
THE MATCHPOINTER 

January-:February, 1982 

An A.C.B.L. Unit 430 Publication 

Publisher: John Bryden 

Editor: Aidan Ballantyne (438-3095) 
Club News: Catriona Brown (738-1335) 

FRIDAY, JUNE 4 

SATURDAY, JUNE 5 

B.C. CHAMPIONSHIPS 
****************** 

June 4-6, 1982 

RICHMOND INN 
7551 Westminster Hwy 

Richmond, B.C. 

1:30 p.m. 

8:00 p.m. 

1:00 p.m. 

& 7:30 p.m. 

SUNDAY, JUNE 6 11:00 p.m. 
& 4:30 p.m. 

MEN'S AND WOMEN'S FAIRS 

OPEN BOARD-A-MATCH TEAMS 
(one session) -
JUNIOR PAIRS (0-20 Master Pts.) 

FLIGHTED OPEN PAIRS 

Flight P: no master pt. 
restrictions 

Flight B: 0-750 master pts. 
for all players. 

OPEN SWISS TEAMS 
(two sessions) 

NOTE EARLIER STARTING TIMES ON SATURDAY."'" 

Free coffee and muffins on Sunday morning before ga
me time! 

Phil Wood, Tournament Director John Bryden, Tournament Chairman 

All events $4.00 per player per sessio
n except Junior Pairs, $3.00 per player 

Side Games, attendance warranting. 

ROTHMAN'S CANADIAN NATIONAL TEAM CHAMP
IONSHIPS 

The unit semi-finals and finals are sched
uled for MARCH 13-14, 1982. 

The semi-finals will be held Mar
ch 13 at Marpole Community Centre, 

at 1.00 & 7:30 p.m. 

The finals will be at the Haida Club
 on March 14, times t.b.a. 

Unit Games - 1982 This is a reminder that Downtown Games ar
e held at 

the Haidc. Bridge Club, 2182 Vest 12th, Vancouver. 

Cloverdale games continue to be held at t
he Legion. 

Thank You! 

lfter many years in the service 
of the Natchrointer Sandra Borg 

is 

abdicating her role as publisher. 
The unit thanks both Sandra and 

Ron 

for housing the press and hostin
g some wonderful collating 

parties. There 

sure were some good laughs 
at Sussex. A speciP1 thank you to 

you, Sandra, 

for the many hours you spen
t in the basement with our 

temreramental 

Gestetner. 
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and the Flight A Open fairs, where, in a wreckless mood, I had promised 

to turn Martin O'Reilly into a Life Master. He required a mere fraction of 

a Gold point, and had slept very little the night before in antif,ipation of 

the Big Moment. 
Our first session was uneventful (Marty's head never hit the table), 

but we rallied the troops in the evening. With three boards to go we needed 

average-plus scores for a section top and (as it turned out) just average 

for a spot in the overalls, either of which would have made a gold-card-

holder out of my partner and an honest man out of me. Not a great deal to 

ask, you say, but it was time for the Final Lesson: nothing is as easy as 

it looks. 
Here, playing against the eventual winners of the event, was the 52nd 

hand - 

Dlr: E 
Vul: N-S 

xx 
8xxxx 
JT 
KQxx 

AQJx 
AKQJTx 
xx 
J

West North East South (Martin) 

1D 
4H* Dbl** r 

*can't argue with a pair that 
won by 2-plus boards. 

**The popular Trickless Double. 
Should help pard caeh his 
winners!! 

The play didn't take long. The diamond J was.led and held, and the 

diamond ten - was overtake; after some thought, by the king. Partner paused 

to reflect - this was a moment to savour - and then tabled (what else'')—the 

King of spades! +500 became -690, and unfortunately Martin had just un-

LifeMastered himself. We finished 11/12 overall, with gold point& going 

to the first ten pairs. 
However, with the Final Lesson well in hand, the good news wasn't long 

in coming. Two days later, the Irishman led his team to a 5/6 finish in 

the Flight A Swiss Teams and went over with ease. 
Incidentally, since the question of luck and Martin's name often 

surface together, would you say O'Reilly was lucky or unlucky on this 
hand',

****************** 

Just Married! Congratulations and best of luck. to Dee Labianco (fbvmerly 

from Yakima) and Leo Steil who were recently married. 

The unit sends overdue best wishes to kvril Grant and 

Chuck Hodson who married a few months ago. 

****************** 

On a somber note, the unit sadly-reports the passing of Don Campbell. 
bDon was a well known ridge figure in Vancouver, he and various members of 

his family having played the game for many, many years. Don will be missed 

by all, both as a perennial winner and gentleman of the game. 

****************** 

The Rivalry (cont.) 

Martin O'Reilly and Dave Waterman both began 1982 as Advanced 
Senior 

Masters, so there has been much debate as to which of the two is going
 to 

win their category this year. Will Dave make it to the games on time and 

gain his revenge over martin, or will Martin make Dave pay for bec
oming an 

L.M. a couple of days ahead of him Rumour has it that Jim McCully is givin 

odds on this year's outcome. 



Winners: 

race A 

WHITE ROCK DUPLICATE BRIDGE CLUB Thony Stiennon, 278-0191 

The club is on 154th Street. Regular games every Wednesday. There 
is a novice game every third Wednesday cf the month. 

EAST RICHMOND COMMUNITY CENTRE George Radic, tel. 273-3003 

Our community centre recently had a new floor installed and a new 
road is in progress too lots of parking, but until the new road 
is completed, please use the King George nark entrance (500 feet west 
of the community centre). We have from ten tables upwards et.eh Sunday 
at 1.00 p.m., and welcome all players to cur sessions. 

KENSINGTON COMMUNITY CENTRE  5175 Dumfries (37th and Knight). 
George Radic (273-3003), director. 

January 31st Membership game winners: Dan and Marge Irvine with 62.52 . 

The Irvines are two of our most regular players. Then Wang Chi, playin€ 
for only the third time in; ten years, but with his excellent partner 
Nellie Moore, finished second....1st East-West. 

Our games are every Wednesday at 7.30 p.m If you come regularly 
you qualify to play in our annual trophy game, a two session event 
held April 7th and 14th. To be eligible, you must clay in both sessions 
and must have played at least ten times in the past year. Please 
seek additional information from George Radic (tel. above). 

HAIDA BRIDGE CLUB  Anne and Andy Nagy, tel. 738-6613. 

Upcoming: Wed. March 3 

Thurs.. Mar 4 

Sun. Mar 7 
Tues. Mar 9 
Sun. Mar 14 

Mar 26-28th 

- Canada-wide Masters-Non-Masters. 
One half of each partnership must have 
0-5 Master Points. 

Beat-the-experts; club championship. 
Free plays to anyon who beats Adrian 
and Aidan. 
Unit Game 
Hot Dog Championships - 11.30 a.m. 
CNTC Unit final - no regular game! 

MINI-SECTIONAL 
Friday 8.00 p.m. Coen Fairs 
Saturday 8.00 p.m'. 6,en 
Sunday 1.00 p.m. and 6.30 p.m. 

GOREN SHIELD -
(two session Board-a-match Swiss) 
12 Pancake Breakfast at 11.00 a.m. 

Lessons: Beginner and Intermediate lessons, Wednesdays at 8.00 p.m. 
(Instructors: Anne and Andy Nagy) 

January Player-of-the-month Dave House 
January Novice-of-the-month A Hellquist & A. Micha 
Novice Champions Terry Martin and Gary Gilraine 
Haida Invitational Tohn Hurdle and Peter Herold, tied 

with Leo Steil and Martin Johnson 

ADDOTSEVID DUPLICATE BRIDGE CLUB McCallum Activity Centre, 
2478 McCallum Road, Abbotsford. 

Come to our friendly game,. Fridays at 7.3M O.m. 

************ 

Quick Trick 

peter Walton and Harvey Fiercy have a re-'utation for frequent psyching.. 
On one occasion a woman, who no doubt had just been the victim of one 
of this pair's bluffs, was overheard to complain to Harvey about their 
psyches. Harvey's reply: "We don't psyche, we just clay disciplined one 
level Ire-empts." 
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this was passed round to my pesky- RHO who this time called 3H. Now what" 
Of course I doubled co-operative, showing maximum values for my-

previous auction. My partner was looking at four defensive tricks and un-

fortunately held this old fashioned idea that the doubler should take some 

tricks. Well, my club ace failed to cash so they were cold for 3H, while 

3Nt was a favorite to make our direction. 
Between sessions we had a good dinner at "April in Portugal". Dan still 

thought we had a good chance of winning if we played inspired bridge and kept 

our spirits up. I figured the percentage.-1-7.ays had to start paying 6ff for 

us soon. 
First round in the evening we started off against two Vancouver bridge 

legends in the persons of Mike Strebinger and Don Brander. I remember that 

when I first started playing bridge I used to do quite well against Michael. 

Such had not been the case of late. The first hand I opened 1S with 

S AKQJ8, H 1097x, D J, C K9x. Partner responded 1N, now what? 2C, 2H and 

2S all crossed my mind and then I thought of the master bid. If Dan wants 

inspired bridge, he'll get inspired bridge: Pass! When the smoke cleared we 

were down one in 1N, cold for either 4S or 4H. I left the table yearning 

for the return of the good old days. 
Next round I picked up xxx, Jxxxx, AKQ10x, void, with nobody vulnerable. 

Dan opened 1.H! The auction went: 

Dan West Me East 

1H P 2D Dbl 
2H 2S 4C* 4S 
5D 

Sounds like partnnr has hearts, diamonds and some clubs and therefore 

short spades, right" Wrong! Dan was getting his lead direct in, anticipating 

the 5S save (sometimes he plays such a deep game he doesn't surface for weeks 

Anyway I called 6H and partner's hand was: xx, LKQ10xx, void, Axxxx. 
Fortunately the opponents were just as confused as I was and led a club. 

This proved to be the high point of the—evening session and I plead 

ignorance on the remaining hands by right of temporary insanity. 

Next morning:we. arrived—to find that we had qualified for the last 

session with a healthy carry-over of one and a half boards. Needless to say 

we didn't check the matchpointing. 
We had our typical start, this time playing on a misfit in 4S 

instead of 

3Nt. Somehow, in spite of the 5-1 trump split and a horrendous lie of the 

cards, I made it. I turned round for the accolades but instea
d the director 

slapped me with a slow-play warning,. Why don't directors ever say things. 

like "nice play", "good bid"; "please speed up the play" is ge
tting mono-

tonous. 
A couple of rounds later we sat down against Pat Dunn 

and Henry Lortz. 

At both vulnerable I held: AKxxx, K, AKJ9
xx, K, and opened in third chair 

with 1D. Pat Dunn over-called a preemptive 2H, passed back to 
me. I 

decided not to take any chmnce•on missing game so I jumped to 
4S, all pass. 

Dummy showered with: x, J108xx, x, QJ10xxx. 
4S went down two (naturally 

one more than required) while•2H doubled would 
have netted us +800." 

At last I encountered a KelSey-like defensive
 problem that could have 

been straight out of his book "Killing Defens
e". Playing against Gerry 

McCully and Doug Baldwin, Dan led the S2 against 1Nt which Doug had opened 
in first seat. 

Dan 

(led S2) 

Dummy 

S J986 
H 10xx 
D J9 
C K98x Me 

S xxx 
H K97 
D 832 
C QJxx 

Doug won the SQ in his hand and floated the 010 around to my jack. 
What should I return? 

A passive return could be right but my past experience is that this 
defense only confuses partner and usually he becomes end-played. Therefore 
I narrowed my alternatives down to a heart or a diamond•. The heart looked 
too obvious so the Vaster Technician (that's me) carefully •ounted out Doug's 
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TOURNAMENT RESULTS 

Vancouver Winter Sectional(January 8-10 at Richmond)) 

WOMEN'S- PAIRS: (56 pairs) 

1. pearl Palmer, Rossland-Clara Johnson, Trail 

2. Donna Morriscn-Ev Hodge, Burnaby 
3. Jean Turnbull, Phyllis Barrington, Vancouver 

MEN'S PAIRS: (44 pairs) 

1. Alex McBeth, Burnaby-Al Loggia, Vancouver 

2. Laurence Betts-John Bryden, Vancouver 

3. Ben Takemori-Chris Diamond, Vancouver 

JUNIOR PAIRS: (14 pairs) 

1. Gilbert Calhoun, Burnaby-Noma MacKay, Coquitlam 

2. Terry Martin-Jill Davies, Vancouver 

3. V. Cassidy, Vancouver-Wilf prison, Burnaby 

MIXED PAIRS: (86 pairs) 

1. D. Baldwin, Surrey-Belle Anderson, Burnaby 

2. Don Brander, Vancouver-Connie Hamm, Tacoma, Wash. 

3. Diane Kinakin, Burnaby-Cliff Puskas, Calgary, Alta. 

SIDI GAME: (32 pairs) 

1. Martin Johnson, Vancouver-Rolf Lowinger, Squarish 

2. Brian May, Richmond-Don Murray, Everett, Wash. 

3. Mel Hoff, Richmond-Ben Takemori, Vancouver 

OPEN PAIRS: (112 pairs) 

1. Gord McOrmond-Dan Jacob, -Vancouver 
2. Michael Dimich, Vancouver-Bob MacDuff, Maplc Ridge 

3-5. Bow Liu, Burnaby-Dee LaBianco Steil, Selah, Wash. 

3-5. Gary Morse-Bob Walsh, Vancouver 

3-5. Ed Murray, Seattle, Wash.-Don Murray, Everett, Wash.
 

OPEN CONSOLATION: (68 pairs) 

1. Derek Ward, Vancouver-Barbara McHarg, Issaquah, Wash. 

2. Bob Gerrie, Richmond-Dick Yarington, Seattle, Wash. 

3. Aidan Ballantyne-Adrian Hicks, Vandouver 

BOARD-A-MATCH SWISS TEAMS: (22 teams) 

1. Doug Andrews, Morris Dotzold, Michael Dimich, Vancouver, R.C. MacDuff:
Maple Ridge 

2. John Maki, Amy and Elaine DeShaw, Gordon Back, Seattle, Wadhington 

3/4. Leo Steil, Martin Johnson, Vancouver, John Kamb, Carl Hansen, Mt. Verno 

3/4. John Bryden, Dave Waterman, Lauren Miller, Martin O'Reilly, Vancouver 

I.M.P. SWISS (0-1000 M.Pts.): (50 teams) 

1. Doug Baldwin, Gerry McCully, Surrey, Ron Pratt, West Van, Sherman 
Kwan, Richmond 

2. Don Jorgenson, Jo MacDonald, Vancouver, Ebrahim Mawji, Richmond, 
R. Coote, Port Coquitlam 

3/4. Don Fraser, Beryl Hamilton, Vancouver, Hobart and Hanna .Liang, 
North Vancouver 

3/4. R. Sontowski, Nora Cook, Port Coquitlam, Howard Sussman, Whonnock, 

Jack Ritch, Vancouver 
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Letters 

Re: Computer-dealt versus Hand-dealt Distributions. 

Dear Editor, 

There was a useful article by Sid Kilsheimer in the November 1981 
Bulletin entitled "Computer Hands - They are Fair". Mr. Kilsheimer 
analysed 8024 ACBL computer-dealt hands according to their distribution 
based on longest suit. He found that the distributions were entirely 
consistent with statistical expectations. In other words, the hand distr-
ibutions were in accordance with what you would get by dealing a large 
number of decks in which the order of the cards in the decks was completely 
random. This confirmed his belief that the hands were fair. A random-
number procedure was evidently used in the computer, and the ACBL apparently 
does not tamper at all by enhancing wilder distributions br%elimlnating - 
completely bland hands. 

His claim was, therefore, that tournament players have no grounds for 
the commonly heard complaint that computer-dealt hands contain more wilder — 
distributions than "normal". He implied that this was an unfounded and sub-
jective complaint. However, the playersi impression may be right: not 
because the computer-dealt hands are non-random, but because the "normal" 
hand-dealt ones are! 

In fact we are used to playing with non-randomly distributed hands in 
duplicate bridge. The order in which--cards are played during a hand does 
not oscillate randomly between suits - even though that may appear to be -
the case with some of us at the table! There is some degree of ordering in-
to suits as a result of the play of the hand. This partial ordering is re-
tained as they are placed in the board. The next time the boards are used 
these hands are stacked and subjected to some form of shuffling. Without 
complete randomization by the shuffling process, the residual ordering will 
tend to give a narrower distribution of suits by a dealing process of one--
at-a-time around the hands. There is, of course, more ordering in the pre-
shuffled deck in rubber bridge where tricks consisting largely of one suit 
are collected and stacked for the next (imperfect) shuffle. However, 
"goulash" players will recognize that you have to deal these cards 3 or 4 
at a time to introduce wilder (broader) distributions. 

The hands that we normally play with have-a narrower distribution than 
either the statistical values or the computer-dealt ones because of imperfect 
randomization in the shuffling. What happens, then, to all these 
"probabilities" that bridge writers love? They are—based on statistical 
distributions and therefore only apply to computer-dealt hands. 

So, holding nine cards in a suit missing the queen do you go for the 
drop or the finesse with nothing better than probabilities to guide you 
About two years ago I wrote a letter to the Matchpointer on the subject, 
pointing out that the probabilities change as the cards are played. I now 
have to confess that the letter was based on the presumption of random 
distributions. But, fortunately for me, with narrower distributions you—
have even more reason to go for the drop, and that becomes even more sig-
nificant as you have fewer and fewer cards left in the hand. 

At least it means that computers are now bringing entropy to our lives. 
Respectfully, 
David C. Walker 

Editor's note: For those unfamiliar with the principle of "changing 
probabilities" here is an example. Let us say that you 
have won the opening lead (everyone has followed with no 
particular revelation as to count). Now you want to tackle 
your trump suit which is Axxx opposite KJxxx. You lead 
low to the ace (everyone follows), and low towards the KJ, 
and the opponent under the KJ follows again. Without 
attributing any meaning to the exact spots that have been 
played, and assuming no bidding or other clues, do you 
finesse or play for the drop? The drop is correct because 
at the time you decide on your play, the opponent behind 
the KJ has one more unknown card than the opponent in front 
of the KJ. The odds favor the queen being in the hand with 
the greater number of unknown cards (in the present case 
where the queen is the only outstanding card in the suit). 
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DECEMBER: 

Cloverdale Unit Games (Legion) 

(17- tables) Overall - 1. A. Blinkhorn-M. Bifano 
2/3. D. Schmidt-L; Pocock 
2/3. G. Skoropada-D. Skoropada 

4. M. Hartop-H: Sussman 

5. D. raskaruk-M. Elliott 
6. D. Moore-H. Dressler 

Unfortunately 
games. 

The 1981 Unit 

scores and section placings are not available for these 

Game race ended as follows: 

1/2. Ida Goodlad and Ernie Dietrich 8.55 M.P.s 

3/4. Jim raskaruk and Merrilee Elliott 5.65 

5. Joan,Marsh 5.47 
6. Ted Hicks 5.18 

7/8. Larry Pocock and Dave Schmidt 4.75 

9. Tony Marsh 4.72 
10111. Richard and Ina Andersen 4.68 

Congratulations to Ida and Ernie who share free plays for 1982 games. 

Altogether there were 178- tables in play in Cloverdale in 1981, in 11 

games (up until now one game per year has been cancelled because of the 

annual meeting game held downtown). 

JANUARY: 
(9 tables) Overall - 1. Howard Sussman-M. Hartop 

2. R. Groome=J. Groome 
3/4. J. Tucker-Jack Ritch 

3/4. S. Holding-M. Hutton 
5. M. Angus-M. Angus 

Again, scores and sections are not available. Neither are results for February 

The Feminine Touch 

In previous issues the point has been made that the women players of 

this unit and province are usually snubbed by the somewhat chauvinistic 
bale guar-tat -(tt least the one made up of established players-). But as 
we all know, women have that devilish cunning capable of out-manoarering 
the most cautious and clever male. 

And so it was that in the most recent Vancouver sectional a women's 
team, led by Rhonda Betts and Connie "Big Momma" Delisle, drew an all male 
team of Sid Segal-Les Fouks and Peter Cooper-Greg Arbour. Here is what 
happened on one of the hands (the event was B.A.M. Swiss Teams). 

Connie Rhonda 

Tx AlCxxxx 
iEWxxx 

xx 
KQT9x Jxxxx 

The bidding was opened on Connie's left with 1H. Rhonda made a 

Michael's Cue, and it went Pass on Connie's right. She bid 2Nt, asking for 

Rhonda's minor. Pass on her left, 3C by Rhonda! Connie's RHO came to life 

with 3D. According to Connie, she thought that slam might have a play, but 

decided to simply jump to 5C. This was passed around to the 3D bidder who 

doubled. Redouble by Connie! 5D by LHO. Double by Rhenda. Connie decided 

the double was Lightner, so she bid 6C opposite what she assumed was a heart 

void. Very, very sneaky. It's tough to win these freaky hands. Of course, 

Connie did win the board. At the other table these hands were played in 3H!! 
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2. IMPS, both vulnerable 

4 
AK92 
KT854 
AJ7 

S W N E 

1D F 13 r 

AWARDS: 2C = 100 (8 votes)., 1Nt = 60 (5 votes), 2D = 30 (3 votes), 
2H = 10 (4 votes). 

The majority of the panel objected to 1D, preferring 1H (as wo
uld I) 

and stressed the flexibility of 2C in this least of evils problem. 

Waterman: "2C - 1Nt is for matchpoints; 2D is wrong with a poo
r suit; 

2H is way too much with no fit." 

Ballantyne: "2C - Retains partscore flexibility but doesn'
t preclude 

game in hearts." 

All very sensible, but the disdained 1Nt has more goin
g for it than 

meets the eye. 

Borg: "1Nt — Seems most flexible call. Some days I might bid 20." 

Fouks: "1Nt - If partner bids 2H we can raise, if he bids a minor, 
the. 

2H." 

An excellent point. Bidding 1Nt on these pl...tterns is often a winner, 

for partner has an automatic removal to 2H with 5-4 and moreover the 

defense to 3Nt will be less blue-printed. On the down side though, this 

hand, with AK AK, 15 HOF and a five card suit seems too much. There's a 

worse flaw, thoguh -

Hurdle: "2C -  suggests diamond length." 

Yes, 1Nt makes it difficult to arrive at what may be our best part-

score or game, our best suit - our diamonds. 
Since eighty percent of the panel rejected 2H, some scathingly, • 

I bow to public pressure and gleefully punish the overbidders. Wow, the 

power 

3. IMPs, both vulnerable S W N E 

AT 1S F 
j2 2D F 3D P 
KQJ43 
KJ52 

AWARDS: 3S = 100 (10 votes), 4C = 60 (6 votes), 3H = 30 (3 votes), 
3Nt = 10 (1 vote). 

A firm vote for the simple man's bid. Surely this is 10094 forcing, so 

I've lumped those "prefer 3S if forcing" animals back into the herd—with 

the rest of us. Three of the four non-black suit bidders were under-

standably silent but one 3H bidder had the integrity to comment. 

A 3H bidder: "Not ready to pass 3Nt but partner knows this is probably 

not natural as he didn't bid 2H over 2D. 
Actually, he may consider it distincly unnatural to bid 

Jx at one's second turn in a live auction but the implied 

pressure we are under, with various games and slams still 

possible,is well taken. I'm sure our honest maverick is 

fearful that 3S promises three trump but as long as partner 

is aware that "pressure preferences" may only be honor-

doubleton, then things go naturally and hence more smoothly." 

Fouks: "3S - Will pass 3Nt or 4S, raise 4C to 5C showing two heart 

Waterman: "3S - Can still get to 3Nt and 4S, even if second-  
losers." 

best,

should still make." 
Lortz: "3S-- May be three losers in 5D." 

Borg: "3S - No second choice." 

Well, there is a second choice, and since it's our second best
 suit, 

we ought to consider it fully. 

Leo Steil: "4C - Intending to pass 4S, and bidding 5D over any 
other 
bid." 
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5. IMPs, Both Vul. 
S W 

AK52 
A2 
T54 
AJT2

N E 

1D 

AWARDS: 1S = 100 (10 votes), Pass = 80 (7 votes), Dbl = 30 (2 votes), 
1Nt = 20 (1 vote). 

A common situation, decided by style. What's important here is to know 
what you do and why you do it, and then remain consistent. 

— The doublers are dying out, it seems, as overcalls become stronger. 
Off-shape take-out doubles without strong compensating values have joined 
strong two-bids in the "fins until something better'' Hall of Fame. 1Nt 
is mildly amusing, but even if you get a good catch, you're playing it 
from the wrong hand, so apart from sowing seeds of doubt for the future 
around the table, 1Nt seems meritless. No, the choice on these hands is 
between pass and 1S. 

Connie Delisle: "Pass - The last time I bid a notrump or spade I got 
into trouble, BIG trouble. I'll bide my time and 
collect information." 

Waterman: "Pass - I don't mind 1S on a four card suit, but I think it 
is too misleading on this flat, prime values hand. What 
game can I miss by passing?" 

yes, there will be an opportunity later (some easier than others, 
though), and we do have defense. 

Fouks: "Pass - Unless it goes 1D-4D, and partner has spades, in which 
case I've made a bad mistake." 

On the other hand, 

miller: "pass - Subsequent events may make me glad I never opened my 
mouth." 

Summing all this up nicely: 

Scholes: "pass - What's the problem?" 
True enough, you know. With no clear offensive action and excellent 

defense, a pass is a sound action and criticism _is not justified. 

Steil: "1S - Not adverse to overcalling a 4-card suit at the one 
level, especially one this good." 

Hurdle: "1S - Least of evils." 
well, since both choices are good bids and we have the best hand, it's 

more a choice of goodies. Actually, 1S does point directly to our two 
most likely games, 4S and 3Nt, interferes with the opponents, and when 
followed later by some form of competitive double may lead to a juicy 
penalty. Another point in its favor is that these hands are now stripped 
out of the family of hands that do "pass awaiting further developments." 

Closing out not only the problem, but also the set, an opinion that 
feels right on the mark: 

Borg: "lS - One may obtain more information about the hands by passing. 
but the auctio that follows may prove to be ambiguous. There 
is a lot of bidding philosophy inherent in this problem." 

Thanks for the opportunity and to those who contributed. Let's 
support this valuable and hopefully entertaining feature. 

******************** 

Allan has disappeared underground since submitting IYB, so this 
...dition's winners (there werpa couple of under 100 point submissions) 
remain a mystery. 

Anybody claiming victory out there? 
























































































































