HISPER it quietly, but the winds of

change are blowing away the cobwebs
in Suffolk bridge and ushering in an era of
unprecedented change.

The transformation has been spearheaded
in recent months by the best players who
created history when they reached the final of
the Tollemache, the inter-county
championship, for the first time.

For good measure, two players from Clare
- county captain David Price and Jane Moore -
have been chosen again to play for England.

However, it is away from the green baize
where the most far reaching changes are
taking place.

Suffolk has embraced the
English Bridge Union’s new
Pay-to-Play and Universal
Membership regime which
came into force on April 1. As
a result, everyone who plays
regularly at 15 affiliated clubs in the area will
enjoy the benefits of membership of the ‘new
EBU.’

Overnight, the EBU membership in the
country probably trebled. If you can guess the
precise number of members, a bottle of fine
claret is yours. Details of the competition are
on page 33 What, exactly, will P2P and UM
mean to club players? Find out by reading
Chris Chambers on page 36.

Not every player can be a Grand Master

WEBSITE: Makeover

and a new range of county competitions,
graded according to players’ ability, is now
under consideration. And individual clubs are
being encouraged to take charge of
competitions in a bid to breathe new life into
some of them. Mike O’Reilly explains more on
the back page.

The changes taking place in Suffolk have
not gone unnoticed further afield and the
county has been asked by the EBU to pilot a

nationwide scheme aimed at attracting new
and younger players to the game.

“We have chosen Suffolk
as the first participant before
our research programme is
rolled out across England as
we believe you have a very
positive county committee,”
Suzanne Gill, chairman of the
EBU'’s education working group, said.

Another feather in Suffolk’s cap came
when Alan Green, the county’s new youth and
education officer, was chosen to coach
England’s under 19 squad. Read his report on
pl3.

Keeping everyone up to date with what is
happening is crucial and following the changes
to this magazine, the county bridge
association’s website has also had a similar
makeover. Have a look at
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10 Successful Years Managing Property Properly!

LANDLORDS - thinking of letting your property or having itamaged on your behalf?|

Look no further!

Based in Bury St Edmunds, Linnet is a specialist @dicated lettings agency. We have t
expertise and the experience to support landlevtisther they have one property or a larg

portfolio of properties.

Please call our friendly staff today for detailhofv our services can be tailored to suit you.

@ o

www.linnetpm.co.uk 012842B332
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News

OR the Bury Club Christmas party

evening, | decided to prepare some
‘surprise’ hands so that everyone would
get to play at least six hands of a small
slam during the evening.

I collected the hands from various
sources; some were difficult to bid,
others were a bit difficult to play, but all
could yield a positive slam score.

We have all heard the complaints — |
got no good cards tonight — these

computer dealt hands are stupid — every
finesse failed tonight - ...., but this time it
would be different.
Everyone would be
pleased with

themselves as
ticked off the slams.

At the start of the
evening we had some
food and a few bottles
of wine. Well, in fact
there were 12 bottles of
wine and it went like
snow in summer.

We sat down to play
bridge and, reinforced
with Christmas spirit, | decided to tell
players that there were lots of slam
hands tonight.

This was a mistake!

One brave pair decided to bid 3 No
Trumps on all possible hands, thinking
that an average positive result would be
the best tactic.

they

At least one player did not hear my
statement about slams and got quite
agitated as the evening went on and he
missed out on the bidding while the
opponents seemed to be much more
successful.

Some of the slams were in suits and
the ‘experts’ bidding six no trumps got
disastrous results! Others took a long
time to play, especially the last three
cards!

And  then, of
course, we had the
‘sacrifice  bids’,
fuelled by the wine,
which went off quite a
lot and led to cries of
‘has anyone got a
calculator please’?

Oh, did | mention
that we had an odd
number attending and |
had to play, to make up

Eight No-
Trumps...
...hic.

numbers?

That should have
given me a slight
advantage as | had

made up the boards during the previous
three weeks but trying to recall 96 hands
in any detail is, | can assure you,
impossible.

The travellers made amusing reading
and | vowed never to try this again. Next
year someone else can organise the
Christmas party bridge!!
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2 = Ralph wins Table Talk
crossword prize

RALPH Parish from Felixstowe has
won £20 for his correct entry to
Table Talk’s prize crossword which
" * was in the Winter 2009 edition. The
* 0 prize is kindly donated by ‘Arbitan’
1 & 2 who compiled the crossword - the
answers to which are opposite.
Congratulations also to Michael
Spencer, Sue Flin and Debby
Sutcliffe who were amongst those
who submitted correct entries.
‘Arbitan’ - a character from a
classic Dr Who episode in the early
1960s - has put up another £20 prize
* for his latest crossword, to be found
on the back page

O
REEE
m

|
!
" #
$
$
% &
(
) )
[
(
#
))$
/
" :
01203 232453 67 (
8 ( 9,
! /
" Bt $ $




AS board 13 ever proved so
unlucky before in a local bridge
club?

This was the hand and the bidding at
Frinton bridge club during the winter:

North dealer; Game all

NORTH

KJ9765
Board 13 1074

Q8

85
WEST EAST
1043 Q2
862 AQ3
1062 KJ54
9764 AK102

SOUTH

A2

KJ95

A973

QJ3
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
2 X P 3
P 5 X All Pass

The defence was well-nigh perfect
and the contract went 8 off for —2300.

Claude Stokes, who sent in the hand,
commented: “In all the years | have
played, | have never seen 2300 on a
traveller.”

Talking of strange results and hands,
Claude says that Frinton has introduced
a method of shuffling and dealing “to try
to rid ourselves of the infamous 4333
hands.”

“We encourage the dealer to deal the
cards circularly in piles of seven. When
the 52 cards have run out, the dealer
picks up the piles at random into one pile
and deals the hand normally in piles of
four. It is amazing how interesting the
hands dealt this way come out.”
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‘Weak Twos? They’re just not Acol, you know.’

OU didn't really win last time we
played here!” was the greeting |
received recently at, what | had thought
to be, a quiet, friendly bridge club in a

local village hall.

It had been three weeks since my
partner and | had played there, and the
fact that we had won on that occasion
had slipped into the past. It had
obviously not slipped into the past for
everyone ...

“It's not Acol, you know!” she
continued. “Weak two openings aren’t
part of Acol.”

| assured her they were, but she
insisted that, where she played, they
were not. Clearly, she played, to
paraphrase L.P. Hartley, “in the past,
where they do things differently”.

It seems that the result from three
weeks earlier had hinged on one hand
where our weak two opening had so
confused our accuser that she failed to
find her making game and consequently
lost first place by a small margin.

The flavour of sour grapes pervaded
the room ...

THE BOUNDER who dared open a weak two

Later that afternoon, playing against
another pair of equally venerable ladies,
the weak two once again came to the
fore. | was dealer and picked up a nicely

shaped hand with six hearts and eight or
nine points (mostly in the heart suit)
which | opened 2 .

My partner announced this as “weak”
but, without hesitation and well before
the Stop card had been picked up, my
left hand opponent slapped down a bid
of 2 . My partner raised me to 4 , which
went one or two off for a good score
against everyone else’'s 4 .

“Why did you bid 2 when you had
so few points?” my right hand opponent
angrily said, looking at the traveller. “We
announced it as weak” | said. “There’s
no point in doing that,” she continued,
“my partner is so deaf she wouldn't hear
you.”

By this time, sufficient steam was
coming out of my ears to put the Flying
Scotsman to shame, but | took a deep
breath and told myself that | was here,
not primarily for the bridge, but to chat
with the Cummings and Gowings of
Suffolk over afternoon tea and chocolate
hob-nobs.

Time enough, at other clubs, to
exercise the little grey cells.

Your correspondent,
Paulo Ponte

ED up with playing too many dull and flat

hands at your bridge club?

Then why not spice up the evening with
more challenging, random hands prepared by a

duplimate machine.
Suffolk currently has one such dealing

machine and, if requested, Malcolm Carey will

prepare hands for your club.

The cost (including print outs of the hands)

is £8 per set of 32 and £6 per set of 24.

MACLOLM CAREY:
Set of 32 boards for £8;
Set of 24 for £6

The boards have to be collected and

returned to Malcolm’s home - address on page
two - and in numerical order. There must be no
faced cards and no curtain cards when they are

returned.







Sudbury and Colchester Swiss Teams

GOOD REASON TO SMILE: The winners (I-r) Mike Sherer

ITH 20 tables, the Sudbury and
Colchester Swiss Teams
bounced back in popularity following
a disappointing turnout the previous

year.

The revival in the fortunes of the
event was due largely to the sterling
efforts of Margaret Scurlock in
encouraging new entries.

Rick Hanley, the Colchester club
chairman, said: “It was heartening to

see such a large turn out for this

event and to see so many new faces.

& ' (
29 Across. Reverse (4)

The crossword is on the back page

, Mike Malin, Rick Hanley and Eric Newman

“Colchester and Sudbury bridge
clubs are very grateful to all the local
bridge players who came along and
supported it.

“Particular thanks must go to the
organiser, Margaret Scurlock.

“Her sterling efforts in
encouraging experienced and
inexperienced players alike to take
part ensured that the event was so
successful".
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Pivot Cup

LAUDE Stokes’ team (Din Gudka,

Julian Lang and David Morran) won
the Suffolk Pivot event in March and
these two hands caught the team
captain’s eye - as he explains.

North Dealer. Both vulnerable

NORTH
J54
Board 29 98
AJ754
Q104
WEST EAST
AK9 108762
K53 QJ7642
1063 Q8
AK82 -
SOUTH
Q3
A10
K92
J97653

The bidding at my table started with
three passes to West who opened 1 . |
putin a quiet 1 overcall with the North
hand.

East correctly bid 1 and West
jumped to 2NT. The key question is what
action should East take? At our table,
she passed and David and | had no

Din Gudka

problem in setting this by three tricks.

The unfortunate East said she could
not bid 3 since she was not strong
enough to make what she thought was a
“reverse bid”. Surely a 3 bid would have
shown that her hand had at least 5
spades. At the other table, Julian opened
the West hand with INT (15-17) and the
final contract was an easy 4 making 11
tricks.

South dealer; East-West vulnerable

NORTH
9763
Hand 19 1074
4
K10643
WEST EAST
Q654 A
63 K982
AKQ853 62
Q AJ9852
SOUTH
KJ102
AQJ5
J1097
-

Din opened the South hand with 1 .
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West bid 2 , not alerted, and East came
in with 2 .

Din doubled and West persisted with
3 which, when it was his turn to bid, Din
doubled. This came back to me and |
decided to inspect the opponent’s
convention card. It stated that 2 was a
Michaels Cue bid in which case the 2
indicates both majors. As there had been
no alert, | asked East her understanding
of the 2 call and she then realised that
she and her partner had the incorrect
convention card. When West questioned
whether | had the right to inspect
opponents’ convention cards, the TD
explained that | had every right and
could ask any question when it was my
turn to bid.

It seemed clear to me that West had
a pile of diamonds and based on Din’s
double of 2 , | decided he held a 4-
spade suit and duly bid 3 for one down.

One of the key questions was
whether 3 doubled would have gone
one down. In my view it would not. David
and Julian made 3 with an overtrick and
scored +130.

On the playing front, it is always a
pleasure to play in the Pivot Teams and
to meet so many opponents. Mike Bone
continues to be an excellent director and
the event ended before 7.30pm.
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Bury Swiss Teams

Norma Shannahan, chairman of Bury St Edmunds bridge club, presents the Bury Swiss Teams cup to the winning foursome: Bogdan

Drobny, Maureen Kimbley, Fleur and Rick Waters
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RUNNERS-UP: Verity Joubert, Richard Collis, Ann Aplin and Gilli
Haarhoff

THIRD PLACE: Alex Parker, Celia Jeal, Marion Berry and Eleanor Bryant



Bury Swiss Teams
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IT'S the first Sunday in February so it's the Bury
replacement as Basia has the flu. A very pleasant a
and coming players not enter these events as a gent

First match and first board you pick up:
2 A1087542 K10932 -

RHO passes and | open 4 , partner
bids Blackwood, finds out | have one ace
and bids 6 . The opponents lead ace
and another spade and there are 12
easy tricks. This was the full deal:

East dealer; East-West vulnerable

NORTH
9
KJ63
A4
AKJ865
WEST EAST
AQ1083 KJ7654
- Q9
Q76 J85
Q10973 42
SOUTH
2
A1087542
K10932

At the other table the bidding goes:

NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
2 * 4 4
5 Pass Pass 5
X AllPass 2 "Jc1r #*

This was two down for —500 as
opposed to +980 at our table and a gain
of 10 IMPS, and set us on the way to a
20-0 victory. We lost the next match 13-7
and then started the tale of the two grand
slams that never should have been.

NORTH
AQJIx
XX
AKQJ109
Q
WEST EAST
XX XX
J10xx AXXX
XXXX XX
XXX K98xx
SOUTH
KXXXX
KQx
X
AJ10x

The bidding at the other table goes:

NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1 P 1 P
4 P 4 P
ANT P 5 P
6
And at our table:

NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1 P 1 P
4 X 4 P
ANT P 5 P
7

4 and 4 were cue bids showing a
control and agreeing spades as trumps,
and 4NT was Roman Key Card
Blackwood.

At the other table 5 showed two key
cards without the queen of trumps so 6

Swiss Teams and we are off to Thurston with Maria a
fternoon was had by all but numbers were down, so w
le venture into the world of tournament bridge?

He looks well
pleased with
himself, and so he
should!

It's taken him
ten years to win
anything at
bridge, and then it
took the
combined,

Herculean efforts
of three others to
drag him over the line.

It's a terrible day when it dawns
on you that you're not even the best
bridge player in your own
family...his long-suffering wife had
won three other trophies before,
and all without him.

So, every dog has his day - even
this old seadog.

11

s a last minute
hy don’t more up

was enough.

At our table 5 showed two key
cards plus the queen of trumps which
was nonsensical so north gambled on
7 .lwas onlead and because my
partner had doubled the 4 cue bid to
show clubs | was bound to lead them
and not find the killing heart lead.

That was 11 IMPS to the opposition
and an 18-2 VP loss.

We then went on to lose the next
match 11-9, so going into the last match
we were in no man’s land and this board
appeared:

NORTH
AKXX
AX
XX
QJ10xx
WEST EAST
XXXX -
JIXX QXXX
XXXXX QJx
X KXXXXX
SOUTH
QJ10xx
KXxx
AKX
A
Our bidding goes:
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1 P
3 P 3NT P
4 P ANT P
5 P 5 P
6 P 7 All Pass

3 shows a raise to 4 with one, two
or three aces, 3NT asks and 4 shows
two of the same rank, 4NT says bid
kings up the line and then the jump to 6
must show the king of spades so with
that and the king of clubs (!) seven must
have chances. A reasonable contract
was about to be defeated because of
bad breaks in the black suits, until west
led the singleton club and east
automatically covered the queen with the
king. That gave us 14IMPS and victory in
the last match because the opposition
only bid game.



Suffolk Singles

Richard and Joan dead-heat

but tea was the big winner!

RAMLINGHAM bridge club put

down an early marker on how to
host county events when they
staged the Suffolk Singles.

A quite magnificent tea, with
freshly made sandwiches, home
baked scones with cream and a
choice of two jams, together with a
selection of wonderful cakes was
supplied by club members. And, for
those who were so inclined, a bar
was open in the next door room of
the Conservative club

The competition is unusual in
that each player partners every
other competitor for two boards.
After 40 boards - and a recount -
Joan Mayhew and Richard Evans
tied for first place.

Richard Evans and Joan Mayhew
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CLUB TEAMS OF FOUR WINNERS: Peter Gemmell, Debby Su tcliffe, Maria Allnutt and Peter

Sutcliffe

H&Yo (

3 7

=*??E

.D=>*

12

C(

22 Across. Father of both a
famous convention and a concert
pianist (6,9)

The crossword is on the
back page
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MAGINE the following scenario. You

have played top quality bridge for four
days in the most prestigious tournament
in the world.

Up to now, you have completed 250
hands and find yourself in the final
playing against Italy.

You are a handful of Imps down - and
this happens.

Due to holding a very good hand,
along with your partner, you bid to 7
holding seven spades to AKJ10xxx
opposite xx. Opposition do as they are
supposed to and lead a spade. What do
you do?

Remember these are top quality
players, one of whom just won the
Vanderbilt tournament in the USA.
Everything rests on this decision!

This was just one of the many
intriguing hands at the recent
Amsterdam Whitehouse Junior
International Tournament. | was there as
coach and general dogsbody to the
English Under 19's. The field consisted
of teams from around the world including
previous world champions ltaly, France,
Australia, Israel, USA and many more.
Twenty four in total.

My juniors were only there to gain
experience for next year's European
Championship, when they will play
against same age opposition and not, as
here, against mostly under 25's.

Playing against top class juniors will
only help to improve their play and this
kind of exposure will stand them in good

stead for the future. Taking all that into
consideration, they acquitted themselves
very well, with perhaps their best two
results coming in defeat to Israel, who
were leading, and Australia in fourth
place - both by the score of 17 tol3.
Just a couple of overtricks and a missed
2 lost them the matches.

One of their better hands was against
the eventual winners. The opposition had
already missed a lay down No Trump
game and then let Simon Berry for the
U19's bid to 4 on the hand below.

NORTH

Q87

A109853

J4

Al10
WEST EAST
95 AKJ42
K7 Q64
AKQ1092 65
742 J65

SOUTH

1063

J2

873

KQ983
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
2 P P 3
P 3 P 4
All Pass

Under 19s in Amsterdam

Would you open a weak two on
north’'s hand? Would you bid to 4 on
west’'s hand? Ah, the impetuosity of
youth!! Truth to say it was heading for
two off on a club lead but got a heart
ducked to east, crossed to a diamond,
finessed the Jand all the rest is history.

Unfortunately they still lost the match
but learnt that even great teams make
mistakes.

Oh vyes, what happened earlier?
France were playing Italy with France
trailing. Make the grand slam, not bid in
the other room, and there is a gain of 15
Imps or so. Go off and a loss of about 17
Imps - a huge combined swing of over
30Imps!!

What did you do? Of course it is
obvious to finesse on the second round,
isn't it? Or did this expert player lead a
tricky trump from Qxx?

| saw this defender against the U19's
so would have got it right. He led from
xx!! The Frenchman believed the Italian’'s
card and finessed on the second round!!
Wrong. Big swing and trophy to Italy.

Of course you wouldn't have blamed
partner would you. Remember that 3NT
you didn't make earlier?

| would like to invite everybody who wants to ledmmdge to join

Learn from the comfort of your armchair. | offeivate
lessons customised to your requirements - biddiag]
4 1 ; play, conventions - with prepared deals,
software, quizzes and practice exercises.
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HE somewhat misleadingly named Young Chelsea Bridge Club (neither all that young nor really in Chelsea — it's near

Earl’'s Court station — but still a top place to pla  y bridge) recently won the National Inter-Club Knoc  k-Out (NICKO) final.
In the end this was no surprise as both finalists w ere Young Chelsea teams — the F and H teams in fact . Here were the line-
ups on the day:
‘F’ team: David Ewart, Gunnar Hallberg, David Gol d, Phil King.
‘H’ team: Richard Hillman, Jonathan Green, Keith Bennett, Jeremy Dhondy, Frances Hinden, Paula Lesli e
Helped by a weakened F team line-up (neither capta in Sarah Dunn nor Tom Townsend were able to play in the final), YC
H emerged victorious by 44 IMPs. Take alook ata few of the hands.

West dealer; both vulnerable

NORTH
10865
Board 4 3
AKQJ52
76
WEST EAST
E%ZGZ ‘2239742 Partner's heavy 3 weak jump (not my choice) and the raise to
4 was enough to shut EW out of the auction. +130 was a
4 106 e . >
08 KJ32 useful position on the board. Lpoklng at all four hfands, it's easy
to see that West should have bid 4 . In general, it pays to act
SOXJH aggressively in such fit auctions.
105
9873
A10954
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1
3 P 4 All Pass

Contract: 4 byN. Lead: J

14
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South dealer; both vulnerable

NORTH
KQ
Board 7 K
J1065
KJ9432
WEST EAST
95 Al1074
Q106543 AJ87
AQ7 K983
AQ 10
SOUTH
J8632
92
42
8765
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
P 1
2 4 * P 4

All Pass

This was a difficult slam for our opponents to bid but it rated to
make, with a finesse required through the two level overcaller
on a spade lead (the alternative line is to cash A and then play
diamonds, hoping for singleton K or four diamond tricks with
no ruff before the last round). There are additional chances in
the diamond suit on any other lead, though on the hand North
would surely start with K.

4 was a splinter in support of hearts. West has a sixth
heart and useful diamonds but Q looks wasted. | don't really
disagree with 4 . Perhaps the hand is worth 4 if played as
‘last train’ (the use of the only available bid before a sign off as
an invitation to the next level — either game or slam).

North dealer; East-West vulnerable

NORTH
964
Board 9 KJ1083
4
K543
WEST EAST
Al10 832
AQ976 52
AKB85 1072
Q2 AJ1095
SOUTH
KQJ75
4
QJ983
87
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
2 P 2 % ??

2 was a weak Multi (a ‘poor’ weak two in either hearts or
spades, no strong options) and 2 pass or correct. What would
you bid as West?

With no obvious call here (double would be take-out, 3
artificial — asking for a stop for 3NT, 2NT is possible but you are
a bit heavy if North has spades), | elected to pass. | hoped to
double spades for take-out and defending would not necessarily
be bad if North held hearts. That proved to be the case. We
took 2 three off for +150, which scored up well with +200 from
3NT-2.

Frances Hinden mentioned that they play double of 2 in
that auction as either penalty or take-out (you judge which
based on your hand). Useful here.
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North dealer; both vulnerable

NORTH

AK74
Board 29 K74

A82

1093
WEST EAST
Q52 Jo3
108653 AQ92
104 97653
QJ5 7

SOUTH

1086

J

KQJ

AK8642
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
INT P ??

What would you bid as South after your partner opens a 12-14
NT? Based on our responses to 1NT, you have three options
as | seeiit:

1)3NT immediately

2)3 , showing heart shortage (singleton or void), 3 or 4

spades, and game values.

3)Transfer to clubs (via 2 ) then bid diamonds naturally (3 ).
What's your choice?

In the event, | bid 3 , partner 3 (showing four), then 3NT
from me. Partner converted this to 4 . | thought at the time that
3NT (rather than 4 ) might suggest some suitability for NT but
in fact | think this allows for a hand opposite with four spades
and a heart stop. Shows the importance of discussing all con-
tinuations with such methods.

I think it's really close as to which option to choose. Looking
at the two hands, 5 is the best game. 4 is playable but more
difficult to evaluate (more anon). 3NT hangs on the lead but
appears to require clubs 2-2 on a heart lead. Indeed, at the
other table, the contract was 3NT but East led a diamond. On
closer inspection, East must lead a heart honour to beat 3NT.
On a low heart lead, declarer can establish a third spade trick
without losing the lead to West when clubs do not break.

| have a sneaking admiration for transferring then bidding
diamonds (the trouble with 3 is the weak spades). Perhaps:

INT-2 *
3 -3
3 -4
5 -P

4 was tricky to play and in the end we were two off. It's always
down on a diamond lead (threatening a ruff) but on the actual
club lead can be made by ducking a trump and then leading up
to the other club honour and establishing the suit before drawing
trumps.

South dealer; North-South vulnerable

NORTH
K5
Board 31 K7
10854
108732
WEST EAST
Q10963 A82
J863 Q42
J2 A9763
Q5 64
SOUTH
J74
A1095
KQ
AKJ9
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1= 1
3 * 3 P
5 All Pass

Contract: 5 by S. Lead: 10

Another difficult hand only a couple of boards later. What do
you think of my bidding as South? 1 could have been short
(possibly two if 4-4-3-2 precisely) and 2 was natural (6-8
HCP), usually five clubs. Perhaps | should have steered more
obviously towards 3NT with 3 at my second turn. Doubling 3
is also possible but more difficult to judge. Here, 5 is second
best to 3NT (bid at the other table and made after a diamond
lead from East when West did not overcall).

The opening lead gave me a trick and East switched to A,
low diamond, West's J falling under the K. | cashed A,
crossed to K, and played another trump, low — how should |
play?

| reasoned as follows: spades were likely to be as shown,
diamonds also as shown. A2 bid by West showed hearts and
spades but was constructive (not weak). | therefore thought
West was more likely to have some shape to bid 1 (if 5-5-2-1)
and East Q to justify the values for 3 . Furthermore, cashing

A looked like a defender with a trump trick, else why not put
me to a possible guess in diamonds by continuing spades or
underleading (the correct defence if the minor suit Qs and Js
are switched between West and South)?

Down one. Fine defence by East to mislead me in trumps —
it was Gunnar Hallberg on my right, after all.
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East dealer; North-South vulnerable

NORTH
AQ32
Board 34 2
J32
AKJ76
WEST EAST
K87 106
QJ743 K8
K54 AQ10986
Q2 1084
SOUTH
J954
A10965
-
953
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1 P 1
X 2 2 2NT
4 4 JO J

| thought my partner did well on this hand as North. Over 2 , he
expected probable diamond shortness in my hand and for black
suit finesses through the 2NT bidder to be working. 4 was a
good contract, which could stand a 4-1 break in either black suit.
We made 11 tricks on a diamond lead.

East dealer; East-West vulnerable

NORTH
A10943
Board 38 A108
A82
82
WEST EAST
82 QJ76
Q32 J9
J10975 Q4
1097 AK543
SOUTH
K5
K7654
K63
QJ6
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1+ 1 P
2 * P 2 P

3NT All Pass

Contract: 3NT by S. Lead: J

How would you have bid these North-South hands? North
might have preferred 1  at his first turn. South’s 2 is then top
end for the call. North has a close decision over 3NT: switch K
and J with South and it's a better game.

I think my preferred auction over 1 would be:

1 -1
INT -3
4

On a club lead, 3NT has no chance but given 1 could be
short West elected to start with his diamond sequence. | won
K and played a heart to 10. West continued with Q. How

would you play now?

If diamonds are 5-2, it's a simple matter to win and lead up
to QJ to establish a ninth trick. If 4-3, you should duck in the
hope that East cannot establish a spade trick: East must hold
either QJ or a doubleton.

Against the table feel, | went for the latter. When Q held,
East switched to a low spade which ran to dummy’s 9. Game
made.
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County matters

S | write this column | wonder

whether we are in the lull before the
storm which may follow the start to P2P
on 1 April. We shall have to see but, as
the Chinese say, we live in interesting
times in the bridge world.

EBU County Chairmans’ Conference

| attended this in London in February.
Matters which came out of the meeting
that may interest Suffolk members were:

The EBU is considering registering
as a charity; it's early days but the EBU
had what they thought was a very useful
meeting with the Charity Commissioners
who were not discouraging. But they did
point out that the regime had not been
used by sports clubs, which had resulted
in the creation of the separate status of
‘Amateur Community Sports Clubs’ to
cater for those organisations. If the
status of charity was used by the
EBU we would be trail blazers in
that area. Watch this space - but
don’t hold your breath.

In an effort to get closer to Clubs
after the introduction of P2P from 1
April the EBU is planning to set up
an ‘EBU club committee’ which
would by-pass the counties and
which would meet twice a year.
Can't see it myself but | understand
the sentiment.

With similar sentiment, the EBU
is planning to set up a bridge
education scheme for club
teachers. The idea is that clubs
nominate suitable members who
teach the game to club members,
based on an EBU-devised training
course, having themselves taken an
EBU teachers’ course.

The intention here is for the EBU to
cater for all the members of affiliated
clubs who will be EBU members after 1
April and, obviously, to improve playing
abilities. Quite how this will work is to be
seen. The EBU has asked to meet with
the Suffolk Committee in May with a view
to Suffolk being used as a pilot county
for the scheme (I suspect following
Suzanne Gill's attendance at our well
attended club secretaries’ meeting in
February — see below). I'll report back to

members in the next edition of Table
Talk.

In a further effort to get clubs more
firmly involved, the EBU are considering
changing their voting structure.

One member one vote has, presently
at any rate, been rejected, but the
current arrangements under which
counties have between one and four
votes according to the membership of
that county (Suffolk has two) will be
retained with one important addition. In
future, all EBU affiliated clubs will have
one vote. Again, this is an attempt to
take the EBU directly to the clubs.

Club Secretaries’ meeting February 2010

The County held its biennial Club
Secretaries’ meeting at Stoke-by-
Nayland on 23 February. There was a

DUPLIMATE MACHINE: demand for boards

superb turnout with 12 of the Suffolk
clubs being represented. The last such
meeting was in 2007 (we deferred the
2009 meeting to 2010 to cater for P2P).
Suzanne Gill, the EBU link member for
P2P for counties in the east of England,
attended at our invitation to give us some
background on P2P matters.

Aside from P2P matters, dealt with
separately below, the principal topics to
emerge were:

County (in particular inter-club) events

There was a general feeling that
some events should segregate the
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average club players from the experts so
that people did not feel inhibited in
playing in such events. The Summer
League was cited in particular. Mike
O'Reilly is researching this on behalf of
the committee and any changes to
facilitate matters will be announced in
due course. An earlier start time for
some events, particularly in the winter
was also requested.

There was a strong feeling that
duplimated boards should be more
generally and readily available to those
that require them and the SCBA
committee supported this at their
meeting on April 13 (see page 6).

Dissatisfaction with the lighting, food
and prices at SBN as the principal venue
for county events was expressed by
several people. The SCBA committee is

conscious that SBN no longer
needs us as much as they did
when the hotel was first opened.
Our competitions secretary Rick
Waters thinks he may have struck
gold: the Ipswich Bowls Club
seem as if they would welcome
us. In order to consider whether
the venue will be suitable the
SCBA committee held their most
recent committee meeting there
before making a decision.
Since its inception, the Suffolk
website has been managed by
Din Gudka (who set it up) and the
whole county owes Din an
enormous debt of thanks for
looking after it over the last 10
years. Din is not a man to seek
acclaim; he just got on with matters
quietly himself, which is Din's style. The
whole county owe him thanks for this; if
you see him tell him how much you
appreciate what he did for us.

However, earlier this year Din
decided to stand down and the
Committee appointed Chris Chambers
as webmaster with input as to style and
content etc from Richard Evans and
Mike O'Reilly. The committee is very
keen to know what the Suffolk members
would like from the website. If you have

continued on page 37



Novices

ARAH Lomas and Rosie Lumb were

full of praise for their bridge teacher
after the Frinton pair won the Suffolk
Novices championship at the first
attempt.

Sarah said: “I used to play kitchen
bridge when | was a kid and then | took it
up again three years ago and went for
lessons to Janet Gardiner in Clacton and
| really never looked back.

“I spent a year going there and then
started playing at a small club in Fisk
Court in Clacton, before starting to play
at Frinton about a year ago.

“Frinton has speeded up my play and
it has taught me to watch your
opponents to see what they are up to.

“I am quite happy to play three times
a week now whereas three years ago |
would not have dreamt of it.

“Rosie has never played any club
bridge. She is my social bridge partner
and she came to Janet for lessons which
is how we met.

“She decided it would be lovely to
accompany me to the Novices which
was really surprising because it is not
something she ever does—and she
thoroughly enjoyed it although she could
not believe she had won.

“It would be lovely to play in some
other Suffolk events which enabled us to
progress up the ladder a bit more. It is
that age-old thing: you have to be good
to go onward and | know | am not good
enough yet.

“We defended well. We made the
most of our opportunities to get our
opponents down. Our signalling
helped...with little things like leading high
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-low from a doubleton and McKinney
discards so partner knew what you
wanted led back to you. A few people we
played did know what they were.

“We were playing five card majors
rather than absolutely straight ACOL and
there were a few things which Janet
taught us which were really useful. Janet
has taught us a few interesting quirks
which worked and so we want to say a
big ‘thank you’ to Janet.”
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ROB Davies had hardly touched a
playing card before he met Anna
Yarkina working as a croupier on a
cruise ship.

The couple subsequently married
and Anna came to Britain from Russia
- and suggested her new husband
should join her for bridge lessons in
Ipswich.

The fairy tale continued when the
young couple came out top amongst
the first and second year players in
the Novices championship - and were
runners-up overall.

Rob, who works for Suffolk county
council’'s music service and teaches
youngsters to play the trumpet, said:
“I have never played any card game
before, apart from the odd game of
Snap. Anna said it would be a good
idea to start learning.”

Anna had played “a little bit” of
bridge in Russia “a long time ago” but
has made giant strides since taking
lessons from Bogdan Talaga -
including playing in the county team.
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Knock-out Teams of Four qualifier

+ 3

HERE were 13 entries for the first stage of the Suf

Nayland. Even the less successful enjoyed the playi
Mike Bone. From the first (all-play-all) session th
remainder entered the Plate. Session 1 was won with
Gemmell and Maria Allnutt. The top tier in the seco
Moore (+24) finished just ahead of Mike Sherer, Ric
Robert Green, Colin Bamberger, Graham Beeton and Je

Most memorably for me, in 49 hands
| was dealt no fewer than four 8-card
suits (and two 7-carders).

On average a player will be dealt an
8-card suit in just over four such
sessions; not four in one session. But
first try these hands:

West dealer; North-South Vulnerable

NORTH
Q872
K10863
1095
5

SOUTH
AK
AQJ2
AKQ8
K32

Your LHO opens 3 and after two
passes you double. Partner boldly bids
4 . Without seeing partner's singleton
club (of course!), and with the lead
coming through your K, do you bid 6 ?
With limited points, isn't North virtually
marked with a singleton or void club? A
difficult decision which at least one South
solved by bidding 6NT. A club was not
led, but when the J fell in two rounds
the 12th trick was assured.

SSS
East dealer; North-South vulnerable
NORTH
K4
A7
5
AKQJ9873
WEST EAST
J1076 AQ32
KJ95 Q643
J32 AK1084
64 -
SOUTH
986
1082
Q976
1052

On this hand, even a good 8-card suit
proved of little help at ‘red’ vulnerability.
Afterl -pass-1 Iljumpedto5 , but
East wisely bid 5 which could not be

stopped. Note that 3NT by North is

unbeatable, but a low diamond lead ...?
SSS

This time the 8-suiter earned its keep:

West dealer; None vulnerable

NORTH
AK9843
7
K97
1095
WEST EAST
5 Q102
KQ1065432 -
5 AQJ1032
KJ2 A763
SOUTH
J86
AJ98
864
Q84

| opened with 4 and North was tempted
into bidding 4 which closed the auction.
Partner found the devastating A lead,
and continued the suit after a far from
encouraging signal (the two). Three
clubs, two diamonds, and a diamond and
heart ruff, left declarer four tricks adrift.
SSS

The bidding on this hand was fairly sober
despite eight good spades with West.

North dealer; both vulnerable

NORTH

A6

AJ10

Q10543

Q103
WEST EAST
KQJ87543 109
4 K8652
87 AK92
86 J4

SOUTH

2

Q973

J6

AK9752
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1 P 2 3
4 All Pass
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folk Knock-out Teams of Four Championship, held at

ng conditions, a good tea, and efficient directing

e top seven went forward to determine the four semi
a massive score of +100 by Chris Chambers, Jim Gob

nd session was much closer: David and Jenny Price,

k Hanley, Jeff Orton and Graham Beeton (+19). The P

ff Orton. Congratulations to all.

Stoke by
and scoring by

-finalists; the
ert, Peter
Andrew and Jane
late was won by

Cowardly? Why risk perhaps -500 to
save a part-score? 4 was doomed to
succeed; 4 is one away.

SSS

West dealer; None vulnerable

NORTH
1097
AKJ832
KJ42
WEST EAST
865 AKQJ3
AKQ98532 104
94 6
- 109873
SOUTH
42
J76
Q1075
AQ65

Finally, the most exciting of the 8-
card hands, but did we make the best
of it? | opened with 4 and North
overcalled 4NT showing the minors.
East passed, and South bid 5 which
East doubled. Should | have retreated

to 5 ? No! Trust your partner....
After a heart lead, ruffed, the hand

rather fell to pieces and declarer made
seven tricks for -800. (The hand record
claims that nine are possible).

Should North have tried 5 ? Difficult
to judge, but it will be only two off even
if East starts with a club, or - more
likely - A, and then a club (not too
difficult after the bidding, when dummy
shows up with four clubs).

How bad was -800? This time
very bad for North-South. Even
though EW can make +980 from a
slam (surely almost impossible to
bid), their team-mates managed only
+100 from 5 -2.



Knock-out Teams of Four final

The final of the Suffolk Knock Out Teams this year
Chris Chambers & Peter Sutcliffe) and Moore (Jane &
Handley in their semi final and Moore having beaten
players scoring up after each set. Duplimated board

The first set saw Allnutt take a
slender lead of one imp. The very first
board that Jane and | played got the
adrenalin flowing. As North (Dealer East;
East-West vulnerable) | held :

- KQ9 AKQJ75432 A

The auction went:

NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
P P 2 *
6 X P ?
* weak

What, if any, action do you take?
Unless partner thinks I've taken leave of
my senses (which | may have done) then
| have a one loser hand with first round
control. The loser is unlikely to be in  so
| presumably lack one of the rounded
suit Aces. If partner held one of those
might she not have bid 7 instead of
doubling? On the other hand E is very
unlikely to have an outside A for her
sacrificial bid so if partner doesn’'t hold
A it must be with W. This is not
impossible. So, with some reluctance |
pass. This was not a success. We took
800 against the stone cold grand slam
score of 1440, the full hands being:

East dealer; East-West vulnerable

NORTH
KQ9
AKQJ75432
A
WEST EAST
QJ6532 AK9897
7 6542
108 96
KJ63 84
SOUTH
104
AJ1083
Q109752

In the other room the opposition
played in 6 for plus 920 so we lost four
imps instead of gaining 11 imps.

Now, the eagle eyed amongst you
who played in the Championship Pairs
Final in 2009 may think you have seen
this hand before. Jane and | hadn't since
we had been away for the week the
qualifier was held but the other six

Wilmer.
s were provided for the event.

contestants had all played in that event.
More anon.

The second set saw a further six
imps going to Allnutt so at the half way
stage they led by seven imps. The third
set saw them gain a further 14 imp’s
mainly as a result of our shooting
ourselves in the feet. So, with one set to
go we were 21 imps adrift. We regained
11 of them on board 31 by bidding a
slam missed in the other room. Then my
bidding and our play let us down on
board 38:

East dealer; East-West vulnerable

NORTH
A4
Board 38 AKQJ43
764
103
WEST EAST
32 KQJ1096
108765 2
A95 QJ
KQ5 A962
SOUTH
875
9
K10832
J874
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1 P INT
2 X All Pass

My double was a bad bid; it suggests
a more balanced hand and is apt to deny
the sixth Better bids are 3
(invitational) or 3  (forcing) with 3
being much the better since the auction
doesn't really suggest | should force

It subsequently transpired that
not only board six but all the
boards one to 24 were identical

to boards one to 24 in the
second session of the 2009
Pairs Championship Final. Did it
make a difference? Who knows.

partner if she has strained to muster a
INT response on a five count.

I can’'t now think why | chose to
double. | suppose | must have been
trying to operate to gain a swing given
the desperate stage of the match
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turned out to be between Allnutt (Maria Allnutt & D
Andrew Moore and Jenny & David Price), Allnutt hav
The final consists of 40 boards played in

ebby Sutcliffe and
ing beaten
four sets of 10 with

(although the vulnerability was wrong for
that in any event) but it backfired
miserably. We got the play wrong too
and allowed declarer (Debby Sutcliffe) to
make her two small hearts en passant,
so we gained a measly 100 instead of
the 650 we would have got from the lay
down 11 tricks in4 .

In the other room teammates lost 300
on 3 X down two (fortunately not down
three) so my bidding and our play cost
us five imps instead of the eight imps we
should have won. In this way are bridge
matches won or lost.

With only a couple of boards to play
the four playing in the other room warned
us not to play board 35 since it was a

Maria Allnutt's team go forward
to represent

Suffolk in the
Pachabo in June.
Well done to them.

duplication of board 36 which we already
had played.

Something clearly went wrong (big
time) with the duplimating since board 33
on the print out didn’t exist, the hands
printed as 34 and 35 on the handout
were in the boards for 33 and 34 and
hands 35 and 36 duplicated each other.
So having scored up and lost by 17 imps
we all wondered what to do about the
unplayed two boards.

The matter was resolved by my
telephoning Jeremy Dhondy who said
‘tough the result stands on the 38 boards
you did play since we had by then
scored up; don’t deal any more.’

So a win to Allnutt's team who go
forward to represent Suffolk in the
Pachabo in June. Well done to them.

Oh yes, | earlier said more to come
about board six. It subsequently
transpired that not only board six but all
the boards one to 24 were identical to
boards one to 24 in the second session
of the 2009 Pairs Championship Final.
Did it make a difference? Who knows.
Certainly my team don't think it did but it
did leave an unpleasant taste. Still, these
things happen.

I hope that a fuller account of the
match will appear in the next edition of
Table Talk; since this report is being
written the day before the copy deadline
closes it cannot do full justice to the
match.



RIDGE - the
perfect way to
get together with

friends while putting
the grey matter to
work. But whatever
time of day you play, a
little refreshment either
before, mid-game or
afterwards adds to the
enjoyment.

For those who like
more chat and less
play, the food can
become quite a focal
point but for others
who want to get in as
many hands as
possible, it can be a
short interlude just to
get everyone
energised, or
something to eat as
you are playing.

Whether you are
serving  mid-morning
munchies, light
lunches, teatime treats
or simple suppers, the
most important thing is
to make it easy. You
don't want to worry
about a soufflé rising
as your grand slam
collapses.

The Unassuming
Cue Bidders  of
Cavendish have weekly
lessons over lunch so
between us we have
developed quite a
repertoire of soups and
snacks and here are
some of our ideas for
spring and summer.

*8

A great lunch time combination is a mug of soup and a sandwich or open sandwich. If
you are pressed for time or just don’t enjoy cooking, there are lots of ‘no cook’
options. You don’t even need to shop - ‘whatever was in the fridge’ results in some of
the most unusual and delicious flavour combinations.

Here are some we made earlier!

Open sandwiches : Rye bread with cream cheese make a good base which can
be topped with smoked salmon, parma ham or sun dried tomatoes.

Mini oatcakes topped with smoked mackerel pate with a squirt of lemon or a duck
pate with an olive to add interest are easy to eat.

Dips such as humus or guacamole served with dippers of carrot, celery or broccoli
are light and easy but there’s no need to buy ready made dips. A tub of Greek
yogurt, a couple of teaspoons of mayonnaise and chilli sauce make a sweet and
spicy dip or a combination of hard boiled eggs mixed with mayonnaise, mustard and
black pepper goes well with bread sticks.

Slices of quiche or pizza make a change from sandwiches and frittata has
proved very popular (see recipe on other page).

Grapes, pineapple wedges or English strawberries can be ‘picked at’ while play
continues (and, of course chocolate is good for the brain!).

Spinach soup

This is particularly good when the spinach is young and fresh. | learned rather late in
life it is much nicer when the spinach is added during the last five minutes of cooking
as it keeps its vibrant green colour rather than the slightly pond weed look if cooked
for much longer. The recipe serves four people and is equally good hot or chilled.

Ingredients : Serves 4

2 medium onion sliced

1 medium sized leek thinly sliced

1 medium sized potato diced (or two for
a thicker soup)

5009 of fresh baby leaf spinach

Cooking Instructions:

1. Heat a splash of oil or a knob of butter
on a medium heat in a heavy bottomed
pan, add the onions, leek and potato and
soften for five minutes.

2. Add the stock, slowly bring to the boil,
Half a teaspoon of grated nutmeg/ then simmer gently for about 30 minutes

nutmeg powder _ ensuring the soup doesn't come to the
2 pints of vegetable or chicken stock boil.

Olive oil or a knob of butter 3. Introduce the spinach, raise the heat

Salt and pepper to taste slightly and stir continuously for four
minutes, until all the spinach leaves are
dark green and limp.

4. Turn the stove off and leave the soup
to stand for fifteen minutes then blend
the soup in a food processor or with a
hand blender until completely smooth.
5. Bring back to the stove and reheat
until hot but don't boil, add salt and
pepper to taste.

6.. Serve with a swirl of yogurt or créeme

SOUP SECRET: Add spinach late on fraiche.
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Frittata

This makes a great alternative to
quiche and when cut into squares can
be eaten in your hand.

A Frittata is a baked omelette, under
the grill. Add different herbs for flavour
if liked or include extras such as red or
green peppers or mushrooms or add
smoked salmon or other fish for a
change.

Ingredients:

8 eggs

5 tablespoons milk

salt and pepper

good knob of butter

4 0z (100g) streaky bacon, snipped

1 small onion, chopped coarsely

40z (100g) cheddar cheese, grated

2 tablespoons fresh parsley, chopped
1 tablespoon fresh chives, snipped

Cooking Instructions:
1. Preheat your grill until very hot.

Blend together the eggs and milk in a
bowl, season with a little salt and
pepper and whisk lightly with a fork.

2. Melt the butter in a grill-proof frying
pan over a high heat and add the
bacon pieces and onion and fry until
crispy. Keep stirring all the time not
allowing the bacon to stick. Using a
slotted spoon remove half the onion
and bacon into a bowl and set aside
and keep warm.

3. Pour in the egg mixture into the pan
with the remaining onion and bacon
and sprinkle evenly with the cheese
and parsley. Put the pan to under the
grill and leave for about 6-8 mins until
the omelette is just set.

4. Turn the frittata out (upside down)
onto a serving dish and serve warm
with the bacon and onion spooned on
top or allow to cool and cut into slices
or small squares.
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Lemon Drizzle Cake
This was pronounced the
best lemon drizzle cake
ever at our village fete — |
think the secret is to be
generous with the lemon
juice in the drizzle to make it
really tangy.

Cake

4 oz butter

6 0z caster sugar

6 oz self-raising flour
4 tablespoons of milk
2 large eggs

Grated rind of 1 lemon

Drizzle

3 rounded tablespoons of
icing sugar

3 tablespoons of lemon
(add more if you would like
it more tangy).

Grease and line a 2 Ib loaf
tin. Preheat oven to
180C/160C Fan/Gas 4

Cream the butter and sugar.
Add the eggs, sifted flour,
finely grated lemon rind and
milk.

Mix well to a soft dropping
consistency.

Put it in the tin, smooth the
top and bake.

Bake for about 45 minutes
until risen and golden and
the centre springs back
when lightly pressed.

Mix the sifted icing sugar
and lemon juice and keep
and pour over the cake as
soon as it comes out of the
oven. Leave itin the tin
until it is completely cold.
Watch out for sticky fingers
on the cards!



Director’'s Corner

HAT is “UI"?

This is director-speak for
Unauthorised Information. Two laws
cover this sort of problem, 16 and 73,
and both say much the same thing.
“When partner makes available
information etc etc” and must seek to
avoid taking advantage etc etc”

We all know these sort of problems
can easily arise but just to show that it
happens in congresses as well as in
clubs, here is a very bad example from
the Guernsey congress.

WEST EAST
6 10753
QJ1075 86
QJ1087 53
K3 AJ1076

South opened 1NT (12-14) and West
overcalled 2 believing it to show Hearts
and a minor. East alerted; North asked
the meaning and East explained it as

Spades and a minor.

The auction then continued 2 by
East; Pass by South; 3 by West; all
Pass. The contract went one off when
the suits did not behave kindly and
North/South did not find the best
defence after the explanations given.
North/South were not happy about the
result so the TD was called.

When | enquired further, it transpired
that when East gave his explanation,
West slammed her cards on the table
and picked up their convention card to
read it so | asked East why he passed
the three heart bid when he had a clear
preference for Spades and he said he
realised he had got it wrong. | asked
West why she had bid 3 and she said
(honestly) that she did it because partner
thinks she has spades!

There is no doubt that both players
were guilty of using Ul and | had to
adjust the score. If there had been a
brick wall across the table, what should

*k*%

have happened? West should believe
that East has a very good Spade suit
and pass the 2 . North would be likely
to double and West could then bid 3

and East should bid 3 having no
interest in going further. North would
double this, and whether West passed or
tried one of her red suits, the opponents
would double and E/W would not get out
for less that three off so 800 to North/
South was the score | assigned.

North/South can make 3NT so it was
not all bad for East/West. They were -5
IMPs on the board and | hope they saw
the error of their ways!

The important point is that you must
not pay any attention if partner gives an
explanation which is different from your
understanding or if partner alerts (or fails
to alert) unexpectedly. You must
continue to bid the hand on the
assumption that partner did understand
as you intended until such time that it is
obvious that the “wheels have come off.”

County report

4 5

HIS was my first season as county

captain and one of my duties was to
pick teams to play in the Eastern
Counties League. Twenty four players
have to be selected (a team of eight
playing in each of the A,B and C
divisions) for each of seven outings so
it's not an entirely simple task.

Pleasingly, | managed to get 24
Bridge players to the right location at the
right time on each occasion.

The Bridge we played varied
between very good and very bad with the
result that we finished the season in
moderate positions as follows:

‘AN TEAM 5"
‘B’ TEAM 4"
‘C’ TEAM 7"

The target now is to improve in each
division next season.

We all love slam hands when things
go right for us so let's have a look at a
couple of problems.

Hand A. At unfavourable vulnerability
you hold:

- AK8752 K  AKQJ103

You are just wondering how to
handle such a hand when partner opens
INT (12-14). You commence with 2
(transfer) and partner bids 3 showing a
minimum with four cards in hearts. What
next?

Hand B. At Game All, RHO opens 1
and you hold:

A985432 - 1072 A84

You elect to overcall with 1 . LHO
bids 4 and shows no keycards over
ANT. RHO proceeds to 6 . You pass
and to your surprise partner doubles.
What should you lead?

On hand A the sensible call is a cue
bid of 4 to see if partner can cue bid
diamonds. If so, you can use Blackwood
to establish how many aces are opposite
and bid 7 opposite one (already
established to be the right one) or 7 No
Trumps opposite two. If you launch
straight into Blackwood you will not know
whether to bid the Grand Slam opposite
a one ace response.

The full hand was:

AK8752
K
AKQJ103

AQ92
Q1043
A8
975
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WEST

All six Suffolk pairs bid this one.

On hand B there is an argument for
leading the Ace of your shorter suit as it
is more likely to stand up — but what
about the double, clearly a Lightner
double.

Often this is for the lead of dummy’s
first bid suit but of course there isn’t one
here. The clue is that you don’t often
lead a suit you have overcalled against a
suit contract unless you have touching
honours. In this situation the double is a
command for the lead of your own suit!

Here is the full hand:

NORTH
107
Q10875
4
KQ653
EAST
A985432 -
- 964
1072 QJ963
A84 J10972
SOUTH
KQJ6
AKJ32
AK85



Mid Anglia Pairs

HIS year’'s event was held at Stoke

by Nayland, a favourite venue for
SCBA events but one which usually
elicits a number of adverse comments
from some participants. This is primarily
due to the poor lighting which by tea time
means tables are being shuffled around
in order to place them under whatever
ceiling light is available.

The latest renewal attracted 26 pairs,
slightly down on last year.
Notwithstanding this the movement in an
all-play-all event meant a possible late
finish.

In the interest of democracy the
players were asked to indicate, early in
the second session, if they would prefer
to complete all rounds or finish a couple
of rounds earlier. The vast majority
wanted to complete all scheduled rounds,
so the event finished just after 9 pm.

Now what was that lead?

One hand (board 42) of particular
note was played by Charles Parker
(Framlingham) who became declarer in
INT. No trumps was a common contract,
being played 75% of the time, and
normally made seven. One result stood
out — INT +6 played by Charles. Now for
the inquest.

After three passes North opens 1
and then passing South’s 1NT, cautious
you may say. You are on lead against
INT by South and you hold:

1092 QJ98 Q74 QJ7

So what do you lead? | predict that
most players would lead a heart and this
would restrict declarer to nine tricks at

9

most. However when discussing this
hand later Charles couldn’t remember
what the opening lead was, except that it
wasn't a heart!

&*

The full hand is:

NORTH
AKQ6
7432
KJ5
A10
WEST EAST
1092 J743
QJ9s AK95
Q74 109
QJ7 654
SOUTH
85
10
A8632
K9832

The South hand, without the values
for a two level response, is one where
we force ourselves to bid 1INT and
hope for a friendly lead. This is exactly
what Charles got! The question is what
lead can yield 12 tricks to declarer.
Obviously the minors need to bring in
five tricks each, but how?

A domination of doubles?

Board 18 was another of some
interest. Of the 12 contracts nine were
played by East (dealer) usually in 4 .
All bar one were doubled by North,
who must have been collectively
aggrieved when all except one of the
contracts made! Here is the hand, with
NS vulnerable and EW not.

NORTH
K4
A105
AJ4
AK654
WEST EAST
QJ63 A1075
QJ72 K8643
97 KQ82
Q72 -
SOUTH
982
9
10653
J10983
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The auction usually went:

East South West North

1 P 2 ?

What does North do now? Double or
3 ? Either way, East is likely to raise to
3

East South West North
X/3

3 P P X/4
4 P P X

Be honest, wouldn’t most of us have
doubled with the North hand. Of the
doubled contracts and with one
exception, ten or eleven tricks rolled in.

It is possible that as the day
progressed there may have been some
tactical bidding when players realised
that it was Butler scoring for this event.
Pairs realised that they needed to think
IMPS (teams) rather than the more
normal pairs match points.

9 9 $9
+ $( YH& < 3 %1; (4 B5,*DD
. & ;4 B5G*DD

?2F| 9 " 3 B>G*DD

$N| + Q RO

(2 Q < RS$
# 6 Q! 2 RO"
% | + ,& Q R0
5 | ( > Q:;8 C<& R$
1 (4 Q. R"%
, & - - Q R"$
N |(-Q - R’
N| -&. Q 6 Rl
$ ;8 Q; R %
0 & Q R
( Q! RO
# /. < Q 2
% | - 4 Q( :8 C5
5 2& Q C§
1 | ( Q4- ** ;& C$#
Q;8 - C$5
- Q +8 o)
Q< C#$
Q( < C#5
"0 Q:82 C%5
- Q4 ! Cc5
w1 Q C51




Book review

Somehow We Landed

in Six Notrump
by David Bird

OST readers will be familiar with at

least some of David Bird’'s prolific
writings in books and magazines. This
book is unusual - perhaps unique - with,
as the title suggests, every hand being
played in 6NT.

None, of course, is totally
straightforward, and they range from the
apparently simple (but look out for bad
breaks and other snags), to the
apparently impossible (but can you find a
way?).

This is not a book of bidding. Usually
the bidding is given, and sometimes
commented on favourably or otherwise,
but largely this is a book of play and
defence. As we would expect from this
author, the writing is clear and often
amusing, with Bird’'s familiar characters,
the Abbot, the Mother Superior, the
Rabbi, the Sheriff of Nottingham and
many others appearing.

It is also good value: "Do you feel
cheated when you pay good money for a
book and find several pages that are
mostly white space? It will not happen
here." There are 63 played hands, some
from tournaments by well-known players,
and some invented. And in the ‘white
spaces’ are 32 quizzes.

Perhaps inevitably, given the
contract, there are many hands that
require a squeeze and/or a throw-in play.
If you need practice in those
departments (and who doesn’'t?) this
book will provide it.

I have chosen a few hands that |
hope give the flavour of the book. But
firstly, a quiz. (The answer is at the end
of the review).

Dealer North. Neither vulnerable

NORTH
Contract: 6NT Q964
by S. Lead: 10 73
752
743
WEST EAST
J1075 832
82 K10964
86 J1094
109862 5
SOUTH
AK
AQ5
AKQ3
AKQJ

In the following hand, the Sheriff is
partnering Loose Lilian, and Guy of
Gisburne is playing with ‘Madam’ Meg.
The stakes are a groat a hundred.

Dealer North. Neither vulnerable

NORTH
Contract: 6NT Q973
by S. Lead: J AT
y o : KQ874
43
WEST EAST
J1084 62
Q93 10854
J953 1062
K9 J1087
SOUTH
AK5
KJ62
A
AQ652
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
, -&
1 P 2
P 2 P 6NT

Declarer was far from seeing her way
to 12 tricks, and with two finesses failing,
the contract seems doomed. Loose Lilian
won A, cashed A, played K and
finessed 9. Three more rounds of
diamonds put Guy on lead and he was
forced to play a club or a heart for
declarer’s 12th trick.

The Sheriff laughed heartily. ‘Very
amusing! he exclaimed. ‘The great Sir
Guy of Gisburne, end-played by a
shilling tart from Lucas Street!

Sir Guy fared no better on this hand,
partnering the Sheriff against a wealthy
couple, Lord and Lady Barcliffe. The
stakes were rather higher at five guineas
per 100.

Dealer South. Both vulnerable

NORTH
Contract: 6NT AS
by S. Lead: K Araz
’ ' AK75
875
WEST EAST
KQJ109843 2
3 J1096
93 J1042
102 J963
SOUTH
76
KQ85
Q86
AKQ4
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
-&
INT
4 6NT All Pass

With only ten top tricks, and all suits
breaking badly, it was clear that the
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contract would fail. That is until Lord
Barcliffe ducked trick one!

From whatever suit Guy chose to
discard on the second spade, declarer
could play off four tricks, in the process
squeezing Guy in the other suits. (And if
the Sheriff had switched at trick two,
declarer could have played A himself).

SSS

From medieval mayhem to
missionaries in the African jungle, and
some exotic players:

Dealer South. Neither vulnerable

NORTH
Contract: 6NT AK10
by S. Lead: J 1973
6532
Q5
WEST EAST
Q843 975
1042 865
- K984
J109843 K62
SOUTH
J62
AKQ
AQJ107
A7
WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH
<-4 . - <- 2 - Lo
. <
2NT
P ANT P 6NT

Brother Tobias took the A (J-Q-K-A)
and played a low spade to the ace. A
diamond finesse won, but the Parrot
showed out. Two more entries to dummy
were needed to pick up East’s diamonds,
and declarer had to risk finessing the

10. But on the 6 West played the
qgueen, and that killed the second entry -
and the contract.

"Jack, jack, jack," screeched the
Parrot. "What does he mean?" asked
Brother Tobias. The Witch Doctor
explained. "At trick two you should lead
the jack of spades to the ace. Then even
a clever parrot couldn't prevent three
entries to dummy!"

SSS

And the quiz at the beginning? "It
would be a shame to go minus with a
giant hand like that," says Bird.

There is no hurry to test the
diamonds. Declarer wins A, cashes a
second club and leads the Q. If East
wins, declarer has access to dummy and
the Q - his 12th

trick. So East Q
ducks. Now cash J7
all the black B

winners, give East
the 4th diamond
(being careful to
throw dummy’s
master spade), and
East will have to -
concede the last A5
two tricks.
NORMAN LESS

K10

"0
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N the early days of bridge, “double”

always meant that you expected to get
the opponents’ contract down. Later on
it was realised that it's rarely worth
doubling a low level suit contract for
penalties, because if you're strong
enough to take enough tricks to get the
opponents down with their suit as
trumps, you've probably got a better-
scoring contract of your own.

Nowadays, doubles of low level suit
bids are normally played for takeout,
asking partner to choose a suit.

Novice players are often confused as
to when their partner’s double is for
penalties and when it's for takeout, but if
you're playing a standard system (such
as Standard English Acol or SAYC) it's
actually quite easy to tell:

Penalty Doubles :

(1) Doubles of genuine No Trump bids
are always for penalties (but it makes
sense to play a double of the “dustbin”
1INT response for takeout.)

(2) If your side doubles an opponent’s
opening bid of INT and they try to
escape into a suit, further doubles are
also for penalties.

(3) Apart from opening bids, doubles of
suit bids higher than 2 * are for
penalties.

Takeout Doubles :

(4) Doubles of opening suit bids at any
level are for takeout.

(5) Apart from (2) above, doubles of all
suit bids up to and including 2 * are for
takeout.

* Some partnerships agree to play
takeout doublesupto 3 .

Responding to a Takeout Double

A classic takeout double of an
opponent’s opening suit bid shows
opening points, shortage in the
opponent’s suit, and willingness to play
in any unbid suit, e.g. (1 ) — X suggests
your partner has opening points and is
happy to play in clubs, hearts or spades.

With no intervening bid:
If there is no intervening bid, you MUST

Beginners and Improvers

Brush up your (very) basic
bidding: Doubles

REPLY even if you have no points at all.
Your partner has said he has no defence
to the opponents’ suit, so the last thing
he wants is for them to be left in it
doubled! The only time you would pass
a takeout double would be when you had
something like AKQxx in the opponent’s
suit. Even then, look at the vulnerability
to see whether you'd be better to pass
and convert the double to penalties, or to
bid No Trumps.

If you are very weak (0-7 points), bid

your longest suit at the lowest possible
level (preferring a 4 card major at the 1
level to a 5 card minor at the 2 level).

With 8+ points you know your side
has the balance of the points (partner
has said he has at least 12, and 12+8 =
20 = half the points in the pack ), so
jump a level to tell partner the good
news. If you have a good major suit and
12+ points, jump straight to game.

If your only 4 card suit is the
opponents’ suit, do not bid NT unless
you have at least 2 good stops in that
suit. It may be necessary to bid a 3 card
suit instead:

e.g. after(1 )-X - (P),with A54
7652 KQ3 Q98 bid1 ,the 3card
suit you can show with the cheapest bid.

After an intervening bid:

The intervening bid cancels the double,
S0 you can choose whether or not to
reply. Bid as if your partner had made
an opening bid in your longest suit
(preferring a 4 card major to a longer
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minor).
e.g. the bidding goes (1 )—X—-(1 )- 2.
If you have 4 spades, pretend your
partner opened 1S, and bid accordingly:

With 0-5 points, PASS

With 6-9 points, bid spades at the

lowest level, in this case 1 .

With 10+ points, jump in spades

N.B. When both opponents are
bidding, your partner has doubled, and
you have enough points to make a free
reply, it's unlikely that either side has the
25 HCP normally needed for game!
However, game might still be on with
very distributional hands so, when you
work out your points, count extra for
shortages in other suits, or use the
Losing Trick Count to help you to decide
what to reply.

Responsive doubles:

When partner doubles, and you have
equal length in a major and a minor, it's
usually best to opt for the major. With
both majors, or both minors, it's more
difficult to choose, but if your RHO raises
his partner’s suit, a responsive double
can help:

After(1 )—-X-(2 ) or(1 )-X—-(2),
double by you says you have both
majors, and can’t decide which is best to
bid. It asks the original doubler to
choose.

Similarly, after (1 )-X—-(2 ) or(1 )-
X —(2 ), double by you suggests you do
not have the unbid major , but you do
have both minors and are not sure which
to choose.

Doubles on Strength not Shape:

The normal upper limit for a suit overcall
is 16 HCP. If the opponents open the
bidding and you have 17+ points you
should double first and bid your long suit
on the next round. Your partner will
respond as if you have done a classic
takeout double. When you reject his suit
and bid your own it tells him that you
doubled because you were too strong

to overcall .

It follows that when you double on
fewer than 17 HCP, you must be
prepared to accept whichever suit your
partner chooses!



Tollemache qualifier

CREATING HISTORY: The triumphant Suffolk team which
Peter Sutcliffe, Jane Moore, Jim Gobert, Chris Cham

Y now I'm sure most of you will

have heard the tremendous
news: for the first time ever Suffolk
qualified for the Tollemache final!

The Tolle is the national
competition between most of the
counties in England (with the
addition of regions in Wales and the
Isle of Man) playing in teams of
eight.

This year’s qualifying event was
played on 28-29 November 2009 in
Hinckley, Leicestershire.

These were the partnerships:

Andrew and Jane Moore

Peter and Peter
Chris and Jim
Jenny and David Price
Jonathan Green...
Yes, | was the ‘odd’ one in the

line-up...

| played in partnership most of
the time with David Price and
occasionally with Chris Chambers,
allowing Jenny and Jim a well-
earned rest for a few boards.

Most counties take a ‘squad’ of
five pairs to enable rotation across
the event (with ‘subs’ on the bench)
— we played 96 boards in total over
the weekend. David captained us
superbly for the event and Jenny
made an impressive debut in the
competition!

Eight of the 43 counties were
seeded based on qualification to the
final the previous year (Kent are the
current holders). The counties were
then drawn into four groups with two
seeds in each. The seeds in our
group (B) were Warwickshire and
Yorkshire. The top two counties
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qualified for the Tollemache final for the first t
bers, Peter Gemmell, Jenny Price, Jonathan Green an

ime. Left to right: Andrew Moore,
d captain David Price.

from each group qualify for the final.

The leader board on the opposite
page has been rearranged to reflect
finishing positions.  Results from
individual matches are also included.
Each match was over 12 boards.
Scoring was by cross-IMPs*
converted to Victory Points (20 VPs
are shared between the two teams in
the match e.g. 10-10 or 20-0).

* Cross-IMP scoring: A team of eight
consists of two NS and two EW
pairs. Each pair must score their
card twice by IMPs — once with each
of the pairs sitting in the opposite
direction.

An impressive set of wins against
all other counties, other than that 6...
against Norfolk.

Let's not linger. On to the hands!



Tollemache qualifier

WHAT A DIFFERENCE A YEAR MAKES... The Table Talk he adline a year ago says it all after Suffolk finish

bottom in the Tolle qualifier

West dealer; both vulnerable

N
U
w
T

NORTH
Session 1 :
' KJ8763
Board 4 A953
A104
WEST EAST
KJ84 A10976
AQ10 9
Q2 1084
9852 J763
SOUTH
Q532
542
KJ76
KQ
Table 1
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1
1 1 INT P

How would you bid the South cards? At Table 1, David
overcalled 1 as North and | decided to bid INT at my first turn.
Opposite an overcall, this shows about 9-12 HCP and stop(s) in
the opponents’ suit(s). As with any 1NT overcall, it should be up
to strength when both opponents are in the auction — it's more
dangerous and partner has another go so there’s less need to
bid immediately. It's not clear to bid INT — 2 * showing heart
support is a reasonable alternative (as at Tables 2 & 3).
However, the values are soft (no aces), the trump support poor,
we have a spade stop, and get most of the hand over in a single
bid.

Having bid 1NT, my second call of 3 is dubious. Although
the hand is minimum in terms of high cards (no Aces, KQ tight
in clubs), | have little wasted in spades, useful minor suit cards,
and most importantly, three trumps. | think | should jump to 4
(or possibly try 3 ). Fortunately David was strong enough to bid
game on his own.

The 4 bid at Tables 2 & 3 is questionable. If East were

4 All Pass sure that partner has 5 clubs and 4 spades, then this is
reasonable given that both 4 and 4 could be making. When
Tables 2 & 3 1 could be shortand 2 might show only three trumps, pass is
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST probably more prudent. 4 X was down three for -800.
1 Suffolk gained significantly on this board thanks to Jim and
1 1 2 2 Chris stealing 2 at Table 4. South should be bidding at his first
4 4 X All Pass or second turn and indeed North should also double 2 for take-
out. Their silence was curious.
Table 4
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1
1 1 P 2
All Pass
County Total Suffolk NE Norfolk Mers & War  Worcs Yorks  Northants Lancs
Ches
Suffolk 115 14 6 15 20 12 16 14 18
North East 94 6 6 10 16 20 9 - 9
Norfolk 89 14 14 1 6 14 15 14 10
Merseyside & Cheshire 81 5 10 19 9 7 6 10 14
Warwickshire 77 0 4 14 11 12 14 4 13
Worcestershire 75 8 0 6 13 8 18 0 13
Yorkshire 73 4 11 5 14 6 2 11 18
Northamptonshire 59 6 2 5 9 11 11 7 8
Lancashire 57 2 11 10 6 7 7 2 11
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Tollemache qualifier

East dealer; East-West vulnerable

NORTH
ggZifgz' AJ10984
KQ6
AQ52
WEST EAST
AK10843 9652
5 762
953 1042
K74 1093
SOUTH
QJ7
KQ3
AJ87
186
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
P INT* 2
27 *12-14 HCP

What would you bid as North on the auction given? Andrew
found the excellent bid of 6 .

At other vulnerabilities (and with a different hand), this puts
pressure on East, who might be tempted to save in 6 . Asiit
was, it showed fine judgement in evaluating the potential of the
hand.

West's 2 overcall suggested partner might not have much
wasted in spades. Those hearts would play opposite as little as
two low for one loser so you're not looking for much more than
the Aand K forslam to be good. If either is missing (or any
heart honours), these are likely to be with the overcaller. On the
layout, slam was cold.

East dealer; North-South vulnerable

NORTH
Session 2, AKQS
Board 18 52
Jo4
8763
WEST EAST
109874 J2
K97 J1064
10 87632
QJ92 AK
SOUTH
63
AQ83
AKQ5
1054

NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST

P 1 P
1 P INT P
3NT All Pass Lead: Q

On the auction given, how would you play 3NT on the lead of
the Qtothe K, followed by Athen Jswitch? You have
eight sure tricks and it would be easy to finesse in hearts for the
ninth. However...

Clubs appear to be 4-2 (particularly with the tempo at the
table) although it's possible East has AK9 and West QJ2 with
East looking for a fifth defensive trick by switching to a heart.
Where's the K? Unlikely to be with East, who passed
originally and has shown up with  AK and J so far (and many
open aggressively even with only 11 HCP). If West does indeed
have QJ92, K, and long spades, he is going to be under
pressure on the run of the diamonds. If the K should happen
to be onside, there is still time to lead up to it later, having
cashed diamond and spade winners — this succeeds as long as
East cannot cash two spade/diamond winners when in with the

K. So...

Win A and cash four diamonds. West can part easily
enough with a heart and spade but is stuck for a third discard: a
spade or heart gives up a trick immediately so West pitched the

9. It was then a simple matter for me to play a third round of
clubs establishing the ninth trick and generating a useful swing
for the team.

South dealer; both vulnerable

NORTH
Session 2, E8331%743
Board 23 N Q
9
WEST EAST
Jo4 AQ6
A98 65
972 AJ1083
J843 K105
SOUTH
105
2
KQ654
AQ762

NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1 P
1 P 2 P
4 All Pass Lead: ??

What would you lead as East on the auction given? Note that
North is not concerned about missing a 5-3 spade fit: even then
hearts is likely to play better (imagine Qxx, x, AKxxx, KQxx
opposite, for example).

The natural lead on this auction is a spade but the holding is
unattractive — leading from an Ace often costs a trick and AQ is
particularly unappetising. A trump is often dangerous on such
an auction, particularly from two low — you are leading into a
long, possibly broken suit when declarer may not have any
trumps in dummy to do so. Diamonds is dummy’s first bid suit
and a club from the King is no more appealing.

Chris started with A, no doubt hoping to hit shortage in my
hand or at least not to give anything away. Not this time...
Declarer ruffed and played Kto my A. Not envisaging the
layout, | switched carelessly to 4, not J. I'm still haunted by
this awful defence. No doubt declarer should have played a
club to the Queen and then taken three discards on A, KQ
before touching trumps as the A rated to be on his left from the
opening lead. Still, 'm clutching at straws here and declarer
clearly had the measure of his RHO...

My team-mates had me covered on this board as 4 made
at all tables in our match (though it was defeated several times
around the room).
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Tollemache qualifier

South dealer; Neither vulnerable

NORTH
. A52
Session 3,
Board 11 g 107432
973
WEST EAST
QJ 1084
J65 A
2 AQ10984
KJ106542 AQ8
SOUTH
K9762
Q98
KJ765
Table 1
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1 2
2 3 3NT
X P 4
4 5 P P
X All Pass
Table 2
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
2 P
2NT* 3 All Pass
Table 3
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
2 * P
P 3 All Pass
Table 4
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
2 3
3 P 4
4 X P
P 5 All Pass

This board was entertaining at our table (1). |1 am a follower of
the Losing Trick Count when convenient. Here, with no-one
vulnerable (‘white’) and first to go (as South), it suited me to
open, striking the first blow, crowding the auction, and
competing aggressively for a possible part-score. Over-
reaching and going off only in 50s would often not be so bad.
However, things were a bit livelier than | expected. The start to
the auction was also somewhat unexpected from East's point of
view, holding by far the best hand at the table!

West's 2 is unclear (pass, 3 , or even an adventurous 4
are alternatives) and East would surely have bid 3 if forcing. In
fact, East did well to stop short of slam though why he did not
redouble 3NT is a mystery (laydown for 9 tricks). That double
by David was a fine shot, applying pressure to West, who didn’t
feel so confident about QJ any longer (partner's 10xx was
just what was required, of course). My hand suddenly improved
when David tried 4 - Qxx in trumps and a void on the side!

I think | then have to take my medicine when partner
doubles 5 . There’s no point in running, despite having next to
no defence — doing so means you often let the opponents off
the hook when they go wrong, which defeats part of the purpose
of applying pressure from the opening bid. | thought about
bidding 5 opposite David’s likely 3-6 in the majors but this was
probably going a couple off if David could only raise to 2 at his
first turn, limiting his hand.

The play in 5 X was not without interest. David led his
singleton diamond. Declarer should have established dummy’s
diamond suit, pitching losing spades from hand if necessary.

5 is cold on this line as declarer can fall back on ruffing hearts.
His actual line was to win A, unblock A, and play a spade to
Q and A. The trump return was won by the 8 in dummy and a
second spade was conceded. David then pitched his last spade
on a diamond back as declarer ruffed high and his 9 was
eventually promoted into the setting trick.

What would you bid as East at tables 2 and 3? You're
heavy for 3 but it's difficult to see anything better. Should
West thentry 4 as a passed hand? This usually implies at
least diamond tolerance or a fit. A tough hand.

However, all worked out well as 5 also went off at Table 4
where Suffolk were NS (I don’t agree with the 3  overcall and
East’s bidding is not particularly convincing either). Four plus
scores gave the team a reasonable gain on the board.

North dealer; East-West vulnerable

Session 3,
Board 25

WEST
KQ4
73
10873
A854

NORTH
P
All Pass

NORTH
762
108
AB52
K1076
EAST
J10853
AQ2
KQ
J93
SOUTH
A9
KJ9654
J94
Q2
EAST SOUTH WEST
1 2 2

Contract: 2 by E.

Lead: 2

Peter and Peter found a neat defence on this hand. East might
have opened a weak 1NT if available (the auction might then
have continued 2 -Dbl-P-2 ; P-P-Dbl?-P-3 ). On the actual
auction, North was not quite strong enough for a take-out
double — change 108to Q8 and it becomes attractive.

With no attractive lead, Peter G tried the effect of 2.
Declarer, fearing a singleton and ensuing club ruffs, rose with
the A and played a heart to the Ace and 2. The J
swallowed North’s 10, allowing South to cash Q and play 9 to
his partner’s Ace. South then pitched 4 onthe K and North
did well to continue with his last club and not try to give South a
diamond ruff — no doubt based on the opening lead he placed

Q ( K not led) with declarer and therefore doubleton KQ in a
5-3-2-3 (which fitted with an unusual low club from Qx rather
than diamond lead from xx). Declarer ruffed high, and ruffed his
heart loser (high) but later lost a trump trick to 9 through a
finesse as his holding had been weakened.

Note that South cannot defeat 2 by playing ace one trump
on winning J, providing declarer unblocks an honour from
dummy under the ace (to ruff a heart before North can play a
third trump).
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Tollemache qualifier

West dealer; East-West vulnerable

NORTH
. 7
Session 3,
Board 32 KQJ1042
J6
J1086
WEST EAST
AQJ1086 K943
963 -
5 AQ10832
953 Q72
SOUTH
52
A875
K974
AK4
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
2
3 4 X 4
P P X P
Contract:
5 All Pass 5 byW

There were further frolics from this hand at our table. With
excellent trick-taking potential, David overcalled 3 . My double
of 4 andthen 4 was more flexible than just doubling 4 and
gave David the option of playing rather than defending. Having
doubled 4 in principle for penalties, we decided not to double
5 , which requires J lead to beat it.

South dealer; East-West vulnerable

NORTH
. Q10
Session 3,
Board 35 $J1032
AK1063
WEST EAST
963 J
K98 A764
A10942 KQ865
Q7 942
SOUTH
AK87542
5
J3
J85
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
3 P
4 All Pass

Contract: 4 by S. Lead: 3

| thought David did particularly well to raise my 3 pre-empt to
game. How would you play on a trump lead?

You win trick one in dummy with Q to retain a low trump for
a diamond ruff if necessary (and West is unlikely to have led a
trump from J9xx). When J falls, there are nine sure tricks
(seven trumps and AK). Where to go for a tenth?

If you play to ruff a diamond, the defenders will likely play a
second trump. You're then in danger of losing a heart, two
diamonds, and a club if the finesse loses. On hands like this,
often better to establish your trick while you have control. What
about a club from dummy to J at trick two? Now the club suit is
established while the trump in dummy prevents two diamond
losers. You draw trumps when you can and run clubs. Of
course, if West has  Qxxx you will go off on a club ruff (East is
less likely to hold this as West would probably have led a
singleton club).

However, there is a better line. Our tenth trick is the QJT.
All we need do is knock out AK. So Q attrick 2. West won
and returned a second trump. Now J pitching our second
diamond (to prevent the defence cashing another trick here).
Once trumps are drawn, the third round of clubs then goes on
the established 10 without need for the finesse.

West dealer; Both vulnerable

NORTH
: KJ6
s o
QJ104
54
WEST EAST
109543 2
A5 96432
08 AK76532
QJ63 -
SOUTH
AQ87
QJ
AK109872
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
P
P 5 2?

What would you have bid as South over East's 5 opener?
When | doubled for take-out, David was delighted to pass for
penalties. On K lead, this was down three for +800.

At this level, take-out doubles are far more likely to be
passed. Had David bid five of a major, | would have pulled to
6 with high hopes of making this.

Note how 5 backfired for East. Quite likely to be doubled at
that level. | was taught when younger that the Hackett twins
enjoyed opening a natural four of a minor — giving opponents
plenty of opportunity to go disastrously wrong (and partner can
still raise to game when right). Here, over 4 , South would
surely bid 5 , doubled by West for down one (and in general,
West should double aggressively after partner’s pre-empt —
opponents are guessing and such gains are part of the reason
for pre-empting!).

7 # + 2
/ 7 Lo+
+?21+G 7 - . Q.
! 7 4 /
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Tollemache final

Having waltzed through to the final, would Suffolk f all in love with the Tollemache in Hinckley over
the Valentine’s weekend of 13-14 February? Sadly no t- as JONATHAN GREEN reports.

THE first three hands come from the match against runners-up
Manchester, in which David and | faced Michael Byrne and Mike
Bell.

South dealer; East-West vulnerable

NORTH
9864
Board 19 Q7
J64
AJ104 What went wrong here for N-S? The first question is whether
WEST EAST South should re-open with 3NT rather than Dbl. After all, you
12 KQ1053 have a source of tricks (in clubs), fast tricks on the side, and a
K 198642 positional diamond holding with the makings of a second guard.
KQ87532 9 Risks missing a better heart fit (or even slam opposite such as
982 7 XX, Kxxxxx, xxx, Ax), of course. Should North introduce spades
over the Dbl, allowing South to bid 3NT next? Probably.
SOUTH
A7 There was little to be proud of in the play. On a trump lead,
A1053 declarer won in dummy (preserving high trumps in hand against
Al0 spades through) and ran the Q, looking to ruff two hearts.
KQ653 West played a second trump, ruffed A on the following trick,
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST then gave the trick back by underleading in diamonds... +130
to Suffolk.
1 3
P P X P
4 All Pass

Contract:4 by S; Lead: 2

TOLLEMACHE FINAL 2010

& 9 9
/ 9| 8 T< 2 T 3 T, =8T(&;- T3 4 T, ' T (T:-. T!- &T
1 ( T T T T;8; T( T T T
$ . 51 31 &T 4 T<& PT(- Ti- L T & *T; 8T!- 4&T- . T+ T
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Tollemache final

West dealer; both vulnerable

NORTH
105
Board 20 AQJ974
KJ2
64
WEST EAST
J76 A832
- 108653
A108765 3
AK73 QJ8
SOUTH
KQ94
K2
Q94
10952
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1
1 1 P 2
2 P 2NT 3
P P X All Pass

Contract: 3 XbyE; Lead: 4

What should South call at each of his turns? Once partner has
overcalled 1 , INT (rather than Pass) is reasonable (showing
around 10-12HCP) though this is a dangerous position with both
opponents bidding. North’'s 2 shows a decent hand opposite a
silent partner: a good 6-card suit and an opening bid. South
must therefore come to life, as game is still possible. With
decent trumps, it feels right to double 3 , though this is
borderline.

On a low trump lead, the contract can be made by rising with  J
and taking A, A, two top clubs, two heart ruffs in dummy, and
two diamond ruffs in hand. This requires guessing which minor
is breaking evenly. When Declarer played low on the trump
lead and later tried to cash three top clubs (neither defender
giving true count, of course), that was two down, +500 to
Suffolk.

North dealer; North-South vulnerable

NORTH
864
Board 21 Q103
KJ86543
WEST EAST
Q2 A953
964 J72
1072 Q9
K8653 AJ72
SOUTH
KJ107
AK85
A
Q1094

NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST

P 1 P 2NT*
P 3 X P
3 P 3NT X
All Pass * Weakest club raise

Contract: 3NTX by S; Lead: 5

South faced further tough decisions in the next auction.
Overcall immediately over 1 ? 1NT is off-shape and the hand
has a lot of trick-taking potential (imagine Q and Qxxx

opposite). | passed hoping at my next turn either to double
diamonds for take-out or a 12-14 1NT rebid for penalties. What
does South’s Dbl of 3 mean? This can be played either as
take-out or penalties (sometimes as both!). Whichever, | had it.
With such uncertainty over David’s 3 bid (no doubt assuming

penalties), | tried 3NT and was doubled.

How would you play on a club to the Ace and J return,
covered and ducked by West? Four heart tricks and a spade to
the King would provide nine tricks (1 spade, 4 hearts, 2
diamonds, and 2 clubs), but probably not before five losers (2
spades, 1 diamond, and 2 clubs; though, on the actual hand,
switch Tand Q and you are still OK). Other than diamonds
coming in immediately, what other chances? |tried a heartto T
at trick 3. Had this held, | had a second entry to establish
diamonds on any 3-2 break. When it lost, | had to rely on the
actual layout. 3NTX+1 was worth 950 to us.

Mids Manc
Middlesex 7
Manchester 13
Berks And Bucks 9 8
Gloucestershire 7
North East 0 5
East Wales 1 15
Suffolk 0 9
Bedfordshire 0 0

Berks

11
12

Gloucs NE E Wales  Suff Beds Total

VPs

13 20 19 20 20 110
16 15 5 11 20 92
15 10 15 17 15 89
14 12 15 13 70
13 20 11 65
7 18 9 63
0 2 19 38
7 9 11 1 33




Tollemache final

The final hand comes from our match against winners
Middlesex, when we were up against Andrew Mcintosh and
Nick Sandqvist.

East dealer; North-South vulnerable

NORTH
Q1098
Board 18 A
J1064
K1086
WEST EAST
654 AKJ73
1074 J653
K8 752
QJ974 5
SOUTH
2
KQ982 Q
AQ93
A32
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
P 1 P
1 P 2 P
3 P 3NT P
P X 4 P
4 P 5 All Pass

Contract: 5 by S: Lead: 6

Tosh’s double as East of 3NT (requesting an unusual lead,
normally dummy’s first bid suit) was well judged. On a spade
lead, ducked (or won and a low spade returned), 3NT is one
down; on the natural club lead, it makes. My decision to pull as
South, though correct, is dubious: in effect, I'm trusting the
opponents ahead of partner.

5 is areasonable spot but on a spade lead and club return, it
had no chance — down one.

WIN this ‘very racy’ bottle of Margaux
by guessing Suffolk’s new EBU membership

&8 ) & (
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Multiple Choice

QUESTION 3

South Dealer, Game all. Teams

NORTH
Jo6
K8
K3
KJ10654

SOUTH
A1075
A94
AJ10
832

West North East South

P P P INT!

P 3NT All Pass

' Weak, 12-14 HCP

West leads the 5 (fourth highest, not
from 76532 [six instead)]).

Despite 'only' a combined 24 HCP,
your aces fit well with establishing
partner's long suit. There's no need for
percentages, you just have to select the
line which wins against the most layouts,
so that means counting (sorry). Getting
to the closed hand is a tad awkward —
and the enemy will surely try to establish
and cash their hearts.

You could reasonably:
A. Duck East's honour at trick one, win
the continuation and run J. If that loses,

play clubs, keeping another spade
finesse in reserve.

B. win A trick one and play a club to
the knave.

C. Duck trick one, win K, crossto A
and play a club to the knave.

D. Duck trick one, win K and play the
club knave from dummy.

E. Duck trick one, win K and play the
club king from dummy.

Make a choice before reading on.

ANSWER

Preliminaries: if hearts are 4-4 we might
pretty much do as we fancy, losing two
clubs and two hearts. So the danger-
scenario is when West has led from a
five card (or longer) suit — but we should
exercise a little caution.

(A): Playing spades is like knocking and
passing, waiting until it's safe to attack
clubs. After heart duck, K, spade lost,

A, club, you need the ace with East.
Even then, if East wins the Q from ace-
queen, they will play a spade and you'll
have to finesse. You've created a
weakness the defence can exploit. If the
spade is covered, you'll have to play
another lest you've created an entry for
West.

This is not a second string line —
spades will never give you enough extra
tricks — you'll still have to bring in the
clubs. But it does raise your chances
slightly above finessing for the Q and
once a blue moon - like East having all
four clubs — playing spades first will be
the only way to make. But if you rejected
this at the table for unnecessary
complication, few would blame you.

(B): A simple direct line, with hearts 5-3
this stakes everything on the club queen
being onside. You'll be OK when West
has Q, Q9, Q7, AQ, Q97, AQ9, AQ7,
AQ97 — eight cases. As a side issue,
what about a club to the king? That's
good only against West's Q, A9, A7, AQ,
A97 — five cases.

(C): Ducking at trick one appears to give
you more play against hearts 5-3.
However, like playing on spades,
crossing to the A creates a weakness;
the K, now singleton in dummy, is a
target. If the club finesse does not work,
the defenders can switch to diamonds.
This takes out the late entry and
simultaneously sets up diamond tricks
for East-West.

When West has something like

Qxxxx J10x Oxx AQ

you will make on this line. Your heart

continued on page 37
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continued from page 36

duck has neutralised that suit, East
cannot duck the second club and there
aren't enough diamonds to cash. You
are still OK in the eight cases of (B) but
can only add unlikely extra chances. But
an extra chance is just that and (C) is
better than (B).

Now we consider playing clubs from
table. Not leading up to our king-knave
holding looks decidedly odd — can it be
any good?

(D): Ducking then playing the club knave
off table is a bit like taking a losing
finesse except that if both clubs are
offside, you're still OK as the opponent
has no heart to return. However, you
lose with both high clubs onside.

So, let's count the cases this play wins
(West holdings): 7, 9, Q, A, 97, Q7, Q9,
Q97 — that's eight too.

(E): And this is a bit like playing up to the
club king. The winning cases here, again
West holdings, are: 7, 9, Q, A, 97, A7,
A9, A97. Eight again; the same singleton
holdings as (D) but swapping the A for
the Q in the others. That makes (D)
and (E) easy to compare — they're the
same in terms of frequency.

However, in (D) you give up a trick to
the queen even when it's singleton. True,
you get one back ducking to the
singleton ace (West holds Q97) and then
taking a finesse. But line (E) wins five
tricks, not four, against two of its
successful cases, when West holds Q or
A97. Allin all, we'd rather have more
tricks than fewer and (E) has a slightly
higher expectancy.

How can we compare the
frequencies of (D) and (E) to (B), eight in
each, are they the same? They have the
same number of 2-2s but should we care
about the fact the D/E pair have more
'East long' breaks and (B) more 'West
long'? Should we weight against West
having club length because he has five
hearts to East's three? That is, should
we account for vacant spaces?

Diversion: Consider this 3NT, declared
from South on the lead of a low spade.

NORTH
A5
K87
J53
KJ742

SOUTH
K72
A642
A7
A1053

You duck and win the continuation,
West showing five. Who do you play for
the club queen?

If you reason that West has eight
spaces (13 — 5 for spades) for the club
queen and East has ten (13 — 3) you're
wrong. West had to lead something and
would invariably choose his longest suit.
If the only thing you knew was that West

had five spades and East three then yes,
it would be true that any particular card
(non-spade) would be a ten-to-eight
favourite to be with East. But that's not
all you know.

West hasn't got a longer suit. With a
choice of five cards suits, he might
choose the other some of the time (say
50%). By the time you play a club to the
king and a club back it's over 60% that
West has two clubs. Play for the drop —
trust me I'm a mathematician.

Ask yourself the question: if North
was declarer and received a diamond
lead from five, should they play
differently?

(Hands courtesy of For Experts Only by
Matthew and Pamela Granovetter)

So be wary of information the
opponents supply to you compared to
what you find out (and they might want to
withhold). And don't bother too much
about the relative weights of different
breaks.

That said, a 4-0 break is less
frequent than a single 3-1. (Not only are
there more of them, each one is more
likely.) So (B) compares unfavourably
with D/E depending as it does on a 4-0
to make up its count. (E) is starting to
look best with (D) a smidgen behind.

Have we missed anything? Well, if
we're going to play clubs from dummy,
why are we holding up the first round of
hearts? If we're protecting against both
club honours being with East, then some
times, with one heart in the bag, East
might switch to spades. With both
honours offside, the defence may come
to two spades, two clubs and that heart.
You may as well win the first heart and
select a club from dummy. (If you do
duck, keep East honest by playing the
nine under his queen, looking like a man
who has made a losing guess with K8
opposite J9.)

Lastly, put yourself in East's seat
holding something like

Q42 Q102 Q9842 Q7

declarer win the Kand leadsthe J-
would you cover? Of course not, declarer
could have any number of hands where
bringing in the club suit for six tricks was
crucial.

Whilst it may lag (E) in overtricks,
leading the knave in (D) will work against
East's queen-low, two more cases, a
significant proportion of the time.

Summary: (B) is the baseline, a simple
finesse. The ungainly (A) resolves to
about three-quarters of (B). (C) is a slight
improvement, (D) and (E) are clearly
better though (E) makes the defence
easy.

Scores: (A) 2 points, (B) 4, (C) 5, (D) 10,
(E) 8. And you can have a bonus point if
you spotted that winning K immediately
was an improvement on (D) and (E).
This deal occurred in Crockfords match
earlier this year and | chose (E). The
clubs were queen-nine with West, ace-
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seven with East, hearts were 5-3 and |
was down one.

In the other room declarer essayed
(B). East considered then ducked the J
so South continued with the K and
eventually gathered twelve tricks (after
some creative discarding) and 13 IMPs.

One last thing; in (A) a dangerous
East, holding

K42 Q102 98542 AQ

after declarer loses a spade finesse,
ducks a heart and plays a club to the
knave, will win the ace and return a
spade. Declarer will rise A and repeat
the club finesse to lose two clubs, two
spades and a heart. Another point if you

spotted that!
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Universal Membership and Pay-to-Play

6
5%5---
7

Universal Membership? Yes, that's
what it's called; it's the English Bridge
Union's big initiative to revitalise bridge
in England — not Wales, Scotland or
Ireland who are separate bridge nations
and unchanged.

So what's the big idea? Get more new,
more young players playing. Help
people to enjoy the game more.
Increase playing and behavioural
standards; educate and stimulate by
direct contact with all duplicate players.

Sounds good — why the fuss?  Rather
than have an opt-in model — where
sufficiently interested players subscribe
to the EBU — there is now an opt-out
model. Except that the opt-in was at an
individual level and the opt-out is at club
level. The net effect is to make the
majority of club-players in England
members of the EBU.

Didn't this happen ages ago? No, it
didn’t come into effect until 1 April 2010.
| can sympathise with the feeling though,
there was a long debate and a long
gestation — both necessary.

How will it change my club evening?
Well table-money will probably have to
go up. Not much, just 20p for most.
Clubs don't like to collect odd pence and
those currently with 'something over'
may not increase table-money at all.
Those running a small per-session
subsidy may move to the next 50p
boundary. Some may not change a
convenient collection amount and adjust
your annual subscription.

This is Pay-to-Play, right? Right. You
might think that this was a case of
changing the dog-with-a-bad-name but
strictly speaking, pay-to-play (P2P) is
the way funds are raised and Universal
Membership (UM) is the whole strategy.
The early debate centred on the P2P
part of UM and yes, allusions to 'tax' and
other coercions played very badly. But
P2P is still there.

Where does this money go? The EBU
and the county. The EBU get 29p of
your table-money, Suffolk (SCBA) get
4p.

Wait a moment, that's more than 20p!
Well spotted. Currently the EBU charges

YOUNGER BRIDGE PLAYERS: One of the goals of Universal Membership

for Master-Points (MPs) at 42p per
certificate. They go to the top third so
the club pays 14p per person to award
them — or looking at it the 'P2P way' 14p
of your table-money already goes to the
EBU. But after UM charges for MPs are
included. So the net increase is just 29p
+ 4p — 14p = 19p. When this was argued
over, MPs were 40p each, a third was
rounded to 13p and the sums gave 20p.
Which has stuck.

So the EBU is going to run on just
those extra pence? Yes, but they
mount up. Their sums are to replace the
subscription income they got from
previous individual members. Club
subscriptions have gone up (from
£20.50 to £30.00) but their eggs are very
much in the P2P basket. The SCBA is
doing similarly: the 4p per player, per
session replaces the £5.00 per member,
per year. Suffolk are retaining the 50p
per club-member club subscription.

So I'm a member now, what will that
mean? The EBU and SCBA will treat
you like we treated members before.
You'll be eligible to play in EBU (SCBA)
events — so widen your horizons and up
your game. Your MPs will be registered
too (and they'll be a new grading
system), the EBU will send you a
magazine and a diary, probably...

A magazine, "probably..."?  Everyone
will start off with one as an introduction
but the EBU has an 'activity threshold' of
12 P2P sessions a year. If you play a
club game once a month or more, your
magazine subscription and the diary (18
months, nice diary) will continue to
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arrive.

The same for Suffolk? No, we plan to
regard you as a member however active
a player you are. Last year we decided
to make Table Talk self-funding by
accepting advertising and changing to
the format you now read. Our magazine
was the largest per-member cost we had
and though some remain, we're
optimistic we can continue with
everything else despite having many
more members. We now increasingly
keep in touch via email (over 70% of
2009/10 members) — make sure we
have yours.

You said clubs could opt out, which
ones have? Four of Suffolk's 19
affiliated clubs decided against UM;
Colchester Castle, Stratford St. Mary,
Tally Ho and Woolpit Friendly Group.

Why did they do that? To be fair they
should speak for themselves. But being
part of organised bridge isn't just the
extra pence on table money; there's a
not insignificant extra demand on club
officers, secretary/treasurer and scorers
especially. The 15 clubs that are
affiliating in 2010 have put in a lot of
work to make sure they are ready for the
processes that collect those pence. That
has meant embracing unfamiliar
technology and collecting membership
data when they may not have been
comfortable doing so.

So why are so many clubs affiliating?
And perhaps they should speak for
themselves too. The SCBA consulted

continued on page 39



continued from page 38

clubs in 2008 to frame the county's
response to the EBU. It was clear the
‘adopters' were conscious that
continuation of bridge was at stake, both
within our culture and within their clubs.
Being outside official organisation meant
a retreat from rigorous direction, no
recourse to experienced higher authority
and a gradual isolation of their game.
There was also a strong moral opinion to
support the organisation that grows
bridge by teaching it and maintains and
enforces its rules. "The EBU is the only
game in town" was a well supported
remark.

I'm an SCBA member but | don't play
at a Suffolk club — what should | do?
Well if you don't play at all — and you'll
be surprised how many there are like
you — you should join the EBU directly.
This costs the same as your combined
EBU/SCBA subscription in 2009-10,
£23.00. You'll still be a Suffolk member
and we won't charge anything extra.

If you play your bridge elsewhere but
have always given Suffolk primary
allegiance, say you work in London and
play club bridge there, then nothing will
change — you'll still be an SCBA
member.

If your allegiance is to another
county and you (mostly) play in clubs
there (say, over one of our borders), we
would be happy to adopt you. We've
dispensed with 'Associate’ membership
and this is a free informal arrangement.
It means that you can play in any of our
events (that don't require primary
allegiance), receive Table Talk,
newsletters etc.

So that's it? Yes and No. There's not
much more to tell — that's the 'yes' part.
But you're now a member of the EBU
and SCBA and, if those grand aims are
going to come to anything, you need to
be involved. Not big time. If you value
the game that — I'm guessing — has
brought you a lot of fun and you'd like to
see continue and develop, then the EBU
and SCBA need your opinions and
feedback. This is a great opportunity to
shape organisations that have been
regarded as well, let's say, not entirely
relevant. You should take it to them.

And if anyone asks you tough
guestions, send them to the SCBA UM
pages at http://www.suffolkbridge.co.uk/
P2P/.

wishes in this area do please
communicate them to Richard, Mike or
Chris. Some have mentioned the
expenses in printing off items on the
website for display on club notice boards
etc. Chris is going to explore the
possibilities of a printer friendly version
for such items. In any event come 1 April
all Suffolk club members with email
addresses will receive such content
directly.

There was an overwhelming feeling
that the next Club secretaries’ meeting
should be held in a year's time to see
how we have bedded down after a year
of P2P.

Pay to Play

At the meeting Ron Champness
gave an impressive and authoritative
presentation on various aspects of P2P,
in particular the disciplines needed to
ensure matched and correct databases
for club membership so far as the EBU
is concerned, and the need to have
one’s widget and password in order to
be able to upload event scoring to the
EBU database for master point purposes
and also for the EBU to develop its
proposed national grading/handicapping
system.

If, like me, you are hemused by
references to widgets and the like, then
Ron, who has clearly mastered the
scoring and membership aspects of the
new EBU systems (probably better than
some at the EBU) has very kindly said
he will pass on his experience and
procedures to those in need. So if there
are still any struggling club membership
secretaries/scorers who feel they need
some assistance, do please contact
Ron. He will be delighted to assist. He
can be contacted at
ronchampness@sky.com or on 01206
855127.

As a result of the introduction of P2P:

S Suffolk EBU membership is
anticipated to increase from about 350
to about 1,000 and national membership
from about 25,000 to about 40,000

S Direct debits in favour of the EBU
automatically lapse — no positive action
is necessary by those presently paying
by DD

S The EBU knows everyone will not
get it right initially - teething problems

continued from page 18

will be expected and treated with
indulgence - for the first year at any rate
S With the exception of some specific
events, e.g. the Novices, Suffolk events
are, as from 1 April, only open to
members of clubs affiliated to Suffolk. In
the past Suffolk has occasionally taken
a relaxed view of the rules. Such a view
cannot be taken from now. If members
of the 4 (out of 19) Suffolk clubs that
are not affiliating to the EBU wish to play
in Suffolk events then they will need
either to join (also) an affiliated club or
become a direct EBU member which
has always been, and will continue to
be, possible.

County Directors

As a County, Suffolk is thin on the
ground as regards directors for
satisfactorily directing county events.
The SCBA would therefore like to urge
those who feel they might like to direct
county events to make themselves know
to us — in appropriate cases assistance
with the cost of qualifying courses may
be provided. We are fortunate to have
Malcolm Carey as our Chief Tournament
Director, who is also a national director
for the EBU. But | am terrified as to how
we would cope if he got run over by the
proverbial bus. So a plea to aspiring
directors: please contact either me or
Jeff Orton, our County Secretary.

The joint Norfolk/Suffolk green pointed
event

This event takes place biennially in
Thetford. The profits are split between
Norfolk and Suffolk. At the 2009 event
Suffolk entrants were low compared with
those from Norfolk. We would like to
continue the event but Norfolk,
justifiably, were disappointed with the
level of support from Suffolk members
and have made a plea that we increase
our representation in 2011. May |
endorse this plea and encourage as
many players as possible to enter next
time?

Finally, with the enthusiastic
approval of her family, and as a lasting
tribute to one of our much loved
departed, we have decided in future to
rename the Singles competition,
inaugurated by Jyl Marsh, as the ‘Jyl
Marsh Individual’ competition. Let's
hope Jyl looks down with approval.




1st: David and Jenny Price
The Rest: Somewhat adrift
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EBU Master Point rankings for Su

Local Green Total

Premier Grand Master

Mr D W G Price 53758 177850 231608
Grand Master

Mrs J Moore 152957 89785 242742
Mr P Sutcliffe 134556 64450 199006
Premier Life Master

Mr C D Bamberger 177571 30775 208346
Mr B Davies 110609 37400 150252
Mr A Green 113274 32825 146099
Mrs MA Allnutt 95022 36100 131122
Mr A Moore 88438 36125 124563

Mrs D Sutcliffe 72933 33550 106483
Life Master

Mr P Markwell 255557 27525 283082
Mr DJ Cooper 163286 24625 187911
Ms B Malinowska 145738 20550 166288
Mr C Stokes 149858 15975 165833
Mrs A Head 123703 28550 152253
Mrs J P Mayhew 132290 15150 147440
Mr RN Harvey 131405 15100 146505
Mrs JA Spearing 122290 23175 145465
Mrs B J Carey 123431 16382 139813
Mr E Newman 100953 21450 122403
Mr KLG Manley 103183 19200 122383
Mrs R Mascall 96837 15875 112712
Mrs S J Flin 74687 18700 93387

Mr D Valtisiaris 64401 15300 79834
Mr J Gobert 20209 56775 76984

Dr P Gemmell 39080 23900 62980

Mr C Chambers 18622 44273 62895
Premier National Master

Mrs B Barker 143741 10300 154041
Mr M R Carey 108380 10213 118593
Mr P R Edwards 99241 14775 114016
Mr JCV Lang 91447 14150 105597
Mr G Beeton 66168 14000 80168
Prof M J Sherer 62882 14850 77732
Mr H Ehrlich 64251 11800 76051

Mr J R Green 60070 12000 72070

Mr M P Moseley 36388 15725 52113
Mrs E Green 38054 13500 51554
National Master

Mrs P E Hanson 88670 8675 97345
Mr D Grier 84616 9200 93816

Mr D M Gudka 76776 8525 85301

Mr R lon 46397 8825 55222

Mr P Carlisle 44608 7604 52212

Mr W Tweddell 40832 7900 48732

8 Star Premier Regional Master

Mr L N Less 99073 5500 104573

4 Star Premier Regional Master

Mrs A Wilmer 61362 5325 66687

3 Star Premier Regional Master

Mr W J Wilson 52450 6625 59075

Mr MW Hickman 47012 7250 54262
Mr JB Orton 44171 6400 50571
Premier Regional Master

Mr E J N Lockhart 13861 15175 29036
Mr J Green 1601 26270 27871

9 Star Regional Master

Mrs N Shannahan 97777 4950 102727
6 Star Regional Master

Mr M W O'Reilly 75081 4075 79156
Mrs J M Birley 74420 3150 77570

Mr M L Spencer 72279 2650 74929

5 Star Regional Master

Mr J A Standley 58567 2775 61342

4 Star Regional Master

Mr R Parish 49954 4300 58282

Mrs J Wynne 49459 3125 52584

Mr R Champness 47839 4725 52564
Mrs G L Newton 47448 3050 50498

3 Star Regional Master

Mr J R Newton 42597 3050 45647
Mrs A Edwards 41002 4400 45402

1 Star Regional Master

Prof R Hanley 24489 4875 29364

Mr D M Morran 24670 3750 28420

Mr N Bresler 16733 3375 24748

Mr J Heath 19245 3050 22295

Mrs M Heath 18453 3050 21503
Regional Master

Mr N Denny 9687 7225 16912

23 Star Premier Master

Mr M Malin 118476 1650 120126

14 Star Premier Master

Mrs E C Bryant 77344 1300 78644
Mrs O Watson 76182 1775 77957

11 Star Premier Master

Mrs E Godden 62744 1500 64244

Mrs R Neal 62182 1400 63582

Mr JM Garbutt 58787 2360 61147
10 Star Premier Master

Mr MJ Bailey 54884 1200 56084

9 Star Premier Master

Mrs M Scurlock 52553 1425 53978
Mrs MG Coates 52002 1150 53152
Mr M J Del-Bo 48818 2025 50843
Mrs M Garbutt 48015 2310 50325
8 Star Premier Master

Mr M E Stredwick 48033 1425 49458
Mr M Bone 47562 1125 48687

7 Star Premier Master

Mrs PS Lang 39298 1675 40973
Mr I R Lockett 39168 1500 40668
6 Star Premier Master

Mrs S E Lockett 36396 1500 37896
5 Star Premier Master

Mrs E M Tora 32795 1875 34670
Mr H R Huson 31737 1450 33187
Mrs A Wayman 31700 1250 32950
4 Star Premier Master

Dr H Lacey 23721 1825 25546

3 Star Premier Master

Ms F K P Waters 21138 1125 22263
Capt R | Waters 19447 1125 20572
Mr GD Haig-Thomas 18287 1950 20237
2 Star Premier Master

Mrs E Butler 14658 2050 16708
Premier Master

Mrs C Gemmell 7146 1300 8446
Mrs B Ditchburn 6264 1950 8214
Mr M Honess 6290 1075 7365

Mrs J Price 5130 1375 6505

2 Star Tournament Master

Mr D Miller 62515 150 62665

1 Star Tournament Master

Mr R P Hosier 55526 675 56201
Tournament Master

Mr JV Gagen 46996 125 47121
Mrs J Catling 43141 125 43266
Mrs M Durcan 42466 175 42641
Mr R Edmunds 41167 800 41967

5 Star Master

Mr J Marshall 39462 50 39512

Mr B J Sellick 35894 450 36344
Mrs A Pert 34379 225 34604

Mrs D M Thomas 34026 0 34026
Mrs M Berry 30299 450 30749

4 Star Master

Mr R W Johnson 28570 225 28795
Miss E M Knowlson 27625 200 27825
Mr P E Tarrant 26794 200 26994
Mr J M Ede 26207 675 26882

Mrs J P Fleming 25621 375 25996
Mr G Boutell 24381 25 25086

3 Star Master

Mr G Hanson 22322 950 23272
Mrs B V Simpson 23076 0 23076
Mrs J Champness 22103 575 22678
Mrs J C Kennedy 21494 875 22603
Ms S Scott-Laws 21807 775 22582
Mr R H Dines 22128 300 22428
Mrs W Lefort 20155 825 20980
Mrs E Clement 20159 625 20784
Mr W P Franklin 20593 175 20768
Mr P Lefort 19930 825 20755

Mr J L Skinner 20231 325 20556
Mr FV Mansfield 20185 250 20435
Mrs M Spear 20008 400 20408
Mrs P Blatchly 20259 0 20259

Mrs J M Watson 19894 225 20119
Mr P Killen 19989 75 20064

2 Star Master

Mrs E A Nunn 19691 0 19691

Mrs P M Barnes 19291 225 19516
Mrs H C Mason 18570 875 19445
Mrs M Fellows 18853 400 19253
Mrs J Schofield 18924 100 19024
Mrs DB Radley 17284 175 17459
Mr A J D MclLarty 16979 275 17254
Mr E Scott 16080 625 16705

Mrs A B Parker 15158 275 15433
Mr C E Parker 13950 275 15416
Mr V J Rainbow 15302 0 15302
Mrs W Beharrell 15167 0 15167
Mrs J Clarke 15058 50 15108

1 Star Master

Mrs BI Flower 14960 0 14960

Mr M J Fisher 14682 200 14882

42

/ 6% %5
|
* - & 15#
_ /&_
& 3- --
8 - 3
" !
3 %
" "
( -4
[ &
|
2 -6/ 4 -
4 - -
# I
%,< < & *
&& - - -
* k% o
&
$
|
; &* *
* - & &




Local Green Total

Mr J Clement 14188 625 14813
Mr D Yorke-Edwards 14600 125 14725
Ms S M Baker 13323 250 13573
Dr W R Little 13538 0 13538

Mrs J A Havard-Davies 13298 200 13498
Mr R Hume 13352 0 13352

Mrs E C Jeal 8206 225 12646

Mr J R Hartley 12510 0 12510

Mr N Farr 11675 825 12500

Mrs P M Dougan 11643 650 12293
Mrs M A Phillips 12156 0 12156
Mrs J Bell 11675 400 12075

Mr A E Winchester 11783 250 12033
Mr P S Wyndham-Lewis 12006 0 12006
Mrs M Eccleston 11632 100 11732
Mr CW Robertson 11251 150 11401
Mr M C Wisbey 10982 75 11057
Mrs J Easton 11000 50 11050

Mr A Gray 10064 675 10739

Mrs D J Ferrier 10478 150 10628
Mrs N Less 10612 0 10612

Dr G Lesser 9222 0 10596

Mr J M Leigh 10368 150 10518
Advanced Master

Mrs J Morley 9895 50 9945

Mr R Ling 9825 50 9875

Mrs P E Littell 9639 50 9689

Mrs E Matthias 9368 0 9368

Mrs E M Johnston 8793 225 9018
Mr P J V Hunt 8942 75 9017

Mr M C O'Sullivan 9009 0 9009
Mrs B Dodgson 9007 0 9007

Mr S L Johnston 8432 225 8657
Mrs P Deman 8498 0 8498

Mr B Knight 8261 225 8486

Dr R C G Rowe 8329 25 8354
Mrs P Capewell 8007 25 8032

Ms J M Blair 7861 125 7986

Dr B Ellul 7202 675 7877

Mrs J M Mayhew 7647 150 7797
Mr H Golding 7273 350 7623

Mrs D P Fryer-Kelsey 7571 0 7571
Master

Mr A J McGready 7134 0 7134

Mr R Jones 6888 100 6988

Mr A J Rose 6365 475 6840

Mr M Werb 6518 100 6671

Mr T Barrett 6509 0 6509

Mr N Raven 6438 0 6438

Mr D Mace 6299 100 6399

Mr D Wiseman 6396 0 6396

Mr S P Holmes 5909 325 6234

Mr D J R Mathews 5770 425 6195
Mr G B Fawcus 6158 0 6158

Mrs A Mace 6021 100 6121

Mr JD Davis 6040 50 6090

Mrs JA Driver 5869 100 5969

Mr DR Hill 5819 0 5819

Mr P G Rains 5718 0 5718

Mr P A Flavell 5551 75 5626

Mrs S Farr 5271 325 5596

Mr P T Brown 5310 175 5485

Mr D A Huxtable 5265 0 5271

Mrs J A Peacock 4474 750 5224
Mr S E H Chechlinski 5194 0 5194
Mr P Grant 4214 900 5114

Mrs P Everett 5010 0 5010
County Master

Miss S Gray 4796 200 4996

Mrs E F Hoeg 4865 0 4865

Mrs M R Knight 4852 0 4852

Mr B R Tora 4786 0 4786

Mrs J M Wood 4447 225 4672
Mrs C Flux 4619 50 4669

Miss S Hornby 3747 900 4647

Mr M Ling 4517 0 4517

Mrs G Winkworth 4488 0 4488
Mrs P A Williams 4368 0 4368
Mrs P Melvin M.B.E 4279 25 4304
Mr A M Vince 4175 100 4275

Mrs V Hooper 4110 0 4110

Mrs JM Barton 4096 0 4096

Mr R Ferris 4076 0 4076

Mrs B M Bobby 3928 0 3928

Mrs M B Driver 3852 25 3877

Mrs A Pavry 3839 0 3839

Dr KP Yates 3828 0 3828

Mr R E Jewell 3728 75 3803

Mrs M E McLaren 3675 100 3775
Mr A Haig-Thomas 3548 200 3748
Mr R Evans 2318 125 3664

Mr R A Marriott 2647 975 3622
Mr JW W Stevenson 3516 25 3541
Mr RS Emerson 3529 0 3529
Mr P G Edwards 3474 50 3524
Mr P Rickard 3494 25 3519
Mrs R C Skinner 3511 0 3511
Mrs K Linley 3489 0 3489

Mr S R M Wilson 3328 100 3428
Mr W Pavry 3410 0 3410

Mrs J A Mortimer 3363 0 3363
Mr J R Mortimer 3363 0 3363
Mr D Cairns 3311 0 3311

Mrs F C M Moor 3229 50 3279
Mr M L Debenham 3224 0 3224
Mrs M J Wilson 2953 125 3078
Mr D S Stott 2991 75 3066

Mrs A Cooper 2936 100 3036
Mr H Dowsett 1823 0 2734

Mr J W Stacey 2627 0 2627
Mrs M Evans 1935 200 2606
Mr G W Dines 2511 0 2511

Mrs | Robb 2509 0 2509

District Master

Mr S Lawer 2480 0 2480

Mr P Whetton 2408 25 2433

Mr R H Winchester 2385 0 2385
Mrs M D Turner 2177 125 2302
Mr R Barton 2052 125 2177

Mr M Last 2139 0 2139

Dr D Meldrum 2124 0 2124

Mrs FM Andrews 2114 0 2114
Mrs S Barton 1965 125 2090
Mr SM Hussain 1960 0 1960
Mr B Talaga 1497 425 1922

Ms A M Butt 1845 25 1870
Viscountess M P Leathers 1713 100 1813
Mrs C Rickard 1808 0 1808

Mr J B Hornsby 1763 0 1763
Mrs S Shuttlewood 1650 0 1650
Mrs J Nettleingham 1570 0 1570
Mr M Sutherland 1553 0 1553
Mr A Bignell 1237 275 1512

Mr M H Pearson 1391 0 1391
Ms J Menzies 1274 50 1324
Mrs M Branson 1151 0 1151

Dr D Branson 1145 0 1145

Mr P T Martin 1036 0 1078

Mrs D J Bettle 1015 0 1015

Mrs A M Bradshaw 1009 0 1009
Mrs P M Scott Douglas 1008 0 1008
Area Master

Mrs M Harris 874 0 874

Mrs S Cook 863 0 863

Mr B W Norris 852 0 852

Mr O Turan 851 0 851

Mr M Freestone 836 0 836

Mr F A D Harris 834 0 834

Mr RG Wright 809 0 809

Mrs V Potter 807 0 807

Mr J S Gaynor 695 0 695

Mr K Willetts 673 0 673

Mrs S Willetts 673 0 673

Mr N Mortimer 387 200 587

Mr G Johnston 571 0 571

Mrs N W Sudbury 558 0 558

Mr 1 Ward 359 0 538

Club Master

Mr M Gosling 459 25 484

Mr E Wright 282 200 482

A Yarkina 203 225 428

Mrs C Crookenden 390 0 390
Mr E Ward 373 0 373

Ms J Carter 371 0 371

Mr W A Johnston 344 25 369
Mr C Ward 309 25 334

Mr D Osborn 316 0 316

Mr M Gilham 315 0 315

Mr D Willson 297 0 297

Mr A W Kimberley 226 0 226
Local Master

Mr J Davies 188 0 188

Ms R Allison 132 0 132

Mrs C Bizzey 132 0 132
Unranked

Mrs J B Norris 59 0 59

Ms E Klingaman 54 0 54
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u" 413p+ ! 21 15. Animal doctors enter 450 in grasslands (6)
& F B ’ 17. Mollo’s rabbit (6)
19. Upset about broken honour sequence — could be a whale!
(8)
22. Father of both a famous convention and a concert pianist
(6,9)

24. Headstrong bidding over major barrage? She'll be a
sensation! (9)

26. Sudden 500 penalty confuses naturists (5)

27. Larkin gave away minor honour but rescued chalice from the
melée (5)

28. Post best results in unusual order (4)

29. Reverse (4)

Down

1. Push rubber bridge player to bring out ornament (5)

2. Competitive bridge players rank above bingo announcers!
(11)

4. Din and Steve pooled together for the future (8)

5. Sanskrit sect give tricks away. Mad? Quite the reverse! (6)
6. Confused introduction lends repute to play of humble honours
(7)

7. Best endeavour to conceal an honour (3)

8. Author tangled one vest between partners (9)

9. Exercise partners? It might be a bird! (6)

13. Joker — and not King - died for puzzled F1 boss (5,6)

14. Get back par by discarding honour into fabric container (9)
16. Eccentric game fop wins a pound for calculation speed (8)
18. Useful until opponents co-operate (7)

20. Like major honour, this bid requires a response (6)

21. Missing a back-header, Tweddell never expected such
beautiful analysis (6)

23. Card is counted in nightclub (5)

25. Misfit only appears initially like a dead bird! (3)

Across

1. (and 3) Jumps bring auction to an end? (4,4)

3. (see 1 across)

6. Heads back in to upset a palooka (5)

10. Dare East search within for an author and Bermuda Bowl
winner? (5)

11. Might even cage North to get one’s own back! (9)

12. Sounds like some kind of Bath coup gains a trick by force! Please send completed entries for the £20 Prize Crossword to:

8.7 ) ) ) Table Talk, Old Village Hall, Lower Street, Stansfield, Suffolk CO10 8LP
14. Pair of tens add nothing to odd clues about women'’s attire (8) or scan entry and email to richard.j,evans@btinternet.com




