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Programme

The Monday Programme for June is:

· 2nd  Summer Teams 1

·  9th  Pivot Teams 3

·  16th Summer Teams 2

·  23rd Summer Pairs 4

·  30th Pivot Teams 4

Please note that Monday 7th July will be an individual, not a session of the summer pairs as originally advertised, so you don’t need a partner. 

On Friday 6 June at 7pm is a heat of worldwide simultaneous pairs at Cheltenham Club. Everybody is welcome.

On Wednesday 4 June at 7pm. Andrew Kambites is giving a 2 hour seminar at Cheltenham on card play (which opponent is the safe hand) and bidding (responding to an opening bid with difficult hands). No charge. Everybody welcome. Do come and heckle.

Local results

Gloucestershire pairs can feel pleased with  their  performances in the Cheltenham Congress.        Local winners were:

No Fear (Friday); 

 Mike Lewis and David Glover

Mens pairs:  Roy Collard  and         Mike Wignall

Mixed Pairs ( won on split tie):           Derek Rue and Judy Sanis

Championship Pairs:  Joe     Angseesing and Graham Sadie

Consolation Pairs:

John Gibson and Ian Constable

Swiss Teams:  John Goodwin and John Gibson, Ian /Val  Constable

GCBA  mixed pairs winners: Allan & Judy Sanis with runners up Barbara Janes & Derek Rue.

National Results Cheltenham  has once again won the South West qualifying heat of the Garden Cities. 

Congratulations to Paul Denning who was in a Welsh team which reached round 5 of the Spring Foursomes before losing narrowly by 5 IMPs to Victor Silverstone’s team. Amongst their scalps were a  50 IMP win against the eventual winners, David Burn’s team,. 

Freak hands can produce the most unexpected results. Paul was North in the following hand against an Australian team. The 1( overcall (amazingly it wasn’t Richard Butland)  is X-certificate; all juniors must  stop reading now.
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Adrian Thomas clearly meant his 7( as a sacrifice. In one sense he was wrong because  6( cannot make on best defence, but  the outcome was beyond his wildest dreams.

West led a spade, and after trumping, declarer ruffed out the (A in three rounds and was able to dispose of dummy’s 3 hearts on 3 established diamond winners. He still had 2 trumps in dummy to ruff  his two losing hearts. 7(, doubled and made with 11 points.& one ace! 

So who is going to volunteer to tell East that he shouldn’t have doubled if he couldn’t beat it?

County League

Div 1 was won by: Richard Butland, Graham Cornell,  Andrew Kambites, Richard Chamberlain and Paul Denning. For the last two it was their seventh win in a row!

Div 2 was won by: Heather Parker, Ruby Wissenden, Paul Ford and  Guy Van der Gucht.

Div 3 was won by Geoff and Joan Peel, Lesley Harrison and Steve Evans

In the last match Paul Denning assumed a bad trump break to give himself a chance in 4( on this hand after his 1( opening was overcalled by 4( and East competed with 4(
	
	( 3

( AK96532

( -

( A T 8 4 3
	

	( AKQT2

( J T 4

( 7 6

( K 9 7
	Board :12 Dealer: W

Vul: NS
	( 8 7 4 

( 7

( KQJT985

( Q J

	
	( J 9 6 5 

( Q 8

( A 4 3 2

( 6 5 2
	


North cashed (K and switched to (A and (4. Paul won (Q and immediately finessed (T. Next he played a diamond. The defenders could not now prevent him from ruffing one heart in dummy and discarding another one on a good diamond.

Understanding the Lawbook
In these newsletters we try to help players understand the laws of bridge. However it does need stressing that calling the director should not be seen as a hostile act. Before calling the director a player should courteously inform his opponents he intends to do so, and proceed in a calm manner. A good director will then come to the table with the attitude: ‘How can I help?’

Why should the director be called? In practice players who try to do things themselves tend to get it wrong. For example, South makes an insufficient bid 

If he simply pulled the wrong card out of the bidding box (a mechanical error) he is allowed to change it without penalty.

If he ‘meant’ the insufficient bid because he did not notice an opponents’ bid  he cannot just put it right. His opponents have the right to accept it and bid over it.

In practice, by the time the director is called the insufficient bidder has probably tried to put it right himself, wrongly and thus making the director’s task all the harder. 

How do you react if the director is called to the table and ‘rules against you’? Maybe your partner hesitated and you then made a bid that the director deems inappropriate. The important thing to realise is that no moral wrongdoing is being ascribed to you. We all know the feeling of helplessness as have a difficult decision to take which is complicated further because we have unauthorised information from partner. We can only do our best, and then the director may have to decide whether 70% of players would have acted this way. Just accept that he is doing his best and that he is not trying to ‘penalise you’, just make absolutely sure your opponents get justice.  What is unhelpful is when a player can only repeat the fact that he would always make the disallowed bid. That is not the criterion by which the director must make his judgement.

The point is that bridge is a game where the players can see each other, but  legal methods of communication are very limited. Inevitably things go wrong and the rules to cover the process of putting it right are necessarily complicated. Most players cannot be expected to know or understand these rules, indeed directors hardly find them easy. Do your best as a player, accept the director is trying his best, and enjoy the game. Most really good players are very tolerant of their less experienced brethren, so don’t be put off pitting your wits against them by a false belief they will spend half their lives trying to get one over you.  

Following requests from clubs there will be some informal, low cost TD training supplied by the county. Please contact Patrick Shields on 01242 570710 if you are interested.

Please note that Patrick (or Andrew Kambites on 01453 762258 or Ted Hill on (01452 712960) are happy to help  clubs with  directing problems. The director can take accurate details and phone the next day  (but please phone Patrick if it needs sorting out at 3am!)

Bridge Tips

Are you a fan of the losing trick count (LTC)? I saw a player hold the hand below:

( A J  6 5  ( A J  4 2  ( 7 5  ( A Q J 

He opened 1( and partner responded 1(. Counting 7 losers he raised to 2( and an easy game was lost. 

The point count tends to undervalue aces and overvalue queens and jacks, particularly when in a suit contract. The LTC undervalues aces (after all K x x is clearly worse than      A x x, though both are counted as 2 losers), and also jacks (because jacks are not counted at all). If you use the LTC then you should be prepared to push up your estimate if your hand contains features undervalued by the LTC. This hand should be regarded as 6 losers, not 7.

Is the LTC better than the point count?  In my opinion when the hands are balanced the LTC is no better than counting points, indeed it is worse unless sensible adjustments are made. It is when you have found  a fit and the hands are unbalanced that the LTC is far better. Suppose you are dealt:

( A K 9 7 5 4   ( A Q 4 3 2  ( 2  ( 7  

You open 1( and partner raises to 2(. The fact that you have only 13 points is not relevant. Your hand has just 4 losers and this should make game excellent, indeed it is not impossible that you would miss a good slam if partner has as little as:

(  Q 8 3 2   ( 5  (A 7 6 5  ( 6 5 3 2  

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	














