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Programme

The Monday Programme for January is:

· 3rd    Two Session Pairs 1

·  10th   Swiss Pairs 4

·  17th   Swiss Teams 5

·  24th    League 5

·  31st   Two Session Pairs 2

Other dates for your diary

· 15th  County Pairs Semi Final

· 16th   No Fear Cup

Bridge Stories

Many years ago an elderly couple played together in Cheltenham. He opened 1(, she passed and put down a dummy with 9 points. Hubby was not amused when 11 tricks comfortably rolled in.

‘How can you pass with 9 points’  he said.. What can I bid? What can I bid?’ said she? As usual Hubby had the last word: ‘Bid 3NT, Bid 3NT’ he exclaimed. Quite a difference of hand evaluation here: she passes 1(: he would bid 3NT.

And no: it wasn’t Rahim!

Midland Counties league

Gloucestershire had  a depressingly unsuccessful visit to Leicestershire. No excuses: some of us played like novices. I plead insanity!

Dawes:        Lost 0-20

Porter:         Drew 10-10

Markham:   Lost 1-19

National Results Gloucestershire pairs had significant success in the seniors’ pairs congress in Daventry.  Derek Rue and Keith Stanley were members of the team that won the Swiss teams, while Alan  and Judy Sanis were fourth. Lynne Hayes came second in the Swiss Pairs

Tollemache

The Gloucestershire team of Andrew Kambites / Richard Chamberlain: Paul Denning / Adrian Thomas: John Rookwood / Joe Angseesing:  Graham Sadie / Patrick Shields: Derek Rue / Keith Stanley with Judy Sanis (captain), Anne Swannell (coach), and  Jane Rowley (in charge of cheering everybody up and chatting up the opposition)  found themselves in the Tolly Group of Death. 

We and Cambs/Hunts were seeds as we had both reached the final last year: The first three randomly drawn floaters to be placed in our group were Warwickshire, Middlesex and Yorkshire., followed by Berks and Bucks. Ouch! We would have needed to play at our very best to qualify, and we didn’t. Neither was the luck going our way. I never mind talking about bad luck: because I hope I am honest enough to admit it when good fortune does smile on us. This was the least enviable decision I had to make. You are West,  vulnerable against not, and hold:

(7 5 4  (Q 8 4 2 (Q 9 5 3  ( 6 2

South West  North  East

4(      P        P         Dbl

P        ?

What is your choice?

The following thoughts ran amok in my mind:

1) Partner might have enough to beat 4(, but he won’t get any help from me

2)  To bid 4( or 4( could be very expensive. I cannot count on partner having 4-cards in my choice of suit, and suits are likely to break badly after a  pre-empt.

In the end I opted to pass:     -510. 4( doubled could go for 500 if the best defence was found, but it might not be doubled. If you disagree with my decision please  write down your analysis and  do anything you like with it except send it to me.
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An Opening Lead

You hold:

(7 6 4 3  (K 2  (K Q J 8  ( 9 8 3

What do you lead after this auction?

South  West   North  East                                    -                                 2NT   P          3(     P          3(      P          6(     Dbl       P

P          P

3cx is ordinary Stayman. East/West didn’t have 3( available to show 5 spades and 4 hearts
Here is the full deal 
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Partner has made a Lightner double with virtually no points. He obviously wants to ruff something. Too many players in the second League Monday shrugged their shoulders and decided that since they did not know what partner’s void was a diamond looked safest.  If opponents have a 9-card diamond fit they are going off anyhow because there will be nowhere for their diamond losers to go. Logical thinking points to either leading a spade (your longest suit) or a club (on the grounds they may be more likely to have concealed a 10-card minor fit than a 9-card major fit). I must admit I would have led a club.

                                    Understanding The  Lawbook
The following hand gave rise to heated feelings at the table. 3( was meant as Ghestem but not alerted. West started by doubling 3( and then got into a rhythm of doubling. 3( doubled made when West led (K. West called the director and claimed misinformation: if 3( had been alerted then he wouldn’t have doubled, and he wouldn’t have led the (K but preferred a club etc. South said West’s doubles were stupid and in any case a heart lead was obvious after the 1( opening bid. .How would you expect a director to rule?
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South  West  North  East           -          -         -          1(    3(       Dbl    P         P      3(       Dbl    P         P         P

In fact all the players  comments were irrelevant. The crucial issue on this hand is not misinformation to opponents: it is South’s use of unauthorised information. North did not alert a Ghestem bid that South expected to be alerted. This gives South the unauthorised information that North has forgotten the system. Unless South can prove that the pass of 3( doubled is forcing on him (perhaps showing equal length in South’s suits) South is  ethically obliged to bid on the assumption that North knows he has spades and diamonds and chooses to play in 3( doubled. In that case  South, with a doubleton club, has no reason to remove 3( doubled. The correct ruling is likely to be something like 3( doubled –6 (-1700 for North/South). What happenned afterwards was irrelevent because if South had passed 3(   none of the other problems would have occurred.

Most club directors understandably find it hard to find damage that the players have not even claimed, but in my experience when players claim misinformation then unauthorised information is often also an issue.

Happy Christmas and a successful new year to all my readers
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