
March 2008 Mas ter Prob lem Solv ers   
By Mar shall Miles
San Bernardino, Ca lif.

Our pan el ists are Irv Kostal and Grant
Baze, Dis trict 22; Fred Ham il ton and Jan
Janitschke, Dis trict 17; Kit Woolsey and
Bob Etter, Dis trict 21; and Mike Law rence,
guest pan el ist at large from Ten nes see.

Problem 1.
Both vul ner a ble, IMPs
You, South, hold:

♠10753 ♥AQJ43 ♦6 ♣Q62

North East           South West
1♦ Pass           1♥ Pass
2♣ Pass           ?

What call do you make?

KOSTAL: A dif fi cult auc tion in Stan dard.
Does North have 11 points, 15? 18? Since I
have 9, I guess I ought to keep it open for
one more round. No bid is in any sense
“right” but I’ll try 2♥. 3♣ is a pos si bil ity,
though I don’t like it much. Pass ing may be
best, but seems too con ser va tive.
HAM IL TON: 2♥. Game is still pos si ble if

opener has a third bid, so al though 2♣
might be our last plus, the game bo nus says
bid. To me this is clearcut! Both 3♣ and
2NT are more flawed than 2♥.
LAW RENCE: 2♥. Odd to re bid a five card 

suit, but in this case we should not face a
forc ing de fense. I can make quite a few
games if North cares to con tinue. I’m hop -
ing for a raise, which I will ac cept. Oth er -
wise, I would have passed 2♣.
JANITSCHKE: 2♥. Not ideal, but pass is

too con ser va tive and uni lat eral, and I don’t
want to bid 2NT and wrong-side it. Rais ing
to 3♣ is just weird. 
WOOLSEY: 3♣. This is a clas sic di lemma

in Stan dard. You would like to pass, but
part ner may be strong enough to gin a game. 
2♥ does n’t ac com plish any thing. 2NT and
3♣ are both over bids, but I choose the lat ter, 
as it is less en cour ag ing than 2NT and prob -
a bly more likely to make than 2NT if North
has a min i mum and would pass ei ther. Now
if we be long in notramp, North will be bid -
ding 3NT or 3♠.
ETTER: 3♣. Pass is prob a bly best more

times than bid ding any thing at all, but we
are vul ner a ble at IMPs, so it seems wrong to 
chance miss ing a game. The pos si ble bids
are 2♥, 2NT, and 3♣. I don’t have quite
enough strength (or a spade stop per) for
2NT. Part ner will of ten have a sin gle ton
heart: thus 2♥ may be doomed to fail ure
when part ner has min i mum val ues. The flaw 
with my bid is I am miss ing a club. But if
part ner has to pass, we are fa vor ites.
BAZE: Pass. Not enough high cards for

2NT, es pe cially given the ten u ous spade
stop and no fit. My hearts are not quite good 
enough to re bid 2♥.
M.M.: At the ta ble Grant’s pass was the

big win ner. And I con cur: are your game
pros pects good enough to choose the
slightly risk ier partscore? Mike bids game if 
part ner raises hearts, but the oth ers don’t
spec ify.

Problem 2.
Both vul ner a ble, IMPs
You, South, hold:

♠A102 ♥AKQ752 ♦85 ♣84

East South         West  North
1NT* Pass  2♣             Pass
2♥ Pass            3NT      (All Pass)
*14-16

 What is your open ing lead?

JANITSCHKE: Small heart. Pard could
have the jack (stiff or double ton). Or, maybe 
de clarer does n’t have eight mi nor suit
cashers.
BAZE: Low heart. Part ner may have the

jack; in any case it is ab surd to look for a
dif fer ent lead.
ETTER: ♥5. I ad mit that I would have bid

over 1NT, but now I have the ad van tage that 
de clarer has no idea my hand looks like this. 
Part ner prob a bly has at most two jacks or a

queen … and maybe not even that. The ♥J
could be the only honor in part ner’s hand.
Thus, it has to be wrong to lead high. I
choose the five-spot, since the deuce is too
sus pi cious on this auc tion, and the
seven-spot is too re veal ing.
KOSTAL: ♥2. Per haps I can lull de clarer

into a false sense of se cu rity, per haps part -
ner has the jack (it seems like he can’t have
much more than that!). If he has eight tricks
in clubs and hearts I may be pre sent ing him
with his 9th, but prob a bly I could n’t have
beaten the con tract any way.
HAM IL TON: A low heart, of course. How 

else are you go ing to beat it? Pard might
have stiff jack or even Jx. If not, per haps de -
clarer will need a spade trick, and then I can 
run the hearts.
LAW RENCE: Small heart. They have

enough val ues that 3NT rates to make if
given time. This won’t al ways be best, but it 
wins in the event part ner has the jack. Could 
be right to lead a high one, hop ing dummy
has stiff jack and part ner the 10x.
WOOLSEY: ♥7. This could give de clarer

nine tricks, but if I don’t lead a heart he can
prob a bly knock out my ace of spades and
have nine tricks any way. On a low heart
lead, de clarer might not have eight tricks in
the mi nors, or part ner might pro duce the ♥J. 
And if part ner does win the heart trick, he
should have no trou ble read ing my lead as
suit-pref er ence.

Problem 3.
Both vul ner a ble, matchpoints
You, South, hold:

♠54 ♥AQ4 ♦AK109 ♣AKQ4

East South         West North
 2♠ Dou ble      Pass 2NT*
Pass ?
*Lebensohl

What call do you make?

BAZE: 3♠. I have too much to bid 3♣, so I 
will drive to the four-level (or 3NT - I will
pass four of ei ther mi nor). Some times you
bid game with no real con vic tion.
JANITSCHKE: 3♠. Hope fully I will catch

part ner with a 3-6 count. Those who bid 3♣
in stead will play it there op po site, say,
♠K10xx ♥Jxx ♦x ♣10xxxx. 
LAW RENCE: 3♠, ask ing for a stop per.

What part ner does with out a stop per will be
in ter est ing.
HAM IL TON: 3♠, ask ing for a stop per. I

can not think of any other sane bid. I cer -
tainly can not af ford to honor pard’s re quest
for 3♣. Pard may have some other suit to
signoff in, and that will get raised (un less it
is 4♥ which I will be de lighted to pass).
Per haps we should pass four of a mi nor
also, but part ner may have a lit tle some thing 
like ♥K, ♦Q and some shape, who knows?
I plan to get to game and doubt it will be
dou bled even if it does not make. 
The fact it is matchpoints makes pass ing

four of a mi nor more at trac tive, and I could
be con vinced that this is right. How ever, I
would never pass four of a mi nor at IMPs
with this much hand.
ETTER: 3♠. I can not imag ine do ing any -

thing else, though I am sure many will. I
won’t bid 3♣ for fear part ner will pass, and
I can not bid 3♦ or 3♥ since I don’t have
five of ei ther. I won't bid 3NT with no spade 
stop. Part ner will surely bid notrump with a
stop per, which is what I want. And part ner
will bid some thing else over 3♠ with out a
stop per, which is also what I want. I may
have to make a de ci sion to bid game over
what part ner bids, but part ner may bid game 
any way. 
KOSTAL: 3♠ ap pears to be the only op -

tion, un less I want to just shoot out 3NT. If
he bids 3NT I’ll just hope he has a few bits
and pieces that will let the con tract make. If
he bids 4♣ or 4♦ I’ll have a de ci sion to
make, but I’ll prob a bly raise.
WOOLSEY: 3NT. This does n’t change the 

orig i nal mean ing of my take out dou ble.
North will know that I have other strains in
mind, and hope fully will act ac cord ingly.
The prob lem with bid ding 3♠ is that it is n’t
clear that this asks for a spade stop per – it
may be bid on a big dis tri bu tional hand
where South needs to find North’s suit.

Problem 4.
You, South, hold:

♠K962 ♥Q62 ♦1097 ♣Q76

North East           South West
1 ♦ 2♣             Pass Pass
Dou ble Pass           ? 

What call do you make?

WOOLSEY: 2♠. Seems straight for ward.
Why can’t part ner be 4-4-4-1, with what -
ever strength?
LAW RENCE: 2♠. This is a good enough

hand that you would like more bid ding. You 
are more likely to get that if you bid 2♠
than if you bid 2♦.
HAM IL TON: 2♠. Al though 2♦ might

make and 2♠ not, one can not be sure of that 
(pard could be 4-4-3-2, 4-4-4-1). The main
point to 2♠ is that if we get raised we
should have game, with two good cards in
the ma jors. Yes, I keep try ing to make bids
that will get us to game if we have one. And 
you should too.
BAZE: 2♠. This is more pro gres sive than

2♦, and more likely to get us to game if we
have one. Not enough to jump to any thing,
given the use less club queen and ter ri ble
hand pat tern.
ETTER: 2♠ . Af ter all, part ner may have

only three di a monds (4-4-3-2 dis tri bu tion).
Again, I don’t see how any one could bid
any thing else.
JANITSCHKE: 2♠. Per haps part ner has

♠QJxx ♥AJ10x ♦AKQx ♣x rather than
♠Kx ♥KQxx AJxxx ♣Ax, or even worse. I
feel there is no good so lu tion here, just a
guess. 2♦ is ac cept able also.
KOSTAL: 2♠ seems best. Part ner is likely

to be 4-4-4-1, (4-3)4-2, or (4-3)5-1. From
LHO’s fail ure to find a club raise I lean to -
ward the more bal anced hand. The 4-3
should n’t play too badly, and there’s no
guar an tee that 2♦ is better. I fleet ingly
thought of pass ing (could n’t part ner have
18-19?), but that’s too big a po si tion for me. 
Still, more prob lems with the wide range
open ings of stan dard bid ding.
M.M.: I think the 2♦ bid is best here. Since 

opener will re open with a dou ble al most any 
time he is short in the over called suit, I am
not wor ried about miss ing game with my
bal anced hand, with no sure fit of any kind
and five work ing points. I hardly ex pect my
queen of clubs to be worth much. I just hope 
for a plus score. My main con cern is to find
an eight card trump fit, if there is one. Part -
ner does n’t have to hold four of each un bid
ma jor. He may hold 3-3-5-2, 3-4-5-1,
3-4-4-2, etc. I don’t know which is more
likely, a 4-4 spade fit or a 5-3 di a mond fit.
But we still have a chance to get to spades if 
I bid 2♦. Part ner may have a very strong
hand and bid again. And if he holds 4-4-4-1 
dis tri bu tion, even with a min i mum of high
cards, I think he should bid 2♥. He is as -
sum ing from the op po nents’ fail ure to bid
more strongly that I have SOME THING,
(but not enough strength to cue bid and
force him to show a four card ma jor at the
three level if he has one). So, with four card
di a mond sup port, I prob a bly would have
raised to 2♦ last round. With 4-4-4-1 dis tri -
bu tion (and two chances to find a better
con tract than 2♦, (not to men tion get ting to
game if he has a strong hand), I think part -
ner would find an other bid. As is of ten the
case, not ev ery one agrees with me, but I am
used to that.

Problem 5.
Both vul ner a ble, IMPs
You, South, hold:

♠KJ854 ♥ —- ♦A74 ♣109852

South West           North East
Pass 1 ♥            Pass 3♦*
*(limit raise in hearts)

What call do you make?

JANITSCHKE: 3♥. A lit tle loose, but we
could have a game op po site some thing like
♠Qxxx ♥Jxxx ♦KJx ♣KJ. I as sume 3♦
showed 4+ hearts.
BAZE: 3♥. I can take a chance with this

hand … or I can pass. I choose to act for
three rea sons: (1) this will be my only
chance; (2) if I am wrong I may get away
with it; and (3) if we de fend I have sug -
gested a spade lead.
HAM IL TON: 3♥, Mi chaels. I once held a

hand some what sim i lar, with ♠AKxxx and
per haps Q-5th of a mi nor. My 3♠ got dou -
bled, down three (with 4-2 trumps and ev ery 
card wrong. Worse, they could not make
4♥! And bid ding 3♠ on this suit would be
far more dan ger ous than on AK-fifth. Hav -
ing said that, I ad mit one could pass, but I
can’t be lieve that is the per cent age ac tion
when they have a 9+ card fit. It must be
prof it able in the long run to bid, since we
could have a great save … or even a 4♠
game. If we pass, that is long gone.
WOOLSEY: 3♥. Get my cheap Mi chaels

in now. If I had take out dou ble shape I
would ei ther dou ble 3♦ (if my agree ments
were that this showed a take out dou ble of
hearts), or pass and dou ble 3♥ or 4♥ later.
KOSTAL: 3♥. While it looks dan ger ous,

part ner does n’t rate to have more than four
hearts and fre quently will have only three.
When our hands don’t fit well, we’re only at 
3♠ or 4♣, with op po nents that may bid 4♥
rather than dou ble. When the hands do fit
well, the up side is enor mous, ei ther a good
save or even a mak ing game.
LAW RENCE: 3♥, show ing spades and

clubs. With spades and di a monds, you
would dou ble 3♦ and then bid 3♠ if pos si -
ble.
ETTER: Pass. Call me a chicken, but this

is the clos est prob lem in the set for me. If I
bid, I would try 3♠ (rather than bid ding 3♥
for take out). Since I am a passed hand, part -
ner should rec og nize that I am dis tri bu tional 
with only five spades and an other suit that
I’m not proud of. But there are two pos si ble
neg a tive con se quences from such a bid: (1)
I may go for a big ger num ber than they can
make. (2) If they buy the hand, de clarer will 
cor rectly make any heart (or other) guess if
there is one. 
There also are two pos si ble pos i tive con se -

quences from bid ding 3♠: (1) Part ner will
get off to the right lead. (2) It may be cor rect 
for us to buy the con tract.
M.M.: This time it seems I have no sup port

what so ever, al though Bob, who passes, at
least con sid ered my choice . I think 3♠ is
the per cent age bid. How of ten do the op po -
nents dou ble you in a partscore when they
know they have at least a nine-card fit?
Surely they don’t think they can score better 
de fend ing against 3♠ than they would if
they could make 4♥! The only time they will 
dou ble is when they were plan ning to re ject
the limit raise, or per haps when opener for -
got to open 2♦ (since all “ex perts” play
Flannery). If noth ing else, the 3♠ bid may
get part ner off to the best open ing lead.
With the right sort of hand, part ner may
take a cheap sac ri fice over 4♥. He may
even dou ble with a stack in trumps and
short age in spades. O.K., I was jok ing when 
I said all ex perts play Flannery, but what
are the chances that West will have a spade
stack and/or that West will elect not to bid
4♥? By the way, I don’t see the point in
show ing a two-suiter. It is ex tremely un -
likely we be long in five of a mi nor, and we
don’t want a club lead ... say, from Kx. (Be -
sides, the 3♠ bid log i cally has to in fer an -
other pos si ble strain. Why did n’t I open 2♠
or 3♠?) Also, in matchpoints it would be
more dan ger ous to bid 3♠ if West signs off
in 3♥ than to bid it right away. The op po -
nents know they will get a very bad score if
you can take nine tricks for +140, so they
have lit tle to lose, and much to gain, by
dou bling (if they aren’t go ing to bid game).


