT (minors) Pass  ? 

and South now bid either 5♦ or, if judging their hand well, 5NT, landing in 6-minor. 
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Only one North-South pair (30 tables) managed to reach the grand slam, and they required some cajoling along the 
way: 
West  North  East  South 

      1♠  

2♥    Pass  4♥    Pass 

Pass  4NT  5♥    6♦  

6♥    7♦   Double  All Pass 
 
Marc’s article ends with:  “East doubled, when surely it was obvious (!!) to save at the 7-level, vulnerable, with a 
hand containing two aces.”   
 
Marc Smith (England) 
 

 

 
 

AUTUMN NATIONALS CONSOLATION PAIRS:  A GRADE WINNERS 

Glynn Evans and Jim Coffey 

 

 

 
 

AUTUMN NATIONALS CONSOLATION PAIRS:  B GRADE WINNERS 

Carolyn Mroczek and Julia Hendry 
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THE PSEUDO SUICIDE SQUEEZE  by Rick Roeder 
My American team-mate from the South-West Pacific Teams and National Open Teams in 2020, Rick Roeder, sent me 
the following article that he authored.  It relates to a hand from “The Schafer Game”, a top-level online Butler Pairs 
tournament held daily, organised by Walt Schafer (and free). 
 

One of my all-time favourite movies was M*A*S*H.  If ever there was a funny satire demonstrating that war is often 
both futile and absurd, M*A*S*H was that movie.  Its theme song expressed that “Suicide is painless. It can bring on 
many changes.”  However, in bridge, which for the deepest fanatics in us is as large as life, if not larger, suicide is 
quite painful.   Regard the following hand:  
 

Declarer                    Dummy 

♠ A J 5 2                       ♠ 10 6 4 

♥ 10 3                            ♥ A Q 8 2 

♦ 10 4 3                      ♦ A Q 

♣ A K Q 10                      ♣ J 7 6 4 
 

In an IMP game, our simple auction: 

1NT    2♣ 

2♠                               3NT 
Pass     
   

The opening lead was the ♦7 and I felt a pit in my stomach.  Dummy’s Queen lost to the King as my pit grew larger.  
A diamond was returned, to the Ace.  I was now thinking that this contract might be as wrong-sided as the West-
bound drunk, doing 95mph who meandered on the Eastbound Interstate entrance at 3am. 
 
Declarer now played a club to his Ace and, to my surprise, Alan played a diamond at trick 4!  His RHO quickly grabbed 
the Jack.  Appreciating declarer’s generosity, he played off two more diamond winners as the opener leader shed 
two clubs. 
 

Without hesitation, RHO shifted to the ♠9.  Alan rose Ace and started rattling off club tricks.  At trick 9, Alan won the 

penultimate club in his hand, and noted LHO’s discard of the ♠Q.   When the last Club was cashed at trick 10,  these 
were the remaining cards: 
 

  ♠ K 

  ♥ K J 9 

  ♣ --- 

♠ J   ♠ --- 

♥ 10 3   ♥ A Q 8 

♣ K   ♣ 7 
  Irrelevant 
 

When the ♣K was cashed at trick 10, LHO was crushed.  In essence, his partner’s cashing of the fifth diamond was a 
key element in the opening leader getting squeezed.  When your partner plays a key role in squeezing you by cashing 
a winner, the bridge terminology is a “suicide squeeze.”  Making! 
 
Did this happen in real life?  True confession:  NO!  However, something even cooler happened in Walt Schafer’s 
invitational game with hands not too dissimilar to the hypothetical above layout.  Here were the actual hands.  
 

Declarer                    Dummy 

♠ A Q 6 2                      ♠ 9 5 3 

♥ 10 3                            ♥ A 9 7 2 

♦ 10 4 3                      ♦ A Q 

♣ A K Q 10                      ♣ J 7 6 4 
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The opening leader (North) did make an inspired lead of the ♦7, holding: 

♠ J 10 8 

♥ K 8 6 4 

♦ 7 5 2 

♣ 5 3 2 
 

The first four tricks went exactly the same way as in my first hand.  Alan, a gifted declarer, realized that if diamonds 
were 5-3, he had no viable way to get to nine tricks. His counterintuitive diamond play at trick 4 proved to be sheer 
genius.  By cutting their communications, he was setting the stage for a Pseudo Suicide Squeeze.  Naturally, two 

more diamond winners were cashed at tricks 5 and 6, on which the opening leader discarded the ♣2 and the ♥6, 

using standard signals.  How would you have discarded?  Perhaps the ♥8 discard would have been a stronger play. 
 

But, wait!  Did you note the key point I glossed over?  At Trick 5, Alan’s RHO is left with the winning ♦9 and ♦6.   
The order in which they are cashed is important, as they give potentially critical suit preference information to 

partner.  The ♦9 was cashed first.  Let’s peek at his hand.  He started with: 
 

♠ K 7 4 

♥ Q J 5 

♦ K J 9 8 6 

♣ 9 8 
 

Perhaps the ♦9 was cashed before the ♦6 to indicate the lack of a club card.  This defender is a multiple national 

champion, so he is not your average Joe.  However, declarer’s earlier play to his ♣A at trick 3 indicated strength in 
the club suit.  Thus, I think any suit preference inferences should relate ONLY to hearts and spades.   

Since South “knows” he has a defensive heart trick but does not know that his ♠K will prove to be a defensive trick, I 

believe he should show a preference for hearts.  Thus, I think his correct defense is to play the ♦6 at trick 5 and the 

♦9 at trick 6. 
 

At trick 7, the ♠4 was returned.  Alan won the Queen, with his LHO playing the ♠8 (the ♠J, showing the 10, would be 
stronger defence).  Tricks 8-10 saw clubs being cashed, with the 4-card ending shown below.  At Trick 10, declarer 

was in his hand, which put more pressure on the opening leader to find the right discard when the ♣10 was played: 
 

♠ J 10 

♥ K 8 

♦ --- 

♣ --- 

♠ A 6    ♠ 9 

♥ 10    ♥ A 9 

♦ ---    ♦ --- 

♣ 10    ♣ 7 

  ♠ K 

  ♥ Q J 5 

  ♦ --- 

  ♣ --- 
 

LHO pitched the ♠J.  Making an impossible 3NT.  Yes, both defenders could have done better but this was not a 
trivial hand to defend.  As for Alan, who made a terrific play of the third diamond to induce a memorable Pseudo 
Suicide Squeeze, that’s my partner! 
 
Rick Roeder, USA 
 
[Ed:  North discarded poorly at trick 10, because he knew that West had started with four spades and should have 
been able to count the suit.  He had to hold onto his spades, because he knew that his partner held only two spades.  
Perhaps, as happens to us all on BBO, he forgot to watch the discards?] 
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THROUGH THE EYES OF EXPERTS 
Karlis Rubens, Latvia, wrote up the following hand, which appeared in the IBPA Bulletin, November 2020. 
 
I had a fun defence in our regular Wednesday practice match.  I was dealt the following: 
 

♠ K Q J 9 2 

♥ Q 7 6 

♦ K 4 

♣ 9 4 3 
 

West  North  East  South 

1♠   Double  Pass  3NT 
All Pass 
 

I led the ♠K and soon regretted that I had not picked the ♠2.  This dummy came down, and partner followed with 

the ♠7 (upside down). 
 

  ♠ A 

  ♥ K 8 5 4 

  ♦ Q 10 8 6 3 

  ♣ K 7 2 

♠ K Q J 9 2 

♥ Q 7 6 

♦ K 4 

♣ 9 4 3 
 

The longer declarer thought, the more I realised that we had a chance:  if partner could take a trick and play a spade, 
we could take five tricks.  But, from the bidding, it seemed all the missing Aces were with declarer.   
 
A low diamond from the table followed and I unblocked my King under the Ace.  Declarer played a diamond to the 

Queen, then a low heart from dummy to the ♥10 (thank you, partner) – King – and I unblocked my Queen.  Honour 
on honour, they say… ☺   
 
Soon after that, we defeated the game.  The complete deal looked like this: 
 

♠ A 

  ♥ K 8 5 4 

  ♦ Q 10 8 6 3 

  ♣ K 7 2 

♠ K Q J 9 2   ♠ 7 4 3 

♥ Q 7 6    ♥ J 10 3 

♦ K 4    ♦ J 5 2 

♣ 9 4 3    ♣ Q 10 6 5 

  ♠ 10 8 6 5 

  ♥ A 9 2 

  ♦ A 9 7 

  ♣ A J 8 
 

Ed:  Note that declarer’s error was in the play of the diamonds.  Either he should lead a diamond towards hand, 
finessing the 9, which would be risky when North is marked with values and may hold K-J-x, or he could cross to hand 
in another suit (hearts or clubs) and immediately lead a low diamond towards dummy.  If West played low, win the 
Queen, then duck the next round (if East played low).  If West won the King, then diamonds are established and the 

♠10 is protected.  
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Martin Cantor wrote up the next hand in the October issue of the IBPA Bulletin, from the online Montre-Alt 
Invitational.  It’s title:  DEFENCE IS TOUGH – MOST OF THE TIME. 
 

From the second half of the final… 
 

Dlr West ♠ 5 

All Vul  ♥ J 9 8 7 6 4 2 

  ♦ Q 5 3 2 

  ♣ 5 

♠ A K Q J 10 9 4 2  ♠ 7 6 3 

♥ void    ♥ 5 3 

♦ 7    ♦ A K J 10 8 

♣ 10 7 6 3   ♣ 9 4 2 

  ♠ 8 

  ♥ A K Q 10 

  ♦ 9 6 4 

  ♣ A K Q J 8 
 

West  North  East  South 

4♠   Pass  Pass  Double 

Pass  5♥    Double  All Pass 
 

Here’s tough defensive problem.  You have doubled because of your two quick tricks, and it is certainly correct to 

lead your ♦A and ♦K this time, before the mice get at them.  When partner discards on the second round, what do 
you play at trick 3?  Does the discard make a difference? 
 
If partner has nine spades, there is no trick there, so you need a diamond ruff.   
If partner has eight spades, you can beat the contract by one trick by leading a spade but, if he has a heart (North 
surely has at least 6 of them), then a diamond will take it down two tricks. 

Since your side can probably make 620 in 4♠, it is not unreasonable to go for the diamond ruff, and that is what East 
did.   
 

He was disappointed!  West had discarded the ♣3 on the second diamond, but perhaps he should have made it 

more obvious to lead a spade (discard the ♠A?)? 
 
(IBPA Ed:  With a trump, West should discard a discouraging spade.  With no hearts, he should discard an 

encouraging spade – in this case – perhaps the ♠A?) 
 
The auction was friskier at the other table, where it looks like nobody was sure who was sacrificing. 
 

West  North  East  South 

4♠   Pass  Pass  Double 

Pass  5♥    5♠   6♥   

6♠   Double  All Pass 
 

I was glad to see the final double to stop the merry-go-round as, by this point, I was getting dizzy. 
 

The deal was over quickly:  North led his club, South cashed three clubs, then tried the ♥A.  Declarer ruffed and 
claimed, for 8 IMPs to Gupta. 
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The Polish Bridge Union (PBU) ran an online Seniors competition for European teams.  This hand, from the November 
edition of the IBPA Bulletin, was particularly well-played, utilising the bidding and signalling of the defenders. 
 

  ♠ 10 9 5 

  ♥ K 10 7 2 

  ♦ A K Q 

  ♣ A Q J 

♠ 8    ♠ A K J 7 2 

♥ Q J 8 4   ♥ 9 5 

♦ 9 8 6 3   ♦ 10 7 

♣ 10 6 5 4   ♣ K 9 7 2 

  ♠ Q 6 4 3 

  ♥ A 6 3 

  ♦ J 5 4 2 

  ♣ 8 3 
 

South played in 3NT after East had overcalled 1♠.   
West led a spade.  East cleared the spades, cashing the Ace and King, then exiting with the Jack, creating two more 
spade winners.  Declarer cashed dummy’s diamonds, with East discarding an encouraging club.  He then cashed 

dummy’s ♥K, crossed to hand with the ♥A, cashed his ♦J, then exited with his last spade.  East could cash his two 

spade winners, but then had to lead a club into dummy’s ♣A-Q. 
 
 
 
 

Gawler Pairs Congress, C Grade winners: 
Barbara Keil and Monique Haan 
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INTERVIEW WITH BENITO GAROZZO 
The OCBL Bulletin reprinted an interview from the Daily Bulletins, San Diego NABC.  Benito played in the OCBL’s 
January Teams. 
 

Benito Garozzo, also known as ‘the living legend’, is one of the most famous and loved bridge champions in the 
world.  The star of the Italian Blue Team turned 93 last September. 
 

How did you start playing bridge? 
I was born in Naples, but my family was living in Cairo, Egypt. 
Then, one summer I was sent to spend the holidays in Italy.  Ten days after my arrival, the Second World War broke 
out.  Ships were not travelling to Africa anymore, so I was stuck in Italy, where I stayed with my sister and brother-in-
law.  We did not know how to play bridge till, one day, an uncle came with a book of Ely Culbertson dated 1935.  My 
sister was the only English-speaker among us, and she translated the rules for us.  Soon bridge became the only 
hobby of the house! 
After the war, I went back to Egypt and started played at the local bridge club, where I met great players.  I improved 
my card play using Autobridge, and ended up in the news for the first time:  an Egyptian newspaper described me as 
a promising talent. 
 

How did you become a member of the Italian Blue Team? 
The Blue Team had already won three world titles when, in 1961, I was suddenly called, just 10 days before the start 
of the championship.  Pietro Forquet’s partner had an unexpected work commitment.  I replied with the telegram: 

“Thank you for the desired invitation and I confirm my enthusiastic participation.  Stop.  Best wishes. Stop.” 
 
When, 56 years later, my partner and I were called on for the Italian National Team for the 2017 World 
Championships, we sent the Italian Bridge Federation these same exact words.  The only difference is that this time it 
was by email! 
 
In 1961, I was to play with Pietro Forquet.  I almost did not know him and we had never played together before.   
We had only 10 days to build a partnership, so each afternoon we met at Forquet’s place with Eugenio Chiaradia, 
who helped us to train.  We used to remove the 2s, 3s and 4s from the deck, deal the cards and bid.  I had always 
used a natural system, so I had to learn the Neapolitan Club in a few days. 
 
Anyway, we were a complementary partnership.  I was very aggressive, while Pietro was extremely solid, never 
taking risks.  We were awarded as the best partnership of the championship and we won the Bermuda Bowl. 
 
Just like 56 years before, the invitation to play on the 2017 Open team came at the very last minute.  I took a photo 
with Giovanni Donati, the youngest player on the team, aged 19 (Garozzo’s partner).  I put in his hands the Bermuda 
Bowl that I had won in 1961 and told him: “This is your first world championship and I wish that you can win it, like 
happened to me!”  Unfortunately, we did not win, and I know it was mainly because of my partner and me. 
 
I am very happy that I had this opportunity.  I think nobody will hit the record of playing in an Open event for the 
national team at 90 years old! 
 

You have invented many bidding systems… 
Thanks to computer, everybody improved in card play.   Nowadays, results are achieved during bidding, especially in 
competition.  The bidding system gives 5-10% average advantage, which seems not much, but if you think we have 
lost world championships by 2 or 3 IMPs, you can see how big a difference bidding methods can make. 
 
At the beginning of my career, I only played natural.  When they taught me Neapolitan Club, I became very much 
interested in bidding systems.  Together with Giorgio Belladonna, I invented the New Roman Club and the Lancia 
Club.  The Dutch Bridge Federation hired me to give lessons to their Open and Women’s teams, so I invented a 
specific system for them:  Volmac. 
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Soon after, I invented the system that I am still playing.  I created it for my beloved Lea Dupont, who had come to 
Italy to improve her bridge and had found an Italian partner.  They did not know the Strong Club, so I decided to 
build up a good system on natural bases for them, and I invented GAR.   
 
At the top of my career, a Chinese player contacted me and hired me to play Precision.  He asked me if I was up to 
developing Super Precision, so I did. 
 
Now I have another system in mind, a kind of ‘half-strong Club’, which will be disclosed in my new book, together 
with many other conventions that can be included in any bidding system.  The book will also include a part on leads: 
many hands will be presented to the best players in the world and they will explain how they would lead and why. 
 

You have had many bridge partners in your life. 
Yes, and I want to say that my successes are especially due to the fact that I have always played with very strong 
players: Forquet, Belladonna, Arturo Franco, Lorenzo Lauria, Dano De Falco, Vito Pittala and many others. 
 
The new generation of bridge players is extremely talented.  The future of bridge is guaranteed.  Among the young 
ones, I am very impressed with Augustin Madala. 
 
As for me, I will keep playing for all my life, but when I release that my level is not satisfying anymore, I will stop 
playing in public.  I will retire and only play online, probably hiding behind a pseudonym. 
 

FACTS ABOUT BENITO GAROZZO 
• Born on 5th September, 1927, in Naples. 

• He was married to Lea Dupont from the U.S. 

• He lived in Florida from 1987 to 2012, becoming a U.S. citizen in 1994. 

• In 1964, he opened a jewellery store in Rome, next to the famous Trevi Fountain.  Called Monna Lisa, it is now 
managed by his son and daughter. 

• He is a passionate golfer. 

• In 2011, aged 84, he was proudly able to bid in 10 different bidding systems. 

• He has won 10 Bermuda Bowls, 3 World Bridge Games (previously Olympiads), 5 European Championships, 4 
NABC titles, a Cap Gemini Cup, and countless other national and international titles. 

• In 2017, he was elected to the European Bridge League Hall of Fame. 

• In 2017, he was named Personality of the Year by the International Bridge Press Association (IBPA). 

• He has written 11 books and is currently working on the 12th. 
 
 

 
 

Benito Garozzo in 2017 
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HAND OF THE WEEK 
The Sydney Bridge Centre publishes a “Wednesday mini lesson” each week, using a hand from their online BBO 
session.  Julian Foster is the analyst.  I liked this particular write-up. 
 

#81885 BBO – WEDNESDAY MORNING SESSION, 3RD FEBRUARY 2021 
Board 11 ♠ A Q 9 

Dlr South ♥ A Q 6 2 

  ♦ J 6 3 

  ♣ K 9 7 

♠ 8 6    ♠ K J 4 3 2 

♥ J 7 4    ♥ 5 3 

♦ K 5 4    ♦ 10 9 8 7 

♣ Q J 10 4 2   ♣ 8 5 

  ♠ 10 7 5 

  ♥ K 10 9 8 

  ♦ A Q 2 

  ♣ A 6 3 
 

Board 11 was a North-South hand with a decision about game or slam, and whether to play in hearts or no trumps.  

There was also a tricky play problem in 4♥. 
 
The auction is likely to be uncontested, starting  
  North    South 

      1♣  

  1♥      2♥   
 
North now has the key decision.  Obviously, with 16 HCP opposite an opening bid, they will bid at least to game.  Are 

they strong enough for slam?  Two tables thought so and both ended up failing in 6♥. 
 

I’d say “No”.  The North hand is very balanced, and partner could only raise to 2♥.  There are a lot of losers to deal 
with.  If partner is balanced, they will have 14 HCP at most (or they would have opened 1NT).  That’s a maximum of 
30 HCP, not usually enough for slam with two balanced hands.  Even if partner is unbalanced, we will need them to 

have perfect cards for us – something like  ♠ K x,  ♥ K 10 x x, ♦ x,  ♣ A Q x x x x.  Slam is a possibility but it’s not that 
likely. 
 

The second question is:  Which game?  4♥ obviously is an option, but if both hands are balanced then 3NT can be 
better.  With the 4-3-3-3 shape, North should rebid 3NT.  This gives partner a good description of their hand, and 
allows South a choice of games.  (North also has some points to spare which is important when considering playing 
in 3NT with a known fit – see Advanced section for ‘why’.) 
 

As South, being 4-3-3-3, I would elect to pass 3NT.  If I held a doubleton (or shortage) I would convert to 4♥ though, 
as a 4-4 fit will usually play better, with the ruff in one hand being the extra trick. 
 

3NT by North will probably make 10 tricks on the likely spade lead by East.  Declarer wins the ♠9 and takes the 
diamond finesse, losing.  With the spade return, declarer takes 2 spades, 4 hearts, 2 diamonds and 2 clubs.  Even if 
East chooses to lead a passive diamond, you still have 9 tricks. 
 

What about 4♥?  On a spade lead, you have the same 10 tricks, the only difference being that declarer draws trumps 

before taking the diamond finesse.  However, on the lead of the ♦10, it is much more difficult to make 4♥.  There is a 
risk of losing 2 spade tricks, 1 diamond and 1 club trick.  (It can be made, via an endplay – see Advanced section.) 
 
Note that the passive diamond lead is better for the defence on this hand.  This is often the case, especially if leading 
around to a hand that is known to be quite strong.  So, should we be leading a diamond rather than a spade?  I 
believe the answer depends on the form of scoring we are playing. 
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Playing IMPs (i.e. Teams, Butler Pairs and many Swiss Pair events), your primary objective is to try to defeat the 
contract (since overtricks are less relevant).  A spade lead is more likely to establish winners for the defence.  
However, it is also risky as it is leading around to a known opening hand. 
 
When playing Matchpoint Pairs (i.e. most Club sessions), it is not the same.  You are just trying to outscore the other 
pairs;  it doesn’t matter whether that difference in score is 10 or 1100, it is about beating each other pair.  This 
means that beating the contract is actually not the most important aspect – you simply do not want to give away a 
cheap trick.  Hence, at Pairs, it tends to be better to lead passively and a diamond lead on this hand is a good 
example of passive leading. 
 

Key Points to Note 
• Balanced hands aren’t so great when considering slam.  You need points and a source of tricks. 

• 4-3-3-3 in both hands can often play better in No Trumps, even with a major suit fit (because you have no 
trumping potential). 

• Prefer passive leads when playing Matchpoint Pairs.  Don’t give away cheap tricks. 

• A lot of defenders are too ‘active’.  There are times for that, but frequently a passive defence can be best, 
making declarer do his own work! 

• It can sometimes be possible to avoid taking finesses, instead forcing the opponents to give you trick by end-
playing them (see Advanced section). 

 

Advanced Section 
A 5-4 major fit should almost always play in the major and not in No Trumps, because 9 card fits are so much more 
powerful than 8 card fits.  But sometimes, when you have a 4-4 fit and two balanced hands, you should consider 
whether it is better to play in your major or play in 3NT. 
 
A lot of pairs try 3NT, hoping to score the extra 10 points (i.e. 630 instead of 620).  Sometimes that doesn’t work, 
because they forget that most of the time the 4-4 fit is worth at least one trick more (with the ability to trump a loser 
in the other hand).  Thus you find you actually score 630 instead of 650! 
 
There are two situations where that argument DOES work: 

• When both hands are 4-3-3-3 (now no ruffs are available in the 4-4 fit), or 

• When you have extra values (e.g. you have 29-30 HCP between the two hands rather than 25-26 TP).  This means 
that some of your additional cards are probably Queens and Jacks instead of small spot cards.  These may well 
be winners, without needing any ruffs.  Therefore you will make the same number of tricks in No Trumps as in 
the suit contract, and now you do score 660 instead of 650. 

In the above example, both situations apply, so playing in No Trumps is definitely a viable option. 
 

We saw that 4♥ was easy to make on a spade lead.  What about on the ♦10 lead?  We would normally take the 
diamond finesse at trick 1, so West will be on lead at trick 2.  Let me look at two scenarios. 

In the first, West either returns a diamond or the ♣Q.  We have 9 tricks for sure (1 spade, 4 hearts, 2 diamonds, 2 
clubs).  We draw trumps, cash any remaining top diamonds and top clubs and arrive at this position: 
 

  ♠ A Q 9 

  ♥ 6  

  ♦ --- 

  ♣ 9 

♠ 8 6    ♠ K J 4 3  

♥ ---    ♥ --- 

♦ ---    ♦ 9  

♣ J 10 4    ♣ --- 

  ♠ 10 7 5 

  ♥ 10 

  ♦ --- 

  ♣ 6  
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Now we exit with the third club (an unavoidable loser), leaving only the spade suit able to be played (without giving 
a ruff and discard).  If East had won the club, he would be end-played to lead a spade into the A-Q.  As it happens, on 
this hand, West wins the club, and he will lead a spade through us.  We simply cover his card (e.g. 8 – 9 – Jack – 5).  
When East wins that, he is now end-played anyway, having to lead spades into the A-Q.   
 
The second scenario is tougher;  it is where West switches to a spade through our holding at trick 2.  We finesse and 

lose to the Jack.  East now exits passively again (with a diamond).  After drawing trumps, we can make 4♥, but it’s 

very specific.  We have to cash the ♣A-K, ♦A-Q, and reach the position below: 
 

♠ A Q  

  ♥ 6  

  ♦ --- 

  ♣ 9 

♠ 6    ♠ K 4 3  

♥ ---    ♥ --- 

♦ ---    ♦ 9  

♣ Q J 10   ♣ --- 

  ♠ 10 7  

  ♥ 10 

  ♦ --- 

  ♣ 6  
 

Now we can either play ♠A-Q, which East will win but, because he only started with two clubs, he must give us a 

ruff-and-discard to get rid of our club loser.  Alternatively, we can cash the ♠A and exit with our remaining club.  This 
time West wins and, because he only started with two clubs, he has to give us the ruff-and-discard allowing us to get 
rid of our spade loser! 
 
Neither line of play is very likely though, because each requires both spade honours to be offside and both black 
suits to break 5-2.  In practice, you might well prefer to take a second spade finesse. 
 
Julian Foster, NSW 
 

 

 

The successful pairs in the SABF’s Restricted Butler Trials 

(the top two pairs earn ABF subsidised berths in the ANC’s Restricted Butler Pairs in Perth): 

2nd place:  Brian Craig and Ron Liddy, 1st place: Catherine Ellice-Flint and Robyn Hargreaves 
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WHEN YOUR TRANSFER IS DOUBLED 
Continuing from when your 2♣ Stayman has been doubled, Andy Hung gives some excellent advice. 
 

You can also take advantage of the situation if you have made a transfer bid (to hearts or spades) and the next player 
makes a lead-directing double (showing the suit that you have used).  This is a simple and practical method that 
doesn’t require too much memory strain: 
 

OPENER’S CONTINUATIONS AFTER THE TRANSFER HAS BEEN DOUBLED 
 

1NT  Pass  2♦ (hearts) Double 
? 
 

2♥    Accepting the transfer shows that you have 3+ card heart support 
 
Pass  Denies 3 cards in hearts (i.e. shows a doubleton) 
 

Redouble Strong suggestion to play in 2♦ XX (i.e. you have a good 5-card diamond suit) 
 

RESPONDER’S CONTINUATIONS AFTER A PASS (DENYING SUPPORT) 
 

1NT  Pass  2♦ (hearts) Double 
Pass  Pass  ? 
 

    Redouble “Re-transfer” to 2♥  (may be weak or stronger) –  

      Responder may then rebid 3NT or 4♥  or other options 
 

    2♥    “I want to play this hand in 2♥” 
 
    Other bids Basically other bids do not exist, since you would usually start  
      With the “re-transfer” redouble! 
 
 
It is useful to be able to differentiate between 2-card and 3-card support, as that alleviates some stress from 
responder when he holds a hand that is potentially invitational, such as: 

♠ Q 7 4 

♥ Q 10 7 4 3 

♦ 4 

♣ K 9 8 3 

He can sign off in 2♥ if opener denies 3-card heart support, but he could raise to 3♥ (or 4♥) if opener shows 3+ cards 
in hearts. 
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Here’s an example: 

♠ Q 2    ♠ A K 10 8 4 

♥ J 8 4    ♥ 7 3 

♦ A K Q 7 4   ♦ 5 2 

♣ K 3 2    ♣ A Q J 8 
 

1NT  Pass  2♥ (spades) Double 
Pass (1)  Pass  Redouble (2) Pass 

2♠   Pass  3♣ (3)  Pass 

3♥ (4)  Pass  3♠ (5)  Pass 

4♠   All Pass 
 
(1) Denying 3-card spade support 

(2) Re-transfer to 2♠  
(3) Natural, game forcing, 4+ clubs 

(4) Asking for heart stopper, unsure of the best game (West could also rebid 3♠ to show their doubleton- 
honour in spades) 

(5) Denying a heart stopper 
Thus, opener decides to play in the 5-2 spade fit. 
 
Andy Hung finishes by suggesting that if your 1NT range is weaker, say 12-14 HCP, then it is unlikely that the 1NT 
opener will have the right hand to re-double, so you might want to tweak your responses as follows: 
 

1NT  Pass  2♦ (hearts) Double 
? 
 
Pass  Denying 3-card heart support (i.e. showing a doubleton) 
 

2♥    3-card heart support:  “I want to play this hand” 
 
Redouble 3-card heart support:  “I would prefer you (responder) to play the hand” 
 
Andy Hung 
 
 

Gawler Pairs Congress, A Grade winners: 
Ella Lupul and Sharmini Anderson 
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HOW WOULD YOU BID? 
 

Here is your hand, sitting East? 

♠ K 

♥ 4 

♦ A K 9 8 6 5 3 

♣ A K J 9 
 

West  North  East   South 

Pass  1♠   ? 

 

The hand has too much playing strength for a simple overcall.  Double is better. 

 

    Double  Pass 

1NT  Pass  ? 

 

Partner’s 1NT response to your double should show about 7-10 HCP, including a spade stopper.  If it is the ♠A, your 

hand is far better than if it is the Queen (or Jack). 

 

Doubling then introducing your own suit shows a ‘big hand’ double, revealing a hand that was too good for an initial 

overcall.  You could now bid 2♦, though I think 3♦ is better on this hand.  The jump to 3♦ reveals a single-suited 

hand and will be game forcing opposite partner’s 1NT bid, since they have guaranteed some values. 

 

    3♦   Pass 

4♦   Pass  ? 

 

Given you have created a game forcing auction, partner’s 4♦ bid should be more encouraging than if they had 

jumped to game with 5♦, being an application of the Principle of Slow Arrival.  They have left you space to use 

Blackwood or RKCB – leaving the 4NT bid accessible.  You should do use whichever form of Ace Ask you utilise;  1 ace 

is enough for slam. 

 

    4NT  Pass 

(1 ace)  Pass  6♦   All Pass 

 

West’s hand was: 

♠ A 10 9 5 

♥ K 7 2 

♦ Q 10 4 2 

♣ 8 4 

 

Even if you had overcalled 2♦, once partner raises, you should be simply asking for aces (which would surprise your 

partner, given the simple overcall). 

 

Barbara Travis 
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A GAME AT THE CLUB 
 

West  North  East  South 

  Pass  1♦   Pass 

1NT  Pass  2♦  Pass 
? 
 
All vulnerable, would you bid with this hand? 

♠ K 8 4 

♥ 7 6 

♦ 10 5 3 2 

♣ A 10 7 2 
 

I did – for one very good reason.  I was confident that the opponents had some very good fit in at least one of the 
majors, if not both.  Also, trusting that partner held six diamonds for the rebid, we have a 10-card fit.  Therefore, I 

raised to 3♦, which was passed out.   
 

♠ J 9 7 5 2 

♥ A 10 8 5 2 

♦ void 

♣ Q 9 3 

♠ K 8 4    ♠ Q 3 

♥ 7 6    ♥ 9 3 

♦ 10 5 3 2   ♦ A K Q J 6 4 

♣ A 10 7 2   ♣ 8 5 4 

  ♠ A 10 6 

  ♥ K Q J 4 

  ♦ 9 8 7 

  ♣ K J 6 
 

As you can see, either of North or South should have bid.  I’d have doubled 1♦, if sitting South.  If I had been sitting 

North, having already passed as dealer, I would have bid 2♦ over the 1NT response.  This is a Michaels Cue Bid, 

showing both majors, and now South should bid 4♥.  It’s an even safer bid once West has denied a major. 
 

3♦ should fail by a trick, but a slip in the defence allowed it to make.  Regardless, -100 was going to be a good score 
against a major suit contract, since 11 tricks can be made in either major. 
 
The auction has gone: 
 
West  North  East  South 

Pass  Pass  Pass  1♠  

Pass  2♣ (nat) Pass  2♦  

Pass  2♠ (2 cards) Pass  3NT 
All Pass 
 

You are on lead with a pathetic hand: 

♠ 6 3 

♥ K 10 9 3 2 

♦ 9 3 

♣ 10 8 7 2 
 

You lead the ♥3 and see this dummy: 
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  Dummy 

  ♠ J 8 

  ♥ J 6 5 

  ♦ A J 5 

  ♣ K 9 6 4 3 
You 

♠ 6 3     

♥ K 10 9 3 2    

♦ 9 3     

♣ 10 8 7 2   
   

Partner wins the ♥A, declarer playing the ♥7, then returns the ♥8 – Queen. What should you play? 
 

If you have an entry, you can win the ♥K and dislodge dummy’s Jack, then regain the lead to cash your long hearts.  

Without an outside entry, you must hope your partner has the third heart, which is a distinct possibility given the ♥8 
return, and the spot cards thus far.  If you win your Ace now, dummy’s Jack will win the next round, but you can 
never regain the lead to cash your remaining two heart winners.    
 
All too often, defenders win their Ace in this position, without thought for the need to retain communication with 
partner.  Here’s the hand: 
 

  ♠ J 8 

  ♥ J 6 5 

  ♦ A J 5 

  ♣ K 9 6 4 3 

♠ 6 3    ♠ A 10 5 4 

♥ K 10 9 3 2   ♥ A 8 4 

♦ 9 3    ♦ 10 8 6 

♣ 10 8 7 2   ♣ Q J 5 

  ♠ K Q 9 7 2 

  ♥ Q 7 

  ♦ K Q 7 4 2 

  ♣ A 
 

Ducking at trick 2 defeats the contract, as long as partner wins the ♠A immediately to return their last heart.   

Partner should realise that your lead of the ♥3 indicates an honour.  Furthermore, if you play the ♥2 on the second 
round, they can work out that you have five hearts – so there is a need to win quickly and cash out.   
 
Learning to hold up with your Aces is an easy concept to grasp, however be careful that you don’t do it 
automatically.  On some hands it is wrong to duck.  Those occasions arise when there is another suit that is 
dangerous should the opponents switch OR when the opening lead has given you an extra trick (or another stopper): 
 

Dummy  Declarer 

♠ J 2   ♠ A 9 5 

♥ A K J 3  ♥ Q 6 5 

♦ J 10 6 5 2  ♦ K Q 9 8 

♣ J 2   ♣ A 6 5 
 

Your opponent leads the ♠3.  You try the ♠J – Queen – what should you do?  Firstly, check what card the opening 

lead was – the ♠3.  If that is fourth highest, then the opening leader only has four spades, since you can see the ♠2 
in dummy.  You know spades are breaking 4-4 in that case, so you only have three losers in that suit.  You are, 

however, worried about the club suit, and definitely do not want a switch to clubs, so you should win the ♠A at trick 
1, to avoid a switch to the ‘worse’ suit. 
 
Barbara Travis 
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BEING A GOOD PARTNER 
 

Your attitude towards your partner is as important as your technical skill at the game. 
So, as well as working out your system with your partner, you need to be a ‘good partner’. 
 
1. Do not give lessons (unless you are being paid to do so).  

 
2. Unless your intention is to sort out a misunderstanding, avoid discussing the hand just played.   

 
3. Remember that you and your partner are on the same side, so don’t say anything to your partner that you 

wouldn’t want her to say to you.  (If you are unsure, say nothing!) 
 

4. Your partner wants to win as much as you do. 
 

5. Do not be a ‘result merchant’;  do not criticise your partner for taking a normal action that did not work on a 
particular hand. 

 
6. Never criticise your partner in front of others. 

 
7. Trust your partner, rather than assuming that she has made a mistake. 

 
8. Remember that bridge is only a game. 

 
9. Have a good time and make sure your partner does too. 

 
10. Never side with an opponent against your partner; if you cannot support your partner,   say nothing. 

 
11. Learn your partner’s style; do not assume partner will bid exactly as you would. 

When partner makes a bid, consider what she will have, not what you would have. 
 

12. Try to picture problems from partner’s point of view.  Find the bid or play that will make  
partner’s life easiest. 

 
        Basically, if you feel the need to be critical, sarcastic or loud, you are better off to leave the table and  
        take a short walk. 

 
Gawler Pairs Congress, C Grade 2nd place: 

Sirpa Harms and Jane Stokes 
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COMING EVENTS 
 

STATE EVENTS 
 

From Thursday 3rd June   STATE TEAMS PHASE 1    Unley 
 
From Thursday 29th July   OPEN TRIALS QUALIFYING   Unley 
 
 

SPECIAL EVENTS 
 

Sunday 30th May   ROTARY PAIRS     Unley  
 
Sunday 4th July    BRIDGE AT BEAUMONT CHRISTMAS IN WINTER Mt Osmond Golf Club 
 
Saturday 31st July   BRIDGE IN BAROSSA CONGRESS:  PAIRS  Tanunda 
Sunday 1st August   BRIDGE IN BAROSSA CONGRESS:  TEAMS Tanunda 
 
 
 

Gawler Pairs Congress, A Grade 2nd place: 
Jim Coffey (from Whyalla) and Sally Fraser 
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RESULTS 
 

SABF OPEN TRIALS FINAL (SA OPEN TEAM) 
1st Nic Croft – Arjuna de Livera 
2nd David Anderson – Ian Hilditch 
3rd Howard Melbourne – Zolly Nagy 
 

SABF OPEN TRIALS PLATE 
1st Ingrid Cooke – Sue Lusk 
2nd David Gue – Jon Hunt 
3rd Marc Deaton – Paul Hudson 
 

GAWLER GRADED PAIRS CONGRESS 
A GRADE 
1st Sharmini Anderson – Ella Lupul 
2nd Sally Fraser – Jim Coffey 
3rd Jill Allanson – Moira Smith 
 

B GRADE 
1st Val Paltridge – Arthur Davies 
2nd Bevin Brooks – John Lokan 
3rd Maureen Wilson – Terry Healey 
 

C GRADE 
1st Monique Haan – Barbara Keil 
2nd Sirpa Harms – Jane Stokes 
3rd Shirley Chambers – Kaye Copland 
 

SABF DAYTIME TEAMS CHAMPIONSHIP 
1st WILLIAMS:  Justin Williams – Phil Markey – Cathy Chua – Mike Doecke – George Smolanko – David Parrott 
2nd DEMARCO:  Therese Demarco – Lori Smith, Pam Morgan-King – Andrew Eddie 
 

SABF DAYTIME TEAMS PLATE 
1st CLARKE:  Bob Clarke – Arthur Porter, Ingrid Cooke – John Leenders 
 

SABF WOMEN’S TRIALS (SA WOMEN’S TEAM) 
1st Therese Demarco – Lori Smith 
2nd Ingrid Cooke – Sue Lusk 
3rd Caprice Davey – Alice Handley 
 

SA BRIDGE ASSOC. CONGRESS TEAMS (March) 
1st BRADSHAW:  Bill Bradshaw – Paul Williamson, Tassi Georgiadis – Jo Bakas 
2nd DONOGHUE:  Jenny Donoghue – Ceda Nikolic, Helene Maddern – Julia Bevan 
 

GOLDEN BUNNY TEAMS (Bridge in the City) 
1st HOPKINS:  Wendy Hopkins – John Smith, Alison and Gordon Fallon 
2nd COLMER:  Bronny and Peter Colmer, Sharmini Anderson – Ella Lupul 
3rd BRADSHAW:  Bill Bradshaw – Joanne Bakas, Catherine Ellice-Flint – Ian Hilditch 
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SABF SENIORS’ TRIALS (SA SENIORS’ TEAM) 
1st Attilio De Luca – David Lusk 
2nd Russel Harms – Jeff Travis 
3rd David Cherry – John Horowitz 

 
SABF RESTRICTED ANC BUTLER TRIALS (the ABF subsidises these two pairs to Perth’s Restricted Butler Pairs) 
1st Catherine Ellice-Flint – Robyn Hargreaves 
2nd Brian Craig – Ron Liddy 
 

SABF GNOT QUALIFYING (the ABF subsidises these two teams to the GNOT Final in Brisbane) 
1st ZOLLO:  Roger Januszke – John Zollo, David Middleton – George Smolanko 
2nd HARMS:  Russel Harms – Phil Markey, Jeff Travis – Justin Williams 

 
TASMANIA GOLD OPEN SWISS PAIRS (62 pairs) 
11th  Phil Gue – Margaret Walters 
15th Carole and John Foreman 
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BRIDGE AT BEAUMONT PRESENTS 

CHRISTMAS IN WINTER  

CONGRESS 
 

AT 

MT OSMOND GOLF CLUB 

60 MT OSMOND RD, MT OSMOND 

 

ON 

SUNDAY 4TH JULY 2021 

START TIME:  9.30AM 

FINISH:  ~ 5.15PM 

 

2-SESSION GRADED MATCHPOINT 

PAIRS 

WITH A TWO-COURSE CHRISTMAS LUNCH. 

RED MASTERPOINTS AWARDED. 

 

COST 

$60 PER PERSON ($120 PER PAIR) 

INCLUDING THE TWO-COURSE CHRISTMAS LUNCH 

 

DIRECTOR 

BARBARA TRAvIS 

EMAIL:  BARBARA.TRAvIS@HOTMAIL.COM 

PHONE:  0437 919 928 

 

mailto:barbara.travis@hotmail.com

