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Programme

The Monday Programme for November is:

· 7th  League

· 14th  Swiss Pairs

· 21st  Swiss Teams

· 28th County Pairs Qualify (Cheltenham)

Other dates:

Nov 13th  Leonard Cup

Bridge Story

Do you know the French defence to 1NT?

i)  With 14 points pass quickly.

ii) With 15 points hesitate and then pass.

iii) With 16 points hesitate and then double

iv) With 17 points double quickly.

Only a joke, really!

National Results

Derek Rue and Keith Stanley lost the seniors knockout final by one frustrating IMP to a strong London team. Hard luck, but also well done for getting so far and coming so close.

Gloucestershire had an impressive presence in the England Under 25 trials. John Atthey was a member of the winning pair, playing with Chris Owen. Greg Moss (now at Oxford University and living in Yorkshire) came second playing with Michael Bell.

The team of Kanwar Rahim, Mike Wignall, Cynthia Moore and Lesley Harrison represented the GCBA in Worcestershire’s Healey Cup, and won the event. 

Midland Counties League  v Worcestershire          Dawes:  Won 20-0        Porter:  Won 11-9     Markham: Lost 1-19

GCBA Results

The first Monday of the winter season was a: ‘Play with the experts’ session. The format was first tried in Gloucestershire for the Millenium celebration back in 2000 and was a great success.  14 teams of three  entered and were paired up with an ‘expert’. The winning team of Norah Allen, Allan Lamb, Patrick Shields and Kanwar Rahim received bottles of wine. Unfortunately I cannot tell you who was the expert in that team: nobody has told me and it is not obvious.

The mens’ pairs were won by Roger Jackson and Ian Constable. The ladies’ pairs were won by Norah Allen and Joan Peel. Well done to both pairs.

Swiss Pairs    

There is an inevitable feeling of relief when you realise that you have defeated an opponent’s game contract. However at duplicate pairs you cannot afford to relax and lazily settle for one off. This hand came from the first Swiss Pairs’ session.

	
	( A K T 6

( A K J

( A 3 2

( Q 5 3
	

	( T 3

( T 8 4 2

(J 9 8 7 

( A T 4
	Board : 10  Dealer: E

Vul: EW
	( J 5 4 

( Q 9 6 5

( K Q 5

( J 9 8

	
	( Q 9 7 2

( 7 3

( T 6 4

( K 7 6 2
	


As North I had shown a 20-22 no-trump hand without a 5-card major, but with 4 spades. I played in 4♠ and ♦K was led. I won, drew trumps in 3 rounds ending in dummy and finessed ♥J. This now was a hand where I would make 10 tricks if this finesse worked, but only 8 tricks if it failed.

The ♥J lost to ♥Q, West cashed ♦Q and led ♦5 to West’s ♦J. Now all that West has to do is to exit passively with a heart and I cannot avoid two off. However West carelessly cashed ♣A and allowed me a near 50% score for one off. Two off would have given me a very poor score indeed.

There is a very important principle here: If you know that a winner cannot run away it is rarely right to cash it. How could West’s ♣A run away? There is no side suit in dummy that can be used to discard clubs from declarer’s hand. Equally, North (the hidden hand) has denied 5 hearts so even if he has 3 winning hearts left in hand that still leaves two clubs in dummy.

This hand provides me with another example of my view that most players are far too active in defence. 

.Bridge Tips

Good players learn how to work out what is going on at the table. A clue becomes available early in the hand: it is still just as relevant later on, provided you haven’t forgotten it! In the hand below South opened 1♥, West overcalled 2♦ and North jumped to 4♥. West led his singleton trump. Declarer cashed ♥A K and found the trump position. He then drove out the ♦A, and tried to cash the other two diamonds but East ruffed and returned a club. Without a second thought declarer finessed, and subsequently lost a spade trick. Here is the full deal.

	
	( A K 6

( A T 9 5 2

( J 8 3

( 7 6 
	

	( Q T 2

( 7

(A T 976

( K J T 9
	Board :  Dealer: 

Vul:
	(  9 8 7 5

( Q J 6 

( 5 2

( 8 5 4 2

	
	( J 5 3

( K 8 4 3 

( K Q 4 

( A Q 3 
	


The critical moment arrived when East switched to a club. There were two massive clues that the club finesse would fail. Firstly, West needed ♣K (and ♠Q as well) to justify the 2♦ overcall. Secondly the opening lead of a singleton trump would have been deeply unattractive, and implied that every lead looked unattractive to West.

If a finesse is 100% doomed to fail, don’t take it. Suppose South had risen with ♣A crossed to dummy with ♠A. Then he cashes dummy’s last 2 trumps and comes to this ending.




♠ K 6     ♣ 7

♠ Q T  ♣ K




♠ J 5
 ♣ Q


Declarer now exits with ♣7. West is endplayed, forced to lead away from his ♠Q. 
Understanding The Lawbook
 I intend to resurrect the Understanding the Lawbook, feature for just one month.

Incident1)                       South is declarer. The lead is in his hand, but he leads a spade from dummy. West tells South he must lead a spade from his hand. South does as he is told, and goes down in a laydown game. 

Incident2)                        North hesitates for some time before passing West’s 1NT. West then tells South that he cannot bid because of the hesitation. South has an obvious 2♠ bid, but does as he is told and passes, missing a laydown game.

These incidents have two things in common.

Firstly the interfering West is wrong. In 1) If the lead from the wrong hand is not accepted, South can do as he pleases without penalty. In 2) South is perfectly entitled to make an obvious bid. Indeed, if I was director and South asked me what I thought I would not comment, except to point out that he does have unauthorised information.

Secondly in each case an experienced West had effectively intimidated a less experienced South into doing something that benefited West. Both incidents left a lot of ill feeling behind.

Players do not have the right to apply the laws themselves at the table. The director should be called: he will make sure both sides are treated fairly. In both cases West should not be allowed to keep his good score, and in my opinion a substantial penalty in addition would be appropriate.













