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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE 

RICK ROWLAND 

     The Syracuse regional gave me the opportunity to meet many 
new folks from the northern part of the district.  Gerry Radway, 
Margie Spence and their committee put together a wonderful 
event.   
     The Valley Forge regional was smaller than we had hoped for, 
but has a great new venue.  The Dolce Valley Forge and its staff 
were very accommodating.  As Carole King once said, I felt the 
earth move under my feet.  Tuesday’s earthquake was a bit scary 
for those of us who had never experienced one before, but 

the bridge went on.  Continuing with the 70’s music 
theme, Gloria Gaynor wrote “I will 
survive”.  Unfortunately, the tournament didn’t 

survive Hurricane Irene.  Out of an abundance of 
caution, the District 4 Board voted to cancel 

Saturday night and Sunday bridge sessions based on 
information available at the time.   
     I look forward to seeing you all in Lancaster. 

CHANGES 

 
With online publication comes some welcome 

changes to our publication: 1) Space is no longer an 

issue; 2) Flyers from each of our tournaments are 

included at the end of the issue - see the index on the last 

page; and 3) deadlines are shortened - next issue (December) 

submissions  will be due November 11. 
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DISTRICT DIRECTOR’S REPORT 

CRAIG ROBINSON 

   “There aren't many times in one's life when an opportunity 
presents itself at the right time that is also the perfect fit.  I 
believe my strategic planning and operations experience in 
both the for-profit and non-profit sectors combined with my 
strong marketing background can propel the ACBL to the next 
level.”  So wrote Robert Hartman in his cover letter to the 
ACBL Search Committee. 
    The Committee, Bruce Blakely, Chair, Sharon Anderson, 
Rand Pinsky, Joan Gerard, Dan Morse, consultants Bob 
Blanchard and Steve Beatty and me, sifted through over 80 
applications, had telephone interviews with about half and 
face-to-face interviews with twelve and in the end Robert 
Hartman stood alone. 
     He is young (however, more and more people appear 
young to me) based on the fact that he graduated from the 
University of Arizona in 1992.  He also has an MBA from 
Southern California.  He has worked as Associate Athletic Di-
rector at the University of California, Berkeley and most re-
cently as General Manager and Vice President of Golden Gate 
Fields (race track).  He has been a member of the ACBL for 
~25 years and is a life master.  He is very strong in marketing, 
finance, and information technology.  He also has a great way 
with people and he is smart.  I wish him luck and offer him my 
support. 
     Jay Baum has been CEO since the beginning of 2002.  He 
informed us that he would like to retire June 30th 2012.  We 
have now fulfilled that request.  Jay has been a great public 
relations image for the ACBL, but he has done far more than 
that.  The organization is in great financial shape, over six mil-
lion in the bank and debt free.  We own our beautiful new 
building in Horn Lake and our membership has grown about 
10% under Jay’s leadership to about 165,000 members. 
     Jay is a great guy and we owe him our thanks for all he has 
done in his term as CEO.  He will continue on as a consultant 
until his requested termination date. 
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CENTRAL NEW YORK  112 
Walt Gable 
315-568-2538 
wgable@rochester.rr.com 

 

     I am writing this article after 
just returning from the Burt Gar-
rell District 4 Regional in Liver-
pool, NY. Like your “typical” re-
gional, there were lots of players 
overjoyed with making Life Mas-
ter. I was especially thrilled for 
John Noronha for two reasons. I 
was part of a team with him at a 
sectional a couple years ago 
when he was so excited to get 
some silver points. More impor-
tantly, John is one of the most 
wonderfully polite and kind 
bridge players you could ever 
hope to meet. That night at hos-
pitality I gladly congratulated him 
and told him that he could savor 
his new status far more than I 
could the night I made Life Mas-
ter (because I had a brother who 
had been airlifted with cardiac 
arrest).  
      It was also great fun to talk 
with the many players who made 
their way from their home towns 

in Canada to play at our re-
gional. It certainly seems that 
the largest group of players at 
the Liverpool regional, other 
than our own Unit 112 players, 
were our great neighbors north 
of the border. So many of them 
are good players. Even more 
importantly, by and large they 
are fine people. Several made it 
clear to me that they like to 
come to our Liverpool regional. 
     Probably a main reason why 
they like to come to our regional 
is that we have so many dedi-
cated unit members who work 
so hard to put our regional to-
gether. I can hardly begin to say 
enough good things for the ef-
forts of Gerry Radway, the tour-
nament Business Manager and 
Tournament Chair, and her co-
chair Margie Spence. Even 
though they had to make some 
decisions because of financial 
constraints, they still did a super 
job in creating an enjoyable re-
gional for so many players. As I 
know them well, I know that 
they would emphasize the hard 
work of the various committee 
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chairs. So, let me simply, on be-
half of Unit 112, extend my ku-
dos of thanks also to them.  

     
 

NORTHEASTERN PA  120 
Walter Mitchell 
570-709-0850 
waltermitc@aol.com 

 

     Our unit held its annual mem-
bership meeting July 31st in 
Stroudsburg, and welcomed 
Kathy Mateyak and Susan Solo-
mon as new board members. 
George Marcy was recognized 
for his more than 10 years of 
service as Unit website manager, 
and certificates of appreciation 
were given to Judy Argento, Fay 
Pacchioli and Beth Rosenthal for 
their long-time board service. 
Accolades to Bill Haynes and 
Kate Shumaker for arranging a 
great event: two sessions of 
bridge around a bountiful buffet 
dinner. We look forward to a 
similar succulent event at the 
Architzel bridge party in Beach 
Lake, hosted by Fay Pacchioli on 
September 11th.   
     Our final sectional for 2011 
will be held at the Kingston Fire-
house September 30, Oct 1 & 2. 
The Unit will also host a Flight 
"C" North American Pairs con-
test, tentatively set for 11 a.m. 
October 22nd at the Timbers 
Buffet at Mohegan Sun Casino in 

Plains Township. For details, con-
tact Walter Mitchell at 709-0850. 
Remember, participants must 
have pre-qualified at the club 
level in June, July or August.  
     Question of the quarter: 
what's more fun, a laydown slam 
or a challenging 3h bid with a 
Moysian trump fit? Submit your 
response to me and we'll report 
the results of our totally unscien-
tific survey next time.  
     Remember, if you feel you 
HAVE to criticize your partner, 
PLEASE do so privately. And be-
fore doing so, stop to think if you 
have ever been subjected to 
partner criticism and how you 
felt. 

 
 
BERKS MONTGOMERY 121 
Sue Wessner 
610-972-5327 
bridgebysue@comcast.net 

 

     Unit #121 is pleased to an-
nounce that our Fall Sectional, 
September 23-25, will be moved 
to a new location - THE INN AT 
READING, 1040 N. Park Road, 
Wyomissing, Pa. 19610.  The Inn 
is conveniently located with great 
parking. Food will be offered dur-
ing sessions. Discounted room 
rates are also available. No food 
is permitted to be brought in. 
     The Annual Hawley Quier Unit 
game will be played on October 
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30, 2011, at 1:00pm. This will be a 
mixed pairs event. Sign-up in the 
Bridge Room. 
     The Unit’s Annual Meeting will 
be held on November 13, 2011, at  
Riveredge, Route #183, Reading.  
Dinner-meeting at noon, with 
stratified open pair game at 
1:00pm. 
      Congratulations to the follow-
ing people who have achieved 
new ranks with ACBL:    Annette 
Taylor has now achieved Sectional 
Master. Barbara Newman is now a 
Life Master. Richard McDowell 
has achieved Silver Life Master.  
 

         


LEHIGH VALLEY  133 
Dave Kresge 
215-536-8839 
kresgede@aol.com 

 

     The unit will hold its annual 
Holiday Party on Sunday Novem-
ber 13th at the Brookside Country 
Club.  The gala affair will begin at 
noon with a fabulous dinner fol-
lowed by the annual meeting and 
a pairs game.  Contact Lori Bosis 
for tickets.  The Lehigh Valley Fall 
Sectional will be held at the West 
End Youth Center, on 21 October 
through 23 October.  The District 
Flight A North American Pairs will 
be held in conjunction with the 
sectional on Saturday and Sun-
day.  Please see page 45 for the 
flyer. 

There has been a change to the 
unit game schedule.  The unit 
game in September will be on 
Wednesday, September 14 at 
the temple in Bethlehem at 7:00 
PM and will be the Instant 
Matchpoint Pairs.  The game will 
be preceded by a unit board 
meeting. 
 

          
 

PCBA  141 
John Marks 
215-891-0602 
JGMMarks@aol.com 

 

     It was kind of quite during the 
previous quarter in Unit 141.  
There were only two Unit events 
that occurred during the quar-
ter: The May Shore Sectional in 
Mays Landing, NJ where the 
three top players were Martin 
deBruin, Egg harbor, NJ with 
22.33 Master. Points, Betty 
Scull, Egg harbor, NJ with 19.33 
Master. Points. and Dick 
Morgen, Havertown, PA 18.35 
Master. Points. The two top 
players in the Intermediate 
Newcomer events were Thomas 
and Margaret Ward, Ventnor, NJ 
with 2.83 Master. Points. The 
Conclusion of the Solomon 
Teams event: Flight A: The Rabi-
nowitz Team (Marty and Gloria 
Rabinowitz, Rick Rowland, 
Howie Cohen, Luis Pietri and 
Cory Krantz) defeated the Korth 
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are fairly well attended; how-
ever, the Unit would like to see 
more IN players become involved 
and attend our sectionals. 
     Mark your calendars for future 
District 4 Valley Forge Regional 
Tournaments at the Dolce Hotel 
and Resort in King of Prussia, PA.: 
March 5 to 11, 2012 (Early be-
cause of the Philadelphia Sum-
mer 2012 NABC, July 12 to 22, 
2012); June 17 to 23, 2013 (Back 
to our normal time frame). And 
especially keep in mind the Phila-
delphia Summer NABC in 2012 
(July 12 to 22, 2012).  This is only 
less than a year away. 





CENTRAL PENN  168 
Kelly Zeller 
717-246-8034 
kmzeller1@comcast.net 

 

     Here we are again Unit 168 
Members, preparing for another 
Fall/Winter season. While you 
are packing away patio furniture 
and grills and bringing plants in-
doors, mark your calendar with 
these Unit #168 functions; 
Hagerstown Sectional 9/23 - 9/25 
at the Williamsport American 
Legion; Lancaster Regional 10/31 
- 11/6 at the Lancaster Host Re-
sort; Annual Unit Meeting, Sun-
day, 12/4 at the Harrisburg 
Bridge Club, Dinner provided, 
this is a Swiss Team event. 

team (Art Korth, Meyer and Ethan 
Kotkin, Daisy Goecker, Jane Segal 
and John Marks).  The match was 
broadcasted on the BBO Vugraph 
with commentary from a few ex-
perts.  Flight B: The Giesler team 
(Mike Giesler, Allison Brandt, Carl 
Peachonock and Kris Varhus) de-
feated the Klein team (Lewis Klein, 
Bruce and Jacki Williams, Bill 
Gronick, Edie McAlpin and Mike 
Mayer).  Flight C: The Dehlin Team 
(Barry Dehlin, Carol Vorchheimer, 
Lucille Schlack and Patrick Drake) 
won their flight in the Round 
Robin. 
     A special thanks to Mike Giesler 
who coordinate and supervised 
the event and congratulations to 
the winners. 
     PCBA Unit 141 next Sectional 
Tournaments will be in September 
(Summer) Section Tournament 
scheduled for September 9 to 11, 
2011 at the Crescent Shrine, 
Mount Holly, NJ and October 
(Autumn) Section Tournament 
scheduled for October 14 to 16, 
2011 at the fireman’s Memorial 
Hall in Conshohocken, PA.  A Pro-
Am game is scheduled for the Fri-
day evening session at the Octo-
ber Tournament (October 14).  
This event will give the Newcom-
ers to bridge an opportunity to 
play with the “experts”.  The pair 
events for the Intermediate / 
Newcomer (IN) at the Sectional 



September 2011 9 

 

     The Christmas in July, Charity 
Swiss, that was held at the Bridge 
Boardroom on July 10th was a 
huge success. There were 17 Ta-
bles, a re-wrapped gift raffle and a 
picnic style dinner. Thanks to 
Bridget Whitley and Linda Ivanoff 
for running this function. Thanks 
to Edward Scanlon for housing this 
event and let’s not forget Ella Zim-
merman, Joyce Kelkis and Ericka 
Scanlon who also helped to make 
this a great day for Bridge and fun.   
     Team standings at the end of 
the day: 1. Michael & Kelly Zeller, 
Ella Zimmerman, Linda Ivanoff; 2. 
John & Selena Swanson, Buddy & 
Joann Hano; 3. Edward Scanlon, Ed 
Magee, John Leonard, Mike 
Young; 4. Lewis Shapiro, Ruth 
Sherman, Witold Palosz, Jim Mal-
deis; 5. Carl Leffler, Gayle Brass, 
Mary Norton, Stan Cohan.   Thanks 
to all who attended, Let’s do this 
again next year! 
     Speaking of next year, watch 
the announcements for the up-
coming schedule for 2012 and be 
nice to your partner, so you have a 
partner, for any future Bridge 
events.  

DELAWARE  190 
Marie Filandro 
302-234-0623 
filandro@aol.com 
 
     Annual DSBA elections, and 
the unit membership meeting will 
be held at the Bridge Studio in 
Wilmington on Monday, Septem-
ber 12.  The meeting will begin at 
5:45 p.m. and the membership 
game will follow at 7 p.m. 
     Please plan to participate in 
our Diamond State Sectional, 
scheduled for Friday, September 
16th through Sunday, September 
18th at the Bridge Studio in Wil-
mington.  For a complete sched-
ule of events, please visit our 
website. If you plan to play on 
Sunday in one of the team 
events, please note that the 
DSBA will be providing a compli-
mentary pizza lunch during the 
short break between sessions. 
     The Unit 190 Board of Direc-
tors has been extremely busy this 
year.  A committee was formed 
to review and revise our Unit By-
laws and our Certificate of Incor-
poration.  Since I was a member 
of the committee, I know just 
how much work was in-
volved.  Sincere thanks to Pete 
Filandro, Steve Herrmann, Rich-
ard Popper and Jess Stuart for all 
their efforts.  
      The DSBA was originally char-
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tered in 1957, and  our certifi-
cate of incorporation has now 
been reviewed and restated. The 
unit bylaws were last revised in 
1995.  Needless to say, lots has 
changed in the bridge world 
since then. Our committee 
worked on a total revision of the 
bylaws and the unit plans for 
members to vote on the revision 
during the September Diamond 
State Sectional.   
     The unit’s annual Pro-Am 
event, held on Wednesday eve-
ning, June 15th was a huge suc-
cess.  Players participated in two 
locations - the Bridge Studio in 
Wilmington and Memorial Hall 
at Ocean View Presbyterian 
Church.  The same boards were 
played simultaneously at both 
the upstate and downstate 
sites.  Overall winners were Carl 
Williams and John Campbell and 
runners-up were Betty Crane 
and Catherine McHugh. We are 
all looking forward to next year’s 
pro-am team and pairs 
events.  Thanks to Mike Mocella, 
Intermediate/Novice Chairper-
son, for organizing these fun 
events. 
      It’s great to see our members 
continue to advance through the 
ranks. Congratulations!  New Life 
Masters are Mary Lou Walsh and 
Sharon Weintrob;  new Bronze 
Life Masters are Lila Childres and 

Bitsy Klein.  Maxine Alexander is 
our new Silver Life Master; and 
Fred Gillespie is our new Gold Life 
Master. 
 



SUSQUEHANNA  217 

Jacqueline Humilovich 
814-237-5534 
psu4814@comcast.net 

     The annual State College Sec-
tional Tournament was once 
again a big success thanks to the 
efforts of chairperson, Ed Bissell, 
Susan Nichols and her many vol-
unteers who provided out-
standing hospitality, and Kevin 
Burns and Linda Martin who 
hosted the greatly appreciated 
Saturday picnic.     
    State College Tournament win-
ners in each flight are as follows: 
Fri. Aft: Carol Reitz & Jess Good-
man/Jane Whitley & Gail Whitley/
Nevin Krentz & Shirley Krentz.  
Fri.Eve: Judy Stein & Gene Waltz/
Estelle Frankl & Joann Shepard/
Shirley Miller & Jill Anderson.  
Sat. Aft: David Buckthal & John 
Sheaffer/Donald Hollinger & 
David Chen/ Herbert Stratton & 
M. Robin Chilson.  Sat. Eve: Kevin 
Burns & Jim McKeown/Michael 
Anesko & Barbara Mateer/
Herbert Stratton & M. Robin Chil-
son.  Sun. Swiss: Michael Anesko, 
Barbara Mateer, Susan Greenleaf, 
Judy Stein/David Chen, Norman 

mailto:psu4814@verizon.net


September 2011 11 

 

Deno, Joanne Shepard, Jan Bris-
tol/Elaine Fuller, Sandra John-
son, Susan Nichols, Jacqueline 
Humilovich.  Masterpoint Race: 
Michael Anesko (13.26) Mary 
ann Churba (13.01)  Ed Bissell 
(13.01) 
     Don’t forget to attend the 
Susquehanna Sectional at the 
Williamsport Bridge Club.  The 
tournament will be held 
Sept.16-18.  See page 37. 
     Beginning this month, the 
State College bridge games will 
be located at a new site.  We 
give our sincere thanks to Don 
Strickler who has provided the 
unit players with a wonderful 
facility for many years, and we 
express our deep appreciation 
for his tireless efforts in pro-
moting bridge in State College. 
The game times and days will 
continue as at present.  The 
new location is:  Unitarian Fel-
lowship,  780 Waupelani Drive 
Ext., State College, PA  16801. 
     Finally, we are saddened by 
the loss of a wonderful person 
and Silver Life Master, Eleanor 
Lindstrom.  Ellie’s gracious 
smile and soft giggle will surely 
be missed by her many friends 
and fellow players. 
 

         

MASTER SOLVERS  
December 2011 PROBLEMS 

 

S e n d  y o u r  a n s w e r s  t o 
hbethe@aol.com not later than 
October 1, 2011. Please include 
your name in the e-mail. 
 

Problem 1 
IMPs, Both VUL, Dlr E 

 - AQ10763 1062 QJ86 
West   North East  South  
 --  --  P ?? 
 
 

Problem 2 
IMPs, Neither Vul, Dlr W 

AQJ102 6 AKJ92  74 
West  North  East  South 
 1C      2H*     P      ?? 
* Weak 
 
 

Problem 3 
Matchpoints, N-S Vul, Dlr N 

KQ8532 J108 A92 J  
West  North  East  South 
   --       1D X     XX   
  1S       P        P      ?? 
(A) Do you agree with XX? 
(B) What Now? 
 
 

Problem 4 
IMPs, Neither Vul, Dlr N 

J9852 10 K1094 K109 
West  North  East  South 
   --      2C P     2D*   
   P      2H**     P     2S*** 
   P      3H        P     3N 
   P      4C        P     ?? 
 
*   WAITING 
**  KOKISH: STRONG HEARTS OR GF 
BALANCED 
*** FORCED 
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DISTRICT 4 MASTER SOLVERS CLUB 

HENRY BETHE, DIRECTOR 

I have made a few changes this month. I have edited less, as I now 
have almost unlimited space.  I also now have a larger pool of 
votes: I posted the problems on Bridgebase.com, an online site 
devoted to articles and other items of interest to bridge players.  
The votes there are shown after the Panel’s vote. 
 

Problem 1. 

Matchpoints, Neither VUL, Dlr E 

South holds: S–K9 H–A10 D–K10 C-10987543 

West North East South  

 --  --  P  P 

 P  1H  P  ?* 

* 2C would be Reverse Drury 

 

1NT 25 (9)(39) 2NT 15(2)(3) 3C 12 (1)(7) 2C 10

(1)(1)   

 

Miller : 1NT.  First bid is easy.  Next one might be more difficult. 

Shapiro: 1N. Methods have endplayed me into this, as I can’t bid a 

natural, maximum pass with long suit 2C, since I understand it shows 

a fit and A10 isn’t good enough. 3C is said to show long clubs but 

even with a 7-card suit, its toplessness makes me want not to misde-

scribe the hand in that manner.  Hand may be worth 2N, if it were 

natural, but since I don’t have agreements with this partner, I’d fear it 

shows a hand that reevaluates to a very good raise, as it would by an 

unpassed hand… By the way, even for me, this is close to an opening 

1-bid to begin with and it won’t surprise me if you get a bunch of 

complaints about failing to open here – it does measure 13.45 on the 

Kaplan-Rubens scale. 

Greco: 1NT. I would have certainly opened 1C, but having failed to 

do so I have two options either 1NT or 3C (the meaning of which 

may not be clear).  I prefer 1NT: opposite a minimum opener such as 

AQxx/KQxxxx/Qx/x I am nearly cold for 5H and partner will pass 

3C, which might not even make.   

Rowland: 1NT. I have the agreement with some partners that 2NT 

shows clubs, but the suit is too bad.  3C would be fit showing by a 

passed hand, so that’s out too. 
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K.Cohen: 1NT. I would have opened the bidding with a 7 card suit 

with an Ace and 2 Kings on the side. I do not know what 3 Clubs un-

discussed means. If it were invitational I would bid it. Therefore I only 

have 1NT left to bid, and I am not at all happy about bidding it.  

Gorkin: 1NT. Any number of clubs either misdescribes the strength of 

the hand or the strength of the clubs.  A forcing NT is not perfect, but 

leaves many options open.  The one call that causes you real problems 

is if partner bids 2D. Now you have to chose between two underbids 

(2H or 3C) or two overbids (3H or 4C) or a very offshape 2N. 

S.Teukolsky: 1N. Here 3C would be a fit-showing jump (hearts and 

clubs). With all our points outside clubs, 1N is not too bad on this 

hand. 

R.Teukolsky: 2C. Ace-ten isn't a terrible trump holding, and all other 

bids are worse.  

     A10 is indeed not terrible, but 2C promises real heart support, and 
you can never find clubs after bidding 2C! 
Shuster: 2NT.  Typical Drury conventions are that 2NT shows clubs 

and that jump shifts are mini-splinters.  I'll assume my expert partner 

knows this.  Where was I during the previous round of bidding?  

Goldberg. 2NT. Assuming it is natural, I may as well give my partner 

a vote in case he has an 11 count with a stiff club or something. 

Note the difference in opinion on the meaning of 2N. In my partner-
ships I actually play that 2N by a passed-hand is fit-showing with 
clubs and 3C is clubs.  
Glassons:  3 C,  invitational with 6+ clubs.   
B. Cohen: 3C, tough choice between 2N and and 3C.  It just seems right 
to bid a 7-card suit. 
Schmidt: 1N.  Should be unanimous.   

     Almost all the comments I removed favored 1N.  Some said that 1N, 

even by a passed hand, was forcing. That is a non-standard agreement.  

At most it is Òsemi-forcing.Ó Good passed-hands with clubs are more 

common – at least among those of us who still play 2D as a weak-two 

– than hands with diamonds.  Which might lead to considering using 

2C by a PH as natural and 2D by a PH as showing the constructive 

raise.  Which does not apply if you play Flannery or Precision or Multi 

2D. Several people commented that they would have opened. Reason-

able, although I can imagine many problems thereafter. It certainly 

was not unreasonable to pass 10HCP and a topless suit. 
Problem 2. 

IMPs, N-S Vul, Dlr N 
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South holds: S–J52 H–AKQ6 D–K2 C–J1074 

 

West  North  East  South 

 --    1C     2S    X 

 P     3S*    P     ?? 

 

* Undiscussed  

 

4S 25(4)(6) 4C 22(3)(30) 5C 19(2)(4) 6C 18(1)

(4) 4N 18(0)(1) 3NT 17(2)(7) 4H 16(1)(5) 4D 12

(1)(0)  

     I have never given a problem  that got  eight different answers, all 
with reasons behind them.  
Raskin:  3NT.  My first obligation is to bid NT with a card in the op-

ponents suit, then see what partner does at his next turn in order to de-

termine what he meant by his 3S call.   
Schmidt: 3N.  Toughest problem of the set.  I hope partner can continue 
on over 3N, but I don’t expect it. Any other bid pretty much commits us 
to slam, but I’m too worried about diamond control to do that.  If part-
ner passes holding AKx  Jx  Qxx  AKQxx, I’ll apologize.   

     If you are going to assume that partner is looking for a partial 
stopper in spades, then 3N is clearly okay. If you think Schmidt’s 
hand is possible, then 4N to show the strength looks better.  
Greco: 4C.  Partner has made a game forcing bid of some sort.  They 

either have a strong four heart bid with a spade control or they have a 

hand looking for me to bid 3nt with a stopper.  I will start with four 

clubs and see what partner does as I have a great hand either way. If 

partner passes after cuebidding when I make a negative double forcing 

us to the three level then I will find a new partner.  

R.Teukolsky: 4C. Partner will now clarify 3S. We would need a full 

spade stopper to bid 3NT.  

Glassons: 4C:  We play that a cuebid later in the hand is game-forcing, 

so 4 clubs will allow us to set trump for partner.  
Foster: 4C.  My guess is that partner's 3S bid is something like "bid the 
better of your hearts or diamonds",  so my bid is an attempt to exclude 
diamonds, and to show club support, even though the club holding by 
partner is in some doubt.  Partner should be very certain that I hold four 
hearts and no spade stopper since I did NOT bid either 3 NT or 4 hearts.  
Nuckols: 4C.  Partner's cue bid should mean, "Do something intelligent, 
and I promise another bid if we're below game."  My 4C bid should deny 
a spade stopper and show reasonable club support.  If he bids 5C, I'll 
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pass.  If he bids 4D, I'll bid 6C.  If he bids 4H, I'll bid 5H (but I'd like to 
bid 6H). DYE:  4C. I am angling for a club slam; seems likely if partner 
is short in spades. No fear of getting passed here as partner's cuebid 
promises another call. Expecting a control bidding sequence to ensue. 
(P'S: If YOUR partner begins the post-mortem with something like " 
well of course 3S shows a partial stopper for 3NT, isn't that standard?" -
 don't blame me.)  
Harris: 4C. A tough problem, regardless of IMPs or matchpoints.  It 
would be nice to know partner's tendencies.I think I might bid 3NT at 
matchpoints and should bid 4C at IMPs (although who our opposition 
is could influence my decision).  If D were bid by opener and my clubs 
were D, it would be easy to bid 4D.  
B. Cohen: 4C. While 3S was undiscussed, surely it is forcing to 
game.  Partner may be searching for a spade stopper or may have hearts 
with me and be thinking of bigger things.  I will bid 4C to get more in-
formation from partner.  
Wachsman: 4C. This bid provides the most information to my part-
ner.  The 3S cuebid assures me that we are heading to at least a game 
and the challenge is finding the correct strain.  My partner knows I have 
a 4-card heart suit with the inability to bid 3N.   
Miller: 4C. How strong must you be for the negative double? Partner 
already knows about your hearts.  The problem here is how to show a 
little extra, plus a fit in clubs.   

     As a group the 4C bidders are slightly worried that partner will 

pass. Is that reasonable? I really don’t know, but I was worried at the 

table. The problem with the following answer is that partner might 
think you have four hearts and longer diamonds. I know I would.  
Goldberg. 4D. Partners cue bid is ambiguous. He may be looking for 

a spade stopper with long clubs, or he may have hearts or a 2N rebid 

without a stopper. My first obligation is to bid NT with a stopper. My 

partner can assume I have about 10+ if I'm balanced, or less if I have 

good club support. My point is that 4C is not forcing without agree-

ment, or I would bid 4C. 5NT may get us to slam off 2 spade tricks. 

If over 4D partner bids 4H, I will bid 5H, looking for spade control. 

If he bids 4S, I will bid 6C which he can correct to hearts. It would be 

very easy to have a misunderstanding in this auction. You want to 

land on your feet.  

Shuster: 4H. This problem is a tough nut and the difficulty comes 

from the ambiguity over what hand-type partner might hold to bid 

3S.  Partner could hold either a balanced hand in the 18-19 range 

lacking a spade stopper OR a hand with long, solid clubs and an out-



16 District 4Spot 

 

side trick or two.  The strength of this hand strongly suggests partner 

will hold the latter hand type.  There is a further quandary about how 

responder should advance lacking a spade stopper.  There is some 

thought that any hand with a minimum ought to bid 4C, allowing 

opener to pass with the long, solid-club hand. Therefore, I won't bid 

4C with this hand, as partner might sensibly take that as non-

forcing.  That leaves 4H and 5C and I choose 4H because it gives 

partner room to bid 4S with the long solid club hand.  I don't make 

negative doubles with bad single-suited hands, so I don't expect part-

ner to pass when short in hearts (and I might make anyways, even in 

a 4-2 fit).   Too bad it isn't matchpoints, where we could get a near 

top for +620 when only 600 is available in clubs.  

K.Cohen 4S. I think that partner is likely to have x xx Axx 

AKQxxxx or xx x Axx AKQxxxx. With my all purpose ambiguous Q 

bid, he may know how many clubs to bid. He is unlikely to have the 

hand with a very strong heart raise, because my Hearts are so good, 

but if he does, we should be fine. This hand feels that a Club slam is 

highly likely. It is hard to find another bid to explore the Club slam, 

and I am not good enough to just jump to slam. We could be easily 

be off the first 2 tricks.   

Gorkin: 4S. Partner can't know I have this mountain, so bidding only 

a simple game does not do justice to this hand.  He has forced to 

game with no control in hearts and only first round control of dia-

monds, so slam has to be in the picture.  It's not clear what his 3S 

meant (asking for full or partial spade stopper, a real cuebid) but I 

think we have to make some move towards slam.   

Shapiro: 4S. I hate it, since I think it should show better than 4th 

round control in spades.  But your footnote is scary and implies there 

are multiple, legitimate ways to play this cue-bid, a horrifying 

thought.  Assuming partner isn’t a hopeless client, just trying to get 

me to play 3N, if I hold any hand with a spade control, we should 

have a play for slam, perhaps even a grand: ---, xxx, Axx, AKQxxxx 

or replace a club spot with the spade ace.  It’s hard for me to com-

pose a hand where slam doesn’t make, so I’ll bid one.  Over 5C or 

5D, I’ll bid 5H, forcing (since I could have bid it directly with an in-

vitational hand).  Remember, my cue-bid presumably showed a fit or 

at least a strong tolerance in clubs, since with a good hand with 

long  hearts, I’d have bid 3H directly. Yeah, I know, it may not be 

practical to assume that partner will take an expert inference from my 

bidding, if he thinks that there are different ways to play his cue-bid 

other than a strong, game-forcing hand, without specific discussion.   
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STeukolsky: 4S. The primary meaning of partner's 3S is for us to bit 

3N with a stopper. By not passing 3N if we bid it, he can show other 

strong hands. Here we are much too strong for 4C, which partner may 

pass.   

     The 4S bidders make a good case for a bid I did not even consider 
at the table. 
Sprung: 5C. No stopper for NT.  I'll trust we are off the first 2 spades, 

therefore no slam.  If we were sure 4C was forcing, that would be bet-

ter, but not worth the risk.  
Schwan: 5C. I believe the 3S bid is a Western Cue Bid which asks South 
to bid 3NT with a spade stopper.  South’s J-x-x is not a stopper, espe-
cially after the weak 2S jump overcall.  North’s distribution is likely to be 
1-3-4-5 or perhaps 2-2-4-5.  At matchpoints, I might be more cautious 
and only bid 4C but, at IMPs, one shoots for game.  

Rowland: 5C. I assume that partner has a good hand and is probably 

groping for 3NT.  I showed values when I forced him to bid at the 3 

level with the negative double.  I might be a bit heavy, but bidding 

game seems right.  

Filandro: 6C. The value bid.  The worst hands I can envision lose one 

spade and need a club finesse.  All other hands are near claimers.  I 

avoid 4NT because, without discussion, I won't be certain if partner is 

answering in hearts or clubs.   

     Oh for the days when a cue bid meant,  “I have first round control 
of the suit and I am hoping for a high level contract.” As you can see, 
those days are long gone.. 
 

Problem 3. 

Matchpoints, E-W Vul, Dlr S 

South holds: S–QJ852 H–none D–AKJ2 C–J874 

 

West  North  East  South 

 --    --   --    1S   

 P     2H*    P   ?? 

* Game force 

2S 25 (6)(42) 3D 22(5)(15) 3C 17 (2)(9) 2NT 11 

(0)(11)  

     Rather than bore you, I will print only a few comments for each 
bid; they get rather repetitive! 
Shuster: 2S. I suppose this is a survey question as to whether 3m/2NT 

show extras or 2M shows extra length.  I answer yes and no respec-

tively and await partner's next call.  
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Greco: 2S.  This is a matter of partnership style.  I believe rebidding 

the five-card suit is the popular answer as bidding 2NT with a void is 

tough to diagnose and bidding three of a minor should show extras 

with four or a solid five-five opener.  2NT is a close second choice. 

Sprung: 2S.  Most play that 3/2/1 shows extras or 55.  We don't have 

those, and 2NT with a void is impossible. 2S leaves partner room to 

rebid his hearts, then we will bid 3NT.  
Dye: 2S. Does not promise 6 spades; just says I have no more descrip-
tive call. A rebid at the 3 level should show extras, and my extra playing 
strength consists of a void in partner's suit, a dubious asset. Bidding 
2NT has two flaws: the heart void and the concentration of strength in 
diamonds. 2S keeps us low, giving partner room to bid either minor; if 
partner bids 3S I will be content to bid only 4S.   
Miller: 2NT.  You only have two choices -- rebid spades or 2NT -- nei-
ther one is very good.  You are not strong enough to bid clubs or dia-
monds.  2NT promises stoppers in the minors and is the best way to 
show these values. A good partner will take the constraints of the system 
into consideration.  

Filandro: 3C.  I dismissed a temporizing 2S because I will be poorly 

placed after 3H from partner.  As to choosing between the minors in 

this and similar auctions, I believe "clubs first" is the most flexi-

ble.  Suit quality is secondary to flexibility.  
Nuckols: 3C. I play that this does not show extra values, just distribu-
tion, and I bid my suits up the line.  If he bids 3H, I'll bid 3NT.  I have-
n't decided what to do over 3D by him.  I'm hoping I won't have to face 
that.  
     3D would be fourth-suit forcing. One advantage of 2S is that 
three of either minor by partner will be natural. 
Wachsman: 3C. Since we are in a game forcing sequence I want to 
show my pattern while allowing the most bidding space.  

K.Cohen: 3D. I usually bid up the line with two 4-card minors, but 

my Diamonds are just so much better than my Clubs. This may be my 

only chance to show a natural Diamond suit, and give Partner the best 

picture of my overall hand strength.  

Gorkin: 3D. I tend to treat this as showing extras, but many do not 

after a 2/1 response. Even if it does theoretically, any other call is so 

flawed that it is the only sensible one.  If 3N, 4H, or 4S are the right-

contract this will get us to it. If something else like 5D or 5C is right, 

then 3D should lead there.  

     The common wisdom is well summarized by Doug Dye and the 

Sprungs. With minimum opening values, the only rebids allowed are 
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2S, 2N and 3H. 2S is the default when you do not have heart sup-

port and your hand is unbalanced.  There are many, however, who 

believe 2S should promise six spades, and that partner’s game 

force allows you to bid a new suit at the three-level on minimum 

misfitting values. Obviously an area you should discuss with part-

ner.  
 

Problem 4. 

IMPs, Neither Vul, Dlr S 

South holds: S–J2 H–K9532 D–K C–AKJ84 

 

West  North  East  South 

 --    --   --    1H   

 P     1S     P   2C 

 P     3C     P     ?? 

 

3D 25 (4)(20) 4C 21(2)(11) 3S 19(2)(4) Pass 

14(4)(26) 3NT 12(1)(3)  

5C 11(0)(7) 

 

     Whether to make a game try is the theme of this problem.  
There is an added bonus for bidding – and making – a game. For 
trying is extra hcp; against that the HK is opposite shortness and 
the DK is a problematic value.  
Greco: Pass.  Very close.  The soft nature of my hand and partner's 

lack of bidding 2NT has convinced me to pass although it is very 

close.  Partner may be stretching here. 

Shuster:  Pass.  All the indicators point to taking the low road.  The 

vulnerability, the lack of spade and heart spots, and no fast cashers 

outside of clubs more than counterbalance the extra club trick I 

hold.   
Dye: 4C. Can you "counter-invite"? I believe so. I'm also bidding out 
my shape so partner can better evaluate the extent to which his HCPs 
are working. At IMPs there is no premium on reaching a NT game 
and in any event if partner has the right cards to generate 9 fast tricks 
in NT then 5C is a likely make as well.  
Foster:  Pass. Partner's 3 club bid is invitational and forward going of 
course, but she would have to have a really special hand for us to 
make 3 NT or a game in clubs.  Bidding on is NOT worth the risk, in 
my view. However, I will be sorry I passed if partner comes down 
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with aces and the cards behave well. 
Filandro:  Pass.  Without regret.  Partner's courtesy raise usually de-

livers 8 - 11 HCP.  Any making game (whether 3NT, 4H, or 5C) re-

quires the maximum in HCP, and perfect location, too.  4H will addi-

tionally require trumps breaking 3 - 3.  And 5C requires the points to 

include two aces and probably a fifth club, too.  All of the game tar-

gets are too small to justify an excursion beyond the 3C safety level.  
Wachsman: Pass. Partner did not bid 4th suit forcing to game so the 
best he can have is an invitational hand. The fact that the opponents 
have been quiet is a tipoff that the majors are not breaking favora-
bly.  Let the other table holding our cards get into trouble.  

I f you do try, which try?  
Raskin: 3D.  Show values in the D suit since 3NT is still a possible 

contract and I want to give partner a chance to get there.  This bid is a 

little pushy but we are playing IMPs and 5C doesn't seem like the 

game to be in if we are going to play in game.  
Nuckols: 4C.  I don't think this is forcing, but I hope he doesn't pass.  

Teukolsky: 3S. We don't have enough to bid 5C, and we have too 

much to pass 3C. Over 3S, if partner bids 3NT or 4S we'll pass. If he 

bids 4C we'll try 5C. Non-vul in imps should push for game rather 

than play 3 of a minor.  
Rock: Pass.  Partner is giving me a courtesy raise - could have as few as 
eight points.  Pass is the best  chance for a plus. In IMPs, I would push a 
litttle more if vulnerable.  
Schwan: 3♦. Again, we have the flavor of the month – the Western Cue 
Bid – asking North to bid 3NT with a diamond stopper.  The ♦ K be-
comes more valuable if North has additional help in diamonds.  In that 
case, 3NT should be easier to make than 5♣. 
Harris: 3D.  With a D stopper I would rebid 3NT.  I should be showing 
a value bid and semifeature and 
leaving it up to partner as to the final contract.  Plan to pass a 4C rebid 
by partner as fourth suit forcing was 
not used. 

K. Cohen: 3D. There is still a good chance that we may have a game 

in either 3NT or 5Clubs. I owe partner a game try bid, and despite 

only having a stiff King, it is also the cheapest bid allowing maximum 

space to explore the  possibilities. 

Rowland: 3D. Let’s give partner a chance to weigh in.  I’m passing 

3NT and raising 4C to 5C. 
Sanders: P. We don't have points for a minor game and we don't have a 
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major fit. 
Miller: Pass.  Partner could bid fourth suit, but didn't.  
Schmidt: 4C.  There are lots of hands partner can hold where 5C makes 
and 3N goes down, but only one (Q10xx QJ  QJx Q10xx) where the 
reverse is true (and partner might have chosen 2N instead of 3C, with 
that one). 

Goldberg: 4C. If he has AKxx, x, xxx, xxxxxx , or AQxx, Qx, xxx, 

Qxxx. I hope he will look at his controls.  

Sprung: 3D.  An ugly 15 points, but game is still possible.  We need 

to decide between 3NT and 5C.  Any other bid on the 3 level would 

be natural, so this is just a punt, looking for the right game. 
B. Cohen: 4C, stiff KD is very questionable, but I hope partner has an a 
ace or two and enough values to go to game.  

Teukolskys: 3S. Must make a forward going bid in IMPS. The odds 

strongly favor trying for a non-vulnerable game when the alternative 

is 3 of a minor. Second choice is 4C.   

Shapiro: Pass.  It’s only a non-vul game, if we’ve missed it.  Problem 

here, too, is methods, since after my 2C bid partner likely had three 

ways to make an invitational bid in clubs: a wide-range 3C or begin-

ning with a game-forcing 4th suit 2D, or – I guess – 4C, and even in 

these methods that must show a fairly specific, very black hand. Sec-

ond choice – and I hope partner had bid 3C smoothly – would be 

4C.  I want no part of showing my secondary spades.  Finally, this is 

yet another hand where a limited opening bid system would prevent 

partner from having to raise clubs to allow for the top of the 2C rebid 

range in standard,  which can be much better than this hand. 

Gorkin: 4C. While 3N could be the right contract, it seems that if 

partner's diamonds are good enough he would have bid 2N.  4S might 

be correct, but I think I should have a third spade to bid 3S.  If part-

ner's spades are that good, he should be able to bid 4S over 4C.   All 

of that said it looks like 5C is the most likely game, if there is a 

game.   

Glasson:  3 NT:  Hopefully they will underlead their ace of diamonds, 

if partner doesn't have it. 
Hickes: 5C. Who can know?--I want to be in game at imps—at match-
points I pass. 

     I left all comments in. Maybe they will convince you. They did not 
convince me. The imp aspect of the problem pushes me towards try-
ing for game, but, as Eric says, the soft values push me towards 
Pass. In the scoring Pass was pushed down because nine panelists 
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Panelist  1 2 3 4 Score 
 
Ken Cohen  1N 4S 3D 3D 97 

Dan & Jo Sprung 1N 5C 2S 3D 94 

Bernie Gorkin  1N 4S 3D 4C 93 

Ray Raskin  1N 3N 2S 3D 92 

Saul Teukolsky 1N 4S 3D 3S 91 

Ed Shapiro  1N 4S 2S P 89 

Eric Greco  1N 4C 2S P 86 

Rick Rowland  1N 5C 3C 3D 86 

Pete Filandro  1N 6C 3C P 74 

Connie Goldberg 2N 4D 2S 4C 73 

Ros Teukolsky 2C 4C 3D 3S 73 

Michael Shuster 2N 4H 2S P 70 

Joann & Bob Glasson 3C 4C 3D 3N 68 

  

Solvers 

Lynn Harris   1N 4C 3D 3D 94 

Douglas Dye  1N 4C 2S 4C 93 

Ed Schwan  1N 5C 3D 3D 91 

Bill Schmidt  1N 3N 2S 4C 88 

Bill Rock  1N 4C 3D P 86 

Harry Nuckols  1N 4C 3C 4C 85 

Bill Foster   1N 4C 3D P 83 

Robert Hickes  1N 4C 2S 5C 83 

Barry Cohen  3C 4C 2S 4C 80 

Dave Wachsman 1N 4C 3C P 78 

J.J.J. Newman 1N 4H 3D P 77 
Kathy Miller  1N 4C 2N P 72 
Howard Sanders 2C 3N 2S P 66 

wanted to push on. But none of the various tries seem to help part-
ner towards making a decision that I will be comfortable with.  
Congratulations to Ken Cohen and to Lynn Harris.  
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          BETTER BRIDGE TEACHER TRAINING SEMINAR 
Taught by Audrey Grant 

  
 WHERE:   Lancaster Regional at Lancaster 
Host Resort,  2300 Lincoln Hwy East 
 WHEN: Nov 4, 2011  9:30- noon and 1-5 PM   
                and   Nov . 5  9:30-11:45 AM   
  (observing the workshop) 
 FEE:  $50  (reduced rate from $125 courtesy  

 of District 4) 
  
     This seminar is run by Audrey Grant.  You will hear teaching  
techniques that work in large groups or small developed by Audrey 
over time and experience.  You will become a better  presenter of 
this great game.  
  
     Participants receive workshop notebook  including sample les-
son plans, and sample Better Bridge products: textbook, color 
coded carrds, Magazine, Basics software.       
  
     To register:  go to District 4 web site through ACBL.org and print 
the form for the TEACHER TRAINING, mail it with your check made 
out to Dist 4 ACBL to: 

            Mary Poplawski 
            600 Princeton Dr 
            Vestal, NY 13850   

  
Space is limited.  Register by Oct. 10. to guarantee your space. 

There are three kinds of bridge players: 

(1) Those who can count and  

(2) those  who can’t. 
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  District MP Race Leaders through August 6, 2011 
  
  Mini McKenney Ace of Club 

 

0-5     Richard Rosenfield  
5-50     Forbes Tuttle  
20-50    Nancy Chorpita  
50-100 Patricia Jardin Louis Scheffer 
100-200 Kenneth Harris Tibor Guthin 
200-300 Gary Hillenbrand Mary Kondash  
300-500 Bitsy Klein  Suzanne Goldberg 
500-1000 John Dickenson Steve Valencic 
1000-2500 Elaine Clair  David Abuhove 
2500-5000 Corey Krantz  John Sheaffer 
5000-7500 Meyer Kotkin  Philip Monyer 
7500-10,000 Tom Weik  Rhoda Kaufman 
over 10,000 Ken Cohen  J & S Swanson 
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         WORKSHOP with AUDREY GRANT 
Lancaster Host Resort at 2300 Lincoln Hwy. East 

  
         TOPIC: MAXIMS ON DEFENSE 

  
         TIME:  9:30-11:45 AM   
  
         DATE:  Nov. 5, 2011 

  
         FEE: $25 ( ess than her usual fee)  
 
     Defense  is one of the neglected parts of bridge, yet so impo-
rant.  Work with the master teacher to clean up you defense.  A 
partner is not required . You will be seated at a card table and will 
have a chance to bid and play specific hands which illustrate the 
points  being presented  with Audrey using the most effective and 
up-to-date  teaching methods. 
  
 To Register:  go to District 4 web site through ACBL.ORG and  print 
the form, mail it with your check check made out to Dist 4 ACBL) to : 
               Mary Poplawski  
               600 Princeton Dr 
               Vestal, NY 13850 

  
 Space is limited.  Register by Oct. 10, 2011 to guarantee your space. 

The human brain uses  

approximately as much energy 

as a 10 watt light bulb. 
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by 

MARTI RONEMUS 

mronemus@comcast.net 

There’s nothing like getting out of town and seeing 
the world to make you take a look at your own attitudes 
and beliefs. I’ve had a wonderful time over the last few 
months teaching week-long bridge workshops from Ver-
mont to West Virginia, meeting the nicest, smartest and 
most fun people around. And I’ve had some insights into 
how bridge is viewed. 

One shocker is that there are hoards of people out 
there who lead long and productive lives without Stayman 
or transfers. I have no idea how they do it, or why, but it’s 
true. The biggest challenge I face on these excursions is 
the diversity of the group I’m teaching. I usually start out 
by asking for a show of hands of those who play Stay-
man. Interestingly, this is a dividing line for skill and 
knowledge levels. (Incidentally, I was simply stunned 
when I found that everyone in my last group not only 
played Stayman, but transfers. Wow!) 

Another eye-opener is that while these folks have 
all come to spend a full five days improving their games, 
they don’t want to memorize a lot of stuff. I must admit I 
can’t blame them. I have a theory that at (most of) our 
ages, every new thing we memorize causes us to forget 
something old. This has encouraged me to rethink my 
teaching. Now I focus entirely on concepts…if people un-
derstand why we do something, they don’t have to 
memorize.  

Example? One of my favorites is what I call the 
Theory of the Crummy Dummy. Picture this hand: ♠xx  ♥x 
♦xxx  ♣Kxxxxxx. If this hand is dummy, it is useless. The 
opponents can lock declarer out, never letting declarer 
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take advantage of the long clubs. The hand is truly a 
Crummy Dummy.  BUT! If this hand is the declarer in 
that long club suit, it actually brings a lot of goodies to the 
table. Once people grasp that a hand that is useless as 
the Crummy Dummy but may be super if the long suit is 
trump, all sorts of doors open. Now we can understand 
preempts, weak jump shifts, inverted minors and all sorts 
of stuff…without memorizing. The concept is what is im-
portant. 

I’ve also come to respect the diversity in bidding 
methods. When I give people a hand to bid, if they reach 
the optimum contract I don’t care if they got there on the 
wings of an angel. If they’re not in the best place, now we 
can talk. I am frequently reminded that there is nothing 
in bridge that three people agree on! I’ve learned to leave 
people alone unless they are missing the contract too of-
ten.  

And now an eye-opener that isn’t so pleasant: A 
large percentage of these people have played at a bridge 
club, and will never go back because of the way they 
were treated. There they are, dozens and dozens of 
lovely people, decent players with a passion and desire 
for the game, and you’ll never meet them. They tried it 
and were turned off completely by the attitudes and be-
havior of our club players. Every one of those people 
represents a missed opportunity for us to grow our clubs 
and our games. Hmmm. Maybe I’m not the only one who 
should be re-examining attitudes, no? 

So, I continue to be impressed by the super peo-
ple who play our game and I’m grateful to have the 
chance to meet so many of them. Enjoy your games, be 
nice to strangers, and email me with your thoughts and 
questions. I have an answer for everything…and some-
times it’s even right!!  
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2011 SUMMER NABC TORONTO ON 

1   158.41  Howard Cohen,  Philadelphia PA 
2   138.18  Meyer Kotkin,  Cherry Hill NJ 
3   112.36  JoAnn Sprung,  Philadelphia PA 
4    96.25   Eric Greco,  Wynnewood PA 
5    95.43   Danny Sprung,  Philadelphia PA 
6    87.18   Ken Cohen,  Philadelphia PA 
7    68.64   Rich Rothwarf,  Philadelphia PA 
8    65.75   Barbara Rhoades,  Wilmington DE 
9    59.33   Thomas Weik,  Reading PA 

10    59.33   Rick Rowland,  Wilmington DE 

UPSTATE NY REGIONAL 
Liverpool NY  August 1 - 7, 2011 

   

  1   81.42 Daniel Boye, Farmington NY 
 2   80.50 Larry Sunser, Camillus NY 
 3   79.10 Douglas Ross, Rochester NY 
 4   65.58 Thomas Andrews, Utica NY 
 5   65.58 Donald Dalpe, Baldwinsville  
 6   59.46 Saul Teukolsky, Ithaca NY 
 7   9.46 Roselyn Teukolsky, Ithaca NY 
 8   54.46 Mary Poplawski, Vestal NY 
 9   54.46 Harry Nuckols, Vestal NY 
10  40.61 Sam Maitra, Webster NY 
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VALLEY FORGE REGIONAL 
King of Prussia PA  - Aug 22-28 

1.  Marty Seligman  91.66 
2.  Rick Rowland  60.73 
3.  Doug Dye   57.83 
4.  Tom Weik   55.55 
5.  Albert Shrive  52.31 
6.  Edward Leach  51.15 
7.  Corey Krantz  48.10 
8.  Ken Cohen  46.60 
9.  Elaine Clair  44.50 
10. John Dickenson  41.97 

       Notes from King of Prussia 
(TOURNAMENT SHORTENED DUE TO HURRICANE IRENE) 

  

  1078.5 Tables 

  1081  Players Attended 

  Players Won Masterpoints 

5776 Masterpoints Awarded 
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A Spot 4 the Advancing Player 
by Jay Apfelbaum 
(japfel@verizon.net) 

This is a continuing series of articles written for the advancing player. I 
welcome any questions or suggestions about future articles. Please send 
them to the publisher. Who knows? You may be mentioned in a future arti-
cle! Since beginning this series, I have been asked about several conven-
tions. Keep asking! Your questions give me direction about what the next 

article should be about. 
      
    In this article, we will discuss two topics: What to bid with 6-4 in 
the Major Suits and what to do when the opponents lead out of 
turn. 
     I am always getting asked what to rebid after opening One Spade 
and hearing partner bid 1NT holding a six-card spade suit with a 
four-card heart suit. Most get quite frustrated when I tell them it 
depends on the relative strength of the two suits.  The answer lies 
in the type of honors we hold in the spade suit, secondarily, the 
overall strength in the heart suit. Let us consider two different 
hands. In the first hand, opener holds KQJ1072 of spades and J852 
of hearts. In the second hand, opener holds A109532 of spades and 
A842 of hearts. Now, let us assume that partner holds just enough 
to bid 1NT and has just one spade and three hearts. Ask yourself 
whether you would rather be in spades or hearts opposite that 
hand. On the first hand, spades would certainly play better. There 
will be no need to ruff a spade, and heart losers might be discarded 
on minor suit winners. On the second hand, hearts could easily 
prove the better contract. 
     There are a great many hands where the choice of rebid will be 
obvious. In making that choice, consider the probability that there 
will be no need to ruff a spade; that the only losers will be the top 
spade or spades. Consider the probability that playing in hearts will 
not provide a chance to ruff spades and avoid a loser in that suit. 
Holdings such as KQJ or QJ10 are ideal for rebidding the spade suit 
ahead of showing a heart suit. Broken holdings, such as A96432 or 
K108532 will often play better in the heart suit. 
     About the only time it may be better to bid two spades rather 
than two hearts holding a broken spade suit is when the heart suit 
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is of exceptionally poor quality. 
     When there is no clear choice between bidding two spades or 
two hearts, it is often better to bid hearts. This gives responder a 
chance to show a heart fit, failing which responder will often pre-
fer back to spades holding a doubleton spade. This gives us a 
chance to land in our best trump fit on a wide variety of hands. 
     The bottom line is to favor a rebid of two hearts unless either 
the spade suit is so good that a heart fit does not figure to gain an 
extra trick or the heart suit is of exceptionally poor quality. 
     The second topic is what to do when there is a lead out of turn. 
For an opening lead, there are five choices: (1 and 2) Accept the 
lead and then decide who should be the declarer, (3) leave it as a 
penalty card, (4) require the correct defender to lead that suit, or 
(5) prohibit the correct defender from leading that suit. For a lead 
out of turn by a defender during the hand, there are four choices: 
(1) Accept the lead, (2) leave it as a penalty card, (3) require the 
correct defender to lead that suit, or (4) prohibit the correct de-
fender from leading that suit. For a lead out of turn by declarer 
either defender may accept the lead. If neither defender accepts 
the lead, declarer will replace the card led out of turn and then 
lead from the correct hand. 
     For an opening lead, it may prove best to 
keep the strong hand hidden as the de-
clarer. This could pro- tect the honors in 
the strong hand from being finessed on 
the opening lead. If one of the two hands is 
extremely distribu- tional, it may be 
better to keep that hand hidden. This 
could make it more difficult for the defenders to know which tricks 
they are to cash (or set up) first. 
     Sometimes, it will be clear which choice will work out to best 
advantage. In those cases, the non-offender should exercise the 
most favorable choice. There will be times when no choice is par-
ticularly clear. On those occasions, it may be best to remember the 
advice from Harry Goldwater, a former tournament director. He 
suggests it is best to accept the lead because anyone who is paying 
so little attention that they do not know who is on lead is unlikely 
to find the best one. 
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     For any lead out of turn by declarer, it could be right to accept a 
lead if it weakens declarer’s position in that suit or costs a valuable 
entry. Otherwise, it is probably best to let declarer replace the  card 
and do whatever declarer thinks best. 
     For any lead out of turn by a defender during the hand, the im-
portant thing is to figure out which option will help the most. It 
could be right to accept the lead or require that suit from the other 
defender if it offers a free finesse. It could be right to forbid the 
lead because some other lead would be more helpful. Most of the 
time, the choice will be clear. If the choice is not clear, consider 
leaving the card as a penalty card and allowing the other defender 
to lead whatever the other defender wishes. 

Did You Hear… 

  

…..About the man who wanted to 

learn bridge in one day? He ordered 35 copies of 

Five Weeks To Winning Bridge.  

…...About the lady who always went down one in 

3 NT? When asked about this she said she was 

just following her teacher’s advice: “Eight ever, 

Nine never.”  
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Which is the largest? (A) the number of legal bridge auc-

tions, (B) the number of bridge deals, or (C) the number 

of feet to the nearest star. 

Answer 

(A) The number of possible bridge auctions is almost be-

yond comprehension, a 48-digit number! The number of 

possible bridge deals is in the octillions, a 29-digit num-

ber. To put these into perspective, consider that the 

number of feet to the nearest star is only an 18-digit 

number. 
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Upcoming District 4 Events 

DATE TOURNAMENT LOCATION PAGE 

Sept 
9-11 

PCBA Summer 
Unit 141 Westhampton NJ 36 

Sept 
16-17 

Susquehanna 
Unit 217 

Williamsport PA 37 

Sept 
16-18 

Syracuse Fall 
Unit 112 Cicero NY 38 

Sept 
16-18 

Diamond State 
Unit 190 Wilmington DE 39 

Sept 
23-25 

Hagerstown 
Unit 168 Hagerstown MD 40 

Sept 
23-25 

BMBU Fall 
Unit 121 Wyomissing PA 41 

Sept 
24 

199er Fall 
Unit 112 Fairport NY 42 

Sept 30 - 
Oct 2 Unit 120 Kingston PA 43 

Oct 
1-2 

Finger Lakes 
Unit 112 Waterloo NY 44 

Oct 
14-16 

PCBA Fall 
Unit 141 Conshohocken PA 45 

Oct 
21-23 

Lehigh Valley Fall 
Unit 133 Allentown PA 46 

Oct 
22-23 

Rochester Fall 
Unit 112 Webster NY 47 

OCT  
22 NAP C Clubs 30 

OCT 
22-23 NAP A Allentown PA  30 & 

45 

OCT 
29 NAP B Wilmington DE 30 

Oct  
29-30 

Binghamton 
Unit 112 Endwell, NY 48 

OCT 31 - 
NOV 6 

RED ROSE  
REGIONAL LANCASTER PA  22-

24 


