GÖTTINGEN – FIRST HALF

Board 1
Excellent bidding. I was wondering what would have happened if Binyamin had eliminated the minor suits before starting on hearts – and then starting hearts from dummy. But in the end that was what Binyamin did, except that West had a safe exit card in clubs. A real expert would never have played that king of diamonds.
Board 2
It’s not easy to bid over such openings and it would have been easy to miss game here. Maybe Binyamin could have started with a 2NT overcall since those are 15 good HCPs. As it was, bidding 3NT after my forced response was slightly risky since I could have had a lot less. I just didn’t know what to bid over the double. (
Board 3
A bid of 2S here (higher ranking than the diamonds I opened) should show a stronger hand, maybe 10 or 11 points. It is better therefore to double 2C .. and then bid 2S. By doubling first (and then bidding 4S next) I was intending to show a better hand than an immediate raise to 4S – just in case Binyamin did have a good hand for the initial 2S bid and might have wanted to move towards slam.
Board 4
Nice defence.
Board 5
This is a good hand that supports my theory for looking for a fit first, before settling for a notrump contract. As South I personally prefer an opening bid of 1D as that has the benefit of finding a major-suit fit immediately – and 2H or 2S may play a lot better than 1NT anyway. On this hand it would certainly have helped avoid a big minus score because I have an easy pass in response to 1D. (See also second half, board 3.)
Board 6
I genuinely thought he had played a small spade over Binyamin’s ten on the second round of trumps. I guess that was a result of Asok’s behaviour. Anyway, their bidding was horrible – asking for aces without controls in all suits is a very big no-no. Giving a double-jump raise to 3S on only three-card support is also ghastly. They certainly deserved to lose IMPs on this deal, my being asleep notwithstand​ing.
Board 7
Best defence can defeat 3C by two tricks. The “easy” defensive slip was to win the ace of hearts on “air”, instead of waiting to capture a high honour. The double-dummy slip was to follow on the ace of clubs with a low one (the eight) when the ten is better since West can win the second club and continue spades to give part​ner a club ruff at some stage. At the other table it was ironically the other way around. When declarer played a low club at trick 2, it was East who needed to win the trick and switch to spades. But when West won it, the defence still prevails on any spade switch except the 6 (or on an unlikely club continuation).
Board 8
Nice (lucky?) bidding by team mates. With both the queen of hearts and the king of diamonds on side the defence never gets the lead again, so even a spade lead does not threaten the success of 3NT. And the 1H overcall (which I, wisely this time, eschewed) sure meant there was no danger of playing 4H on a Moysian fit. I couldn’t believe it when my partner led a heart (good on him) at our table since I figured he was void in hearts. (  Incidentally, I was certainly right not to double 4H since despite the 5-1 break, declarer should have made it. Declarer should not have cashed the king of hearts at trick 3 – instead come to hand to go on with setting up diamonds. I can ruff one diamond .. and later another one, but I lose trump control and declarer makes three diamonds, two clubs, one spade, three top hearts, and a spade ruff in dummy.
Board 10
Binyamin and I have now agreed that a double of a preemptive 2NT opening, like a double of any preemptive bid, should show at least 16 HCPs. So the actual South hand is a bit weak to take action over 2NT – explained merely as “minors” (we did not receive any information on lengths of suits and possible point count) – and if the opponents then jump to 5C, we should let them play there. I don’t think 5C can make, so we might score just +100, which can’t be too bad. I think our team mates should have been content to defend against 3NT undoubled. +300 is not a bad score at the best of times and doubling runs a real risk of North pulling it to 4H which is frigid (in bridge parlance). I fail to understand why North sat for the double since that would never have occurred to me. Maybe they weren’t even advanced opponents.
GÖTTINGEN – SECOND HALF

Board 1
We DO play preemptive raises after a takeout double, so I would expect Binyamin to raise to 3S (or even 2NT, showing a limit-plus raise) after East doubles my 1S opening bid. The problem here is that Binyamin had underbid his hand originally and that he then felt he needed to catch up. Then, when the opponents reached 4H, he felt he needed to protect our side. An immediate raise to 3S not only makes it that much harder for the opponents to enter the auction, but also saves respon​der from the agony of having to make a decision over 4H since that can then be opener’s responsibility. Since 4H can be made, even if declarer takes a losing trump finesse, both North-South pairs did well by electing to declare 4S.
Board 2
This hand was a good example of knowing when to stop. Even though we only picked up 4 IMPs, we at least obtained plus scores at both tables. I totally forgot that we were playing double to show a one-suited hand but very fortunately it worked well when I bid 3C (and found partner with good three-card support).
Board 3
At the other table Asok had clearly gone out of his mind. I hope our non-acceptance of his poor behaviour in the first half finally got to him and rattled him – as much as he was trying to rattle us. Having said that, there is no excuse for what happened at our table. After the 1C opening bid was doubled, I see no reason why Binyamin did not bid 1H. My approach on hands like this is to always show a major suit before supporting a minor suit. At least I would pass before raising clubs. And if my hearts were my diamonds, I would raise to 3C (not 2C) since it is good to play preemptive raises after takeout doubles (see also board 1).

In the play, I just could not see the need to unblock hearts since I did not believe that my partner could have as many as four hearts (let alone five). We would have sur​vived , though, if partner had continued with a small heart instead of the ten (I did encourage with the 7 and the jack did hold the trick) since then I would have been forced to go up with my honours – and clear the suit – while I still held the heart three to get back to partner after winning the ace of diamonds.
Board 4
A normal result (for a change).
Board 5
It worked okay but I don’t think there was any hurry to bid 3NT. In fact, I could have had a 4-5-2-2 shape and we would have missed a good spade fit, so after my 2H rebid South could simply bid 2S. Then we can still reach either 3NT or 4H, neither of which should present a problem.
Board 6
Good competitive bidding by Andrea and Zoran.
Board 7
Andrea and Zoran did very well to cope with the barrage put up by their opponents on this board. I’m afraid I acted very wimpishly by not even bidding 3H after my partner’s 2H opening bid. I really should have gently raised that ante although the hand is a magic fit and I would not have dreamed of competing to 5H.
Board 8
Maybe North-South can make a heart partial – but passing it out seems reasonable enough and is one way to shorten 20 boards to 19.
Board 9
I took two conservative views on this one too: opening 1D instead of 1NT (it turned out that the J-10 of clubs were not wasted values); and then passing partner’s 1NT response. Also, my tens and nines were quite valuable, especially in spades, and so if we’d been in 3NT partner would probably have made it. Still, by this time we really did have the match sewn up and so I wasn’t worried one little bit.
Board 10
I was amused that Binyamin preferred his three-card minor to his three-card major. On this deal that proved to be an excellent decision. I was intending to pass 2S if that had been B’s choice, but I was not willing to defend against 2H (even if my partner had a heart stack).
