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Programme

The Monday Programme for May is:

· 2nd     Summer Pairs 2

· 9th   Pivot Swiss Teams 1 

· 16th   Summer Pairs 3

· 23rd Pivot Swiss Teams 2

· 30th   Summer Pairs 4

Other dates for your diary

· Sun 22nd May: AGM and Mixed Pairs

Bridge Story

I agreed to run a day-long seminar. Near the time I asked for an  estimate of the likely standard. ‘There was a pause as the chairman chose his words: Put it this way.’ he said. ‘We are planning for an outbreak of myxamatosis.

Editor’s comment

I am conscious that an awful lot of hands in these newsletters are from my matches. Please, all of you feel free to contribute. For example, tell us about your club. I am interested in news items or hands which feature good bridge, good stories or instructive errors.

  I am also interested in rare collectors’ items,  eg.:

1)  Patrick Shields choosing to take a 50% finesse for his contract when he had a 5% squeeze available.

2) Ian and Val Constable both remembering they are playing Ghestem on the same hand.

3)  Any player in the county saying: ‘To be honest my partner (wife?) is a far better player than I am’.

National Results

Paul Denning and Patrick Shields played for Wales in the second weekend of the Camrose. Wales drew with England and lost very narrowly to Scotland, a distinct improvement on the first weekend when Pat and Paul didn’t play. Rumours that Patrick got into the Scottish team bus at the end (by mistake?) are ill founded.

Two Cheltenham Nicko teams are through to round 6.  John Rookwood, John Atthey, Andrew Kambites, Ian/Val Constable beat Wolverhampton A: Keith Stanley, Derek Rue, Richard Butland, Patrick Shields Richard Chamberlain and Paul Denning beat Shrewsbury. 

Keith Stanley’s Gold Cup team (Richard Chamberlain, Richard Butland, Derek Rue, Andrew Kambites (not playing on the day) had a 68 IMP  win in Round 4 over most of the  Welsh national team (Jourdain, Ratcliff, Rees and Kurbalija)

League Hand

This hand from the match: Stanley v Denning featured some interesting bridge.
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In one room Tony Hill opened the East hand with a gambling 3NT which was passed out.
Chris Kinloch led the ♣A. Knowing that East solid diamonds both Chris and his partner, Richard Butland, knew the contract was laydown but they co-operated brilliantly to beat it.

Richard, as North, followed to the ♣A with the ♣9. Whatever your signalling methods, when both defenders know who has every card down to a queen, and declarer is always going to get any club guess right on the lead, this cannot seriously either encourage or show count. Richard meant it as a suit preference signal to show Chris the ♠J. Chris switched to the ♠9 at trick 2! Can you blame Tony Hill for running this round to the ♠10, allowing North to take the ♠J? If Tony rises with the  ♠Q he is playing South for the ♠A K (as well as the ♣A K). Running it round to the ♠10 only requires West to have the ♠J.

There is an interesting alternative way of looking at this. If West had a holding like ♠K J x x, or ♠J x x x might it be right for him to switch to the ♠J or ♠K to try to pin a singleton ♠10?  

At the other table Keith Stanley chose to double my gambling 3NT opening. He was very wise to cash his two black ace-kings. Doubled overtricks are expensive and it would hardly have been rocket science for me to place the cards after the double.

Swiss Pairs

Overtricks are not glamorous, but they are highly significant at pairs. In the following hand Patrick Shields was in 3♦ by West:
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Dave Atthey as South led ♥6 to my ♥A. I cashed ♥Q and switched to ♣2, conceding the 11th trick. Could this be avoided?  I think South could have helped. He can surely see the club switch coming and because he has a solid sequence he can tell declarer cannot misguess, therefore it cannot be right for me to underlead ♣A. He can remove this losing option by overtaking my ♥Q with his ♥K   and switching to ♣Q.  
Understanding The  Lawbook
Do you fully appreciate your director? If you play at a small club you will often find that one person has taken on almost limitless responsibility, from collecting the money at the beginning of the evening  to locking up the premises at the end. The club becomes unhealthily dependent on that one individual and if he/she leaves or starts to find the job just too onerous the future of the club may be in jeopardy. 

1)  You need more than one trained director in your club. At any one session you need someone in charge, but it can lessen the burden if he can delegate. For example, if a director is needed for a hand that the director-in-charge has not played, it helps if somebody else can take the call. 

2)   The main job of directing involves organising the movement and being responsible for taking calls at the table. That is quite enough responsibility for any one person.

3)   There is no reason why the same person should do the directing and the scoring. Some people may not feel happy at having to interpret the lawbook at the table, but would be perfectly happy to input the scores into their computer at home. 

4)   There are two types of calls to the table. Firstly there are ‘lawbook rulings’. Somebody has made an insufficient bid, or led out of turn. This needs dealing with immediately as play cannot continue unless something is done. Secondly there are (far less frequent in the average club) rulings involving misinformation to opponents or unauthorised information to partner. This can seem daunting to an inexperienced director, but actually he doesn’t need to do anything if he is uncomfortable. The director’s main role is to take accurate details of what happened: the hands, the bidding, what was on the players’ convention cards if appropriate, what the players said. As long as he can provide this information accurately he can delay a decision and ask for help the next day. Any experienced director will be pleased to help, and if necessary the director can phone the EBU for a ruling.













