
April 2008 Mas ter Solv ers Panel
By Mar shall Miles
San Bernardino, Ca lif.

Our pan el ists are Paul Ivaska and Steve
Bruno, Dis trict 17; Gary Soules and Rita
Shugart, Dis trict 21 (Rita is bid ding in a
troika with Eu ro pean cham pi ons Boye
Brogeland and An drew Robson; Ross
Grabel and John Swanson, Dis trict 22; and
Ed Da vis, guest pan el ist from Dis trict 23.

Problem 1. 
Both vul, IMPs. You, South, hold:

 ♠AJ ♥AK865 ♦AKQ84 ♣7

East South         West North
2♠ Dbl            Pass 3♠
Pass 4♠             Pass 6♣
Pass ?

(a) What call do you make?
(b) Would you have bid dif fer ently now?

DA VIS: (a) 7♣. If part ner had a sec ond
suit, he would have in ves ti gated with 4NT
in stead of jump ing to 6♣. I think he is likely 
to have six or seven very strong clubs since
I have ev ery thing else. (b) Yes, If I had a
bid to show a strong two-suited hand such
as a cue bid or 4♦ (to show di a monds and
hearts) I would have used it.
M.M.: Does n’t the 4♠ bid sug gest a

two-suiter of some kind?
SOULES: 7♣. Part ner must have better

than 6 solid clubs to make the slam bid, but
if he does not, then he might be able to ruff
out one of the red suits for his 13th trick. (b) 
I would have bid 3♠ over 2♠ to show a
very good dis tri bu tional hand with five or
more hearts. (Yes, vul I can be this good!)
Part ner can have all his strength in clubs,
but he needs to know my stuff is in the reds.
BRUNO: (a) 6♠. Over 7♣ I will bid 7♦,

show ing hearts and di a monds. There’s no
hand pard can have which does not con tain
the club ace. (b) Yes! I would have bid 4♦
over pard’s 3♠. The face-to-face cue bids
are cute, but they never work. We should
have started nam ing our suits sooner than
we did, and we would be more cer tain of
reach ing the right grand slam.
RITA-BOYE-AN DREW: (a) 6♠. We have 

so many ex tras that we must make a grand
slam try. We bid 6♠ in the (un likely) chance 
that part ner has an other pos si ble strain than
clubs. Need less to say, we pass to 7♣ in
case we have to es tab lish a red suit by ruff -
ing. (b) Yes. We bid 4♦, show ing a strong
di a mond – heart two-suiter. The hand is per -
fect for the Ro man Jump, and leaves us with 
less guess work later on.
GRABEL: (a) If I trust part ner, ei ther pass

6♣ or bid 7NT. Part ner may or may not
have solid clubs on this auc tion. With
♣AQJ10xxx he might have ex pected the
suit to be run ning af ter my take out dou ble.
But he could eas ily have solid clubs as well. 
With two places to play the hand, I would
ex pect part ner to bid 5NT over 4♠. If I have 
to choose which hand, I’ll give him some
lee way and pass 6♣. (b) I’m sat is fied with
the way the hand was bid.
IVASKA: 7NT. Take no pris on ers. I can’t

imag ine any thing part ner could hold other
than seven solid clubs. If that’s the case, we
have 13 top tricks and no need to ruff a di a -
mond or a heart to set them up. How ever, in
the (ob vi ously un likely) event that I’m
wrong, per haps we can make 7NT with out
the clubs. 7NT will also pick up two imps
com pared to 7♣ (though that’s not the rea -
son for my bid) and avert the mi cro scopic
pos si bil ity of a ruff on the open ing lead.
SWANSON: Pass. Part ner prob a bly has

AKQJxxx or AKQxxxxx for his bid ding.
I’ll go con ser va tive, al low ing for a slightly
weaker hold ing and a bad split.
M.M.: North had ♠xx ♥Q10xx ♦x

♣AKJ10xx, so 6♣ makes (los ing only a
trump trick); 6♥ is the best con tract, and
6NT will make by tak ing the club fi nesse.

Problem 2. 
Nei ther, IMPs. You, South, hold:

♠Q76 ♥— ♦J8642 ♣K7652

North East           South West
1♥ Pass           ?

RITA-BOYE-AN DREW: 1♠. Okay, we
fell for it! Se ri ously, this con trolled
semi-psy che will work out quite well much
of the time no mat ter how many spades part -
ner has. At the least, we stand to im prove
our own con tract while mak ing it harder for
op po nents to find theirs.
DA VIS: 1NT. I doubt pass can re ally win

in the long run.
GRABEL: 1NT, forc ing. No prob lem!
IVASKA: 1NT. I have strong feel ings

here. Pass ing in such sit u a tions is a huge
loser in the long run. One of the car di nal
prin ci ples of bridge is that it pays to over bid 
slightly in an ef fort to find a fit. Part ner will
rarely jump in hearts, and it won’t al ways be 
wrong when he does. In stan dard sys tems,
part ner could hold 20 or 21 points on rare
oc ca sions, and then we could miss out on 26 
or 27 HCP, not an easy achieve ment. You
can pass if your part ner en joys play ing
K9xxx op po site a void (or if you’re try ing
to get rid of this par tic u lar one), but oth er -
wise pass ing is false econ omy. In fact, I’d
bid with weaker hands. Why should n’t
North have some thing like ♠KJx ♥Axxxx
♦ ♣AQxxx? If you are play ing a forc ing
notrump, as most do now, you can find and
play in a 3-5 mi nor suit that is pref er a ble to
a notrump con tract. It should go with out
say ing that I would n’t pass a jump shift. If
you bid over 1♥, you must see it through.
BRUNO: 1NT. I don’t pass or bid 1♠.

Could we have a game? Yes. Where? In one 
of our mi nor suits, most likely. Pard could
have ♠AJ, ♥AJxxx, ♦AKxxx, ♣x. 
Slam should be on a spade fi nesse.
SWANSON: 1NT. Am I miss ing some -

thing here?
SOULES: Pass. It’s a long shot to make

game in a mi nor, but if we can maybe 1♥
won’t be passed out.
M.M.: I wish some one with a bridge pro -

gram could tell me how fre quently part ner
will re bid hearts (2, 3 or 4) over 1NT when
re sponder has a void in hearts. As it hap -
pens, we can make a club slam; part ner
would jump shift and we prob a bly get to
five. But game is re mote un less part ner can
jump shift in a mi nor, and how of ten will he
be able to do that? Even if the part ner ship
has a to tal of 26 points (which is not likely),
3NT will not make be cause of the mis fit.

Problem 3. 
N-S vul, IMPs. You, South, hold:

 ♠Q10 ♥AQ954 ♦108762 ♣7

West North         East South
1♦  1♠             3♣* ?
*weak

What call do you make?
SWANSON: 3♠. Maybe this should be a

neg a tive (Snap dragon) dou ble sit u a tion. In a 
sim i lar sit u a tion my part ner once held ♠xxx 
♥AKxx ♦Axxx ♣Qx on this se quence. He
elected to bid 4♠, which was down two
dou bled, when 3♣ would have been down
three (dou bled) op po site my hand —
♠Q109xx ♥x ♦xxx ♣AKxx.
GRABEL: For me this is easy since I play

a dou ble show ing hearts with a spade tol er -
ance. For stan dard bid ders, I think it’s close
be tween 3♥ and 3♠, but I opt for 3♥.
RITA-BOYE-AN DREW: Dou ble for

take-out. We have the per fect shape for this, 
so can hardly re fuse.
DA VIS: 3♦. I am not will ing to bid 3♥

with out a stron ger or lon ger heart suit. My
hand is n’t quite worth an in vi ta tional bid in
spades, but it is worth a game bid if part ner
has length in hearts. Bid ding 3♦ gives room 

for part ner to bid 3♥ and we are still at the
3-level if part ner can’t bid more than 3♠.
M.M.: It seems to me that part ner would

in ter pret a 3♦ bid, not as nat u ral, but as
show ing doubt whether to bid 3ª♠ or 4♠. I
think even a 3♠ bid is a slight over bid (but
it is still my choice un less play ing a dou ble
as Snap dragon, as sev eral of the pan el ists
have sug gested.)
IVASKA: Pass. I can’t imag ine what I

could pos si bly bid. I have the un easy feel ing 
that the Es teemed Mod er a tor is try ing to
tempt me into an ac tion (?) dou ble, hop ing
that part ner’s club hold ing will in form him
that I could n’t have a club stack. Ob vi ously, 
this ap proach could re sult in fi asco in two
likely ways. We may have no play able spot,
es pe cially if we’re play ing a weak over call
style, as most pairs do now a days. Sec ondly,
LHO may have club length, mak ing it dif fi -
cult for part ner to read my bril liant bid and
mi nus 570 is a pos si ble re sult. So, as Sam
Goldwyn fa mously said, “In clude me out.” 
If I were barred from pass ing, I’d bid 3♠,

and I might do that with a double ton honor
were my hand stron ger, but this hold ing is -
n’t nearly good enough.
BRUNO: Pass. If part ner re opens, I’ll be

happy to bid game. If he does n’t, he has
length in clubs, and we don’t have a game.
SOULES: Pass. Why en cour age my part -

ner with a neg a tive dou ble? All he did was
over call. The bid ding might not be over.

Problem 4. 

N-S vul, IMPs.You, South, hold:

 ♠— ♥J8763 ♦AJ9 ♣Q7643

West North         East South
1♥ 1♠             Pass ?
What call do you make?
BRUNO: Pass. I have n’t had much luck

bid ding with a void in my part ner’s suit and
no suit of my own. Sure, we might have a
better spot. The auc tion’s not over yet.
GRABEL: Re luc tantly, I will pass. I ex pect 

to make 1♠; game is un likely; and the auc -
tion may not be over. And, if it’s not, I hope 
to be better placed the next time around. 
Should it go dou ble, pass, pass, to me, I

will bid 2♣, not 1NT.
SOULES: Pass. This is not matchpoints. If

a pen alty dou ble is passed around to me
that’s when I will have to make a de ci sion.
IVASKA: 1NT. This prob lem is the first

cousin of prob lem 2. I bid for many of the
same rea sons ad vanced there. Suf fice it to
say that I don’t think we’re in a very good
con tract right now, so I’ll take a slight risk
to im prove the con tract. The ar gu ments for
1NT here are slightly weaker than above,
since the prob a bil ity of a strong suit (and
maybe a weak hand) is much greater. (In -
deed, I may even cause a large pen alty in
case LHO was n’t go ing to re open with a
dou ble be cause of spade length.) 
Nev er the less, I stand by 1NT.
SWANSON: 1NT. I’ll in vest one level in

the hopes that some one will bid some thing
other than spades.
RITA-BOYE-AN DREW: 1NT. Pass ing is

wiser, but we hate to ta ble a void in trumps.

Problem 5. 
E-W vul, IMPs

West                                   East
♠765                                  ♠AKQJ842
♥KQJ                                 ♥75
♦AJ1073                            ♦Q4
♣86                                    ♣94

South West          North East
1♦ Pass           Pass 2♠
Pass 3♦             Pass 3NT
(All Pass)
Ap por tion the blame for get ting to the

wrong game.
DA VIS: This is n’t re ally fair. It is ob vi ous

West has never played bridge be fore.
 [M.M.: No, West was a fine, ex pe ri enced

player who apol o gized for our re sult (de -

spite the fact that some play ers would con -
sider my 3NT bid ques tion able). But I’m
glad that you told me you would have bid
3NT also with my hand. Ed and I are such
high level play ers that most (lower level)
play ers can not even un der stand us.].
SOULES: West 100%. East showed a in -

ter me di ate hand with good spades. West‘s
bid was am big u ous; he could be show ing a
spade fit, or ask ing for a di a mond par tial for 
3NT. East‘s first re spon si bil ity was to show
the par tial. There might only be 9 tricks, and 
pro tect ing the ♦Qx might be vi tal. (♠10xx
♥KQx ♦Kxx QJ10x). For West to pass
with out a club card is in ex cus able. 
Why gam ble when you do not have to?
BRUNO: West 100%. What was 3♦? 
Kelsey would call it “daisypicking.” 2♠

shows a non-min i mum opener with a 6-card
suit. What more does West need to know?
Just bid the spade game. And pass ing over
3NT shows West should look to a game
other than bridge for en ter tain ment.
GRABEL: Hard to an swer. West 100% be -

cause 4♠ seems au to matic over 2♠. How -
ever East has no busi ness bid ding 3NT over 
3♦, so I’d like to charge him with 100%
also. East has a hand that if 3NT were a
good con tract, West would have started with 
2NT or 3NT him self.
IVASKA: West 70%. An other in the

(seem ingly end less) long line of Es teemed
Mod er a tor clas sics, in the sense that both
part ners pro duced at least one bid so atro -
cious that he de served all (or al most all) of
the blame, leav ing long suf fer ing pan el ists
to sort out the sit u a tion within the math e -
mat i cal con straint that the to tal blame can -
not ex ceed 100%. (In deed, it’s dif fi cult to
be lieve that EM him self was not in volved.) 
Oddly, the worst bid was East’s 3NT. Not

only did he not have a full di a mond stop per, 
but he also had no stop per at all in the other
two side suits, not even a mi nor honor such
as a jack or ten, to sug gest notrump. The
only char ac ter is tic that did was his dis tri bu -
tion, but that is hardly enough in view of the 
other draw backs. But West caused the sit u a -
tion in the first place with his cuebid, and
then he failed to avert the ob vi ously im -
pend ing di sas ter, so he (and I say “he” ad -
vis edly since most women are too prac ti cal
to con duct such an auc tion) has to shoul der
the lion’s share of the blame. 
In fact, most play ers in West’s po si tion

would have just bid 4♠ di rectly.
RITA-BOYE-AN DREW: West 60%; East

30%; one of those things 10%. We think it’s 
fool ish for West to even of fer 3NT with two
small clubs. East took a forgiveable shot,
bid ding pat tern rather than stop pers.
SWANSON: Nei ther 3♦ nor 3NT would

ap pear on my ra dar. (4♠ and 3♠ seem ob vi -
ous to me). I’ll give each player 50% and a
gift cer tif i cate for a book on bid ding.
M.M.: Per haps I should ex plain my bid -

ding. (Yes, Paul, I was East.) Since West
had n’t made a bid or take out dou ble on the
pre vi ous round and only in vited game, East
thought it un likely that he would find the
three top tricks in his part ner’s hand to
make 4♠. If West had some thing like ♠xxx
♥Axx ♦Axx ♣Q10x or ♠xx ♥KQJx ♦Kxx
♣QJxx, 3NT from East’s side would be a
much better con tract than 4♠. Al most ev -
ery one would bid 3NT with the king of di a -
monds in stead of the queen. But West might
fig ure that if East had a run ning spade suit
and a di a mond honor, he could hardly have
much in the other two suits. So, with two
small clubs plus slow tricks in hearts, he
should bid 4♠ over 3NT.
Have I con vinced any one? I don’t think so.


