
By Mar shall Miles
San Bernardino CA

O
ur pan el ists this month are Mike &
Nancy Passell and Jerry Gaer, Dis -
trict 17; Gary Soules and Harvey

Brody, Dis trict 21; Rick Roeder and Jon
Wittes, Dis trict 22. Guest pan el ist from
Dis trict 23 is Eddie Kan tar.

Problem 1.
Nei ther vul ner a ble, matchpoints
As South, you hold

♠QJ10642  ♥—  ♦K754  ♣872

North East       South West
1♠ Pass       ?

(a) What call do you make?
(b) If part ner opens 2♣ and you re spond

2♠ (nat u ral pos i tive), what call would you
make over part ner's raise to 3♠?
SOULES: (a) 1NT (forc ing). I won’t have 

much sup port for this bid, but feel I will get 
more in for ma tion this way, and when I fol -
low up with a jump to 4♠ over part ner’s
min i mum re bid, I will have shown a hand
too good to sim ply bid 4♠ im me di ately.
There still might be a slam, since RHO’s
pass over 1♠ is very en cour ag ing. I don’t
think any spade bid di rectly de scribes this
hand. (b) I must ab stain here, since I feel
strongly about bid ding 2♠ here with out 2
of the top 3 hon ors, or at least AJ10xxx(x).

One of the ad van tages of bid ding 2♦ over 
2♣ and rais ing part ner’s spades, it puts
Key Card and cue-bids into per spec tive.

PASSELLS: (a) 2♦. We wish we knew
what meth ods ap plied here: would 3NT
show a good 4♠ bid? If so, that is our
choice, since slam is on - op po site so very
many great fit ting min i mums. We are not
com fort able with the un der bid of 4♠, and
the huge over bid of 4♥ hand cuffs part ner.
So we are stuck with 2♦ through the pro -
cess of elim i na tion. (b) On this auc tion we
try 4♦; we will sign off at 4♠ if part ner
cues 4♥. This does jus tice to this hand.

GAER: (a): 4♥ (void splin ter). This deal
could be any thing from a part score to a
dou ble slam swing, de pend ing on where
part ner’s val ues are. Give him some thing
like ♠Axxxxx  ♥xx ♦— ♣AQJxx and we
could even have a dou ble GRAND slam
swing. Best to let him de cide how much
du pli ca tion ex ists. LHO should have a
good hand with lots of hearts since we
never heard from RHO, so it’s pos si ble it’s
not even our hand. 

(b): Again, 4♥. This time I am show ing
in ter est and de ny ing ei ther mi nor ace. I
show first round con trols before second.

KAN TAR: (a) 4♠. O.K., I have a lit tle ex -
tra for once, but I don’t think I am strong
enough to show my void. My part ner will
ex pect a better hand than this. (b) I would
bid 4♦. I avoid cuebidding voids.

ROEDER: (a) 4♠. I will let part ner make
the fi nal de ci sion un less it goes 5♥ on my
left, pass, pass, in which case I will chance
5♠. Will be de lighted to cue bid if part ner
fol lows up with 5♣. Given the prob lem
for mat with part (b), it sounds like pard has 
a great hand. Still, I give you an hon est an -
swer as if part (b) did not ex ist. The hand is 
not a limit raise, lack ing an ace. 

(b) 4♦. Would 5♥ be ex clu sion Black -
wood or a splin ter? Prob a bly a splin ter.
Rather than risk a mis un der stand ing, I’ll
cue bid my sec ond round di a mond con trol
rather than my first round heart con trol.
Be sides, you can not be sure part ner does n’t 
have a great heart suit, in which case a di a -
mond con trol will be more en cour ag ing to
partner than a splinter in hearts.
M.M.: Some times, when you are plan ning

to make two cue bids, you choose the or der 
that will al low you to bid both with out forc -
ing to slam. Other play ers al ways cue bid
length first.

WITTES: (a) 4♠. I’m a lit tle too good for
this bid, but part ner will need a perfecto to
make slam any way. More im por tant, the
op po nents are likely to have a ten card
heart fit (pos si bly even more) and this
might very well be a dou ble game swing
hand. By bid ding 4♠, I make it much more
dif fi cult for the op po nents to en ter the auc -
tion. In ci den tally, Ross Grabel and I play
4♥ as a void-show ing splin ter, but I am not 
quite good enough for that bid. 

(b) We play step re sponses over 2♣, so I
could n’t bid 2♠. If not play ing step re -
sponses, I do not feel the suit is good
enough for a 2♠ bid any way. That be ing
said, if I had bid 2♠ and part ner had bid
3♠, I would bid 5♥, which should prob a -
bly show a void (pos si bly even Ex clu sion
Black wood, since I have bypassed 4NT to
make this bid).

BRODY: (a) 4♠. I hope part ner makes a
slam try, or the op po nents don’t get into
the auc tion. I re al ize that cer tain splin ter
bids could work well (see hand three), but I 
don’t think this is good enough to use one.

(b). 4♥. Here the splin ter is ob vi ous. Over 
4♠ sign-off or 5♣ cue-bid, I’ll try 5♦.
M.M.: As Harvey guessed, this re spond ing 

hand ac tu ally was op po site the hand in
Prob lem 3. As you can see, you have a fi -
nesse for 7♠, but if you use most nor mal
meth ods, you can not even get to six. I
agree with the pan el ists that said the hand
is too weak to make a nor mal splin ter in
hearts. Be sides, a splin ter might help the
op po nents on lead (or con ceiv ably out bid
you by dou bling the splin ter bid). But the
bid I am tout ing is a mini-splin ter treat -
ment for 3NT here, as men tioned by the
Passells. A 3NT re sponse to 1♠ (or a 3♠
re sponse to 1♥) shows an un dis closed
splin ter with less than the usual 10 or 11+
HCP, [typ i cally ♠AJxx ♥x ♦K10xxxx ♣xx
or ♠Qxxxx ♥Kx x ♦x ♣KJxxx], but it

could be a hand like the one in this prob -
lem. You are too good to set tle for less than 
game, since it can eas ily make game op po -
site many min i mum well-fit ting open ing
bids. If part ner has a strong hand, and is
in ter ested in slam, he makes the cheap est
bid to ask where the splin ter is. If he is not
in ter ested in slam, he just bids game, hav -
ing given very little useful information to
the opponents.

Problem 2.
East-West vul ner a ble, IMPs

West                                   East
♠ AQ8                               ♠ K54
♥ 7                                     ♥ 9854
♦ AJ8                                 ♦ K1095
♣ QJ8762                           ♣ A9

West North         East South
1♣ Pass           1♥ Pass
2♣ Pass           3♣ Pass
3NT Pass           Pass Pass
Ap por tion the blame for get ting to such a

bad con tract.

PASSELLS: We can’t hon estly as sess any 
blame to ei ther player. All bids seem nor -
mal, just a rub of the green. The old style
of bid ding up the line might solve the prob -
lem by pin point ing the heart sit u a tion, but
in the re al ity of to day’s meth ods, we give
zero blame to ei ther party. Be sides, they
have n’t set us yet ... but they prob a bly will!

GAER: East 100%. Why 1♥ in stead of
1♦? This not the hand to by pass the rea -
son able di a mond suit to bid the non-suit
hearts. But once he did plug the suit, if
East had bid 2NT at his sec ond turn they 
might sur vive. West did noth ing wrong.
BRODY: East 95% for by pass ing a good

di a mond suit to bid a worth less heart suit.
East 5% more for play ing any sys tem that
re quires such a bid.
WITTES: East 80%, West 20%. I feel

East has a clearcut 1♦ bid over 1♣. There
is no jus ti fi ca tion for by pass ing 1♦ when
your di a mond hold ing is sig nif i cantly su pe -
rior to your heart hold ing. I ex pect part ner
to bid 1♥ over 1♦ any time he has four, so
noth ing is lost, and you tell part ner where
your val ues are. West might be some what
skep ti cal about bid ding 3NT over 3♣. On
the ac tual auc tion, since he has only mod -
er ate val ues and a poorer club suit than
might be ex pected, a 3♦ bid might be a
better game try. Now part ner can bid 3NT
with the right hand, or 3♠ if he has a 3NT
bid but is wor ried about a spade stop per.
SOULES: East 70%. IMP bid ding gets

you to plus scores. De cid ing to bid 1♥ with 
four rags, with all honor cards out side
should not be con sid ered. I guar an tee if my 
part ner had four hearts with an in ter me di -
ate hand, af ter I bid 1♦ we will get to 4♥. I 
do not want to play a 4-3 fit any way. West
gets 30%, since a bid of 3♦ or 3♠ could
have re vealed pos si ble short ness in hearts.
Then East would be in a better po si tion
with a dif fer ent hand to bid 3NT, or with
this hand could eval u ate to end in 4 or 5 ♣. 
(Yes, I know, hearts are 4-4 or not led,
♣K10 con ve niently be have, and you find
♦Q. Only Itabashi gets to make those).
KAN TAR: West 0%. Who would n’t re bid

3NT with the West hand? East 30% for
prob a bly be ing brain washed into al ways
re spond ing with the four card ma jor re -
gard less of the strength of the suit and re -
gard less of the strength of the hand.
Clearly, when the re spond ing hand is
strong enough to bid twice (11+ HCP), it is 
an er ror, in my opin ion, to bid 1♥ on such
a rat-in fested suit. With the ac tual hand, a
4-4 heart fit could be missed if the opener
be lieves in re bid ding 1NT with a 3-4-3-3
pat tern be cause re sponder is not strong
enough to check back for a 4-4 fit. Oth er -
wise, it is un likely that a 4-4 heart fit will
be lost. If LHO over calls 1♠, does n’t “dou -
ble” by the opener show four hearts with a
hand not strong enough to re verse?
M.M.: Yes, I think it is “stan dard” to play 

that way. Sup port dou bles only ap ply when 
re sponder bids a ma jor suit.
ROEDER: I give 25% to East be cause he

could have bid 1♦ in stead of 1♥. But  most 
of us west ern ers have Walsh in our blood
and would by pass di a monds with a
less-than-game-forc ing hand like East’s. If
game is a good bet, West can not be sure
which game is best, 3NT or 5♣. Give West
many pos si ble hands, other than the ac tual
one (i.e., ♠xx ♥Axxxx ♦xx ♣Kxx, and 5♣
is su pe rior to 3NT. So the 3NT bid was im -
pet u ous. West should bid 3♦ over 3♣.
M.M.: I dis ap prove of let ting a sys tem

pre vail over bid ding judg ment. With ♠x
♥xxxx ♦AJxxx ♣Qxx it is log i cal to re -
spond 1♥ for at least two rea sons: LHO is
likely to bid spades and you may get shut
out of hearts if you don’t bid them now.
The sec ond rea son is that your hand
doesn’t look very good for notrump, and if
you find a heart fit, your hand will be
worth a lot more in hearts than in notrump. 
But, in gen eral, bid ding is eas ier when you
bid where your strength lies, and even if
you miss a heart fit, this hand may play just 
as well in notrump, per haps better. 
With opener’s hand you would re bid 1NT

over 1♦ with ♠AQx ♥Qxxx ♦Qxx ♣Kxx
(not a di sas ter if we missed a 4-4 heart fit,
but with♠Ax ♥KJ10x ♦xx ♣Axxxx or ♠xx
♥AKJx ♦AJx ♣xxxx, you should re bid 1♥
with your con cen trated strength. 

Problem 3.
North-South vul ner a ble, matchpoints
As South, you hold

♠J873 ♥K742 ♦KQ85 ♣9

North East           South West
2NT 3♣             ?
What call would you make?

BRODY: 4♣. To me this looks like a
34-point deck that will eas ily make slam.
KAN TAR: 4♣. (I’m as sum ing 3♣ is nat u -

ral.). Dou ble is Staymanesqe, but 4♣ gets
three suits into the game in stead of two.
True, we can no lon ger play 3NT or 3♣
dou bled, but at least I have enough hand to
be able to play 4NT if it co mes to that.
ROEDER: 4♣, un less I have an agree -

ment that dou ble is neg a tive. Frankly,
many ex pert part ner ships have not dis -
cussed com pe ti tion over 2NT, since com -
pe ti tion sel dom hap pens. 3♣ dou bled could 
eas ily be the best spot (if I had a more bal -
anced hand). Part ner is likely to have a four 
or five card ma jor in this auc tion, but a bad 
trump break looms. It would not sur prise
me if 3NT is the best spot with your 29-30
HCP, even with your likely ma jor fit.
WITTES: 4♣. I plan to bid again over

any thing but 4NT by part ner, which must
show a lot of club wast age. The only draw -
back is that our trump suit might be break -
ing more poorly than usual.
SOULES: 4♣. How ever, a dou ble in the

ma jor ity of my part ner ships shows a sto len
bid and is not pen alty ori ented, just
Stayman. Pass should be forc ing, but this
hand is too good to pass. Three con trols al -
ready puts you in slam range if you have a
good fit. Over 4NT, I pass, over 4 of a ma -
jor, I raise to 5, and over 4♦ I bid 5♣.
GAER: Dou ble. Had it gone 1NT, 2♣,

dou ble would be Stayman, so it should also 
ap ply here. I can make a for ward move
over any re bid, even 3♦, since that rates to
be at least four long. Part ner is not likely to 
have four clubs un less RHO is a lu na tic.
We as sume the over call is nat u ral.
PASSELLS: Dou ble (neg a tive). We think

most now play this as neg a tive, so if part -
ner leaves it in we ex pect at least 800. We
cer tainly can’t cue-bid and go past 3NT or
3♣ dou bled. This could be unan i mous.
M.M.: Sorry, Mike and Nancy, but most of 

this panel was more op ti mis tic of fen sively,
and chose 4♣ in stead. And when this hand
came up at the ta ble, my part ner and I had
not dis cussed a 3♣ over call of 2NT, so we
fell into the trap men tioned by Rick in his
an swer. I thought (and still think) that at
the three-level the dou ble should be for
pen al ties, but my part ner in tended it as
Stayman, and I left it in for +100 when we
were cold for 650 in ei ther ma jor.
My rea son ing that the dou ble should be

pen alty (and used with flat hands of 4 or
more points) is based on the fact that (a):
the op po nents are down one or two when
you have no game, or (b) you can of ten set
3♣ for more than the value of game if you
have one. The al ter nate choice (4♣) is
avail able on this hand, since 4NT by ei ther
hand af ter wards should be nat u ral, and
you have enough strength so that 4NT
should be safe. But sup pose you have the
same dis tri bu tion with fewer high cards
(take away the queen of di a monds). Now
4NT would not be safe, and you wouldn’t
want to get to the four-level with out a ma -
jor fit. So I thought that 3♦ should be a
sub sti tute for Stayman  – or, to put it an -
other way, part ner would show a four card
ma jor at the three level, just in case there
was a ma jor fit. But no one agreed with
me; (story of my life!)

Problem 4.
Both vul ner a ble, IMPs

North
♠ —-
♥ AK986543
♦ 10

♣ Q872
West                                   East
♠ K2                                  ♠ AJ943
♥ Q                                    ♥ 72
♦ AK9762                         ♦ QJ543

♣ 10543                             ♣ K
South
♠ Q108765
♥ J10
♦ 8
♣ AJ96

South West          North East
2♠ 3♦             3♥ 5♦
Pass Pass           Dbl Pass

Play ing Rusinow leads, North led the ♥K. 
Play ing up side down sig nals, South fol -
lowed with ♥10. North con tin ued with the
♥A. West ruffed and made his con tract.
Ap por tion blame be tween North and South.
PASSELLS: This is a bi zarre set of prob -

lems: Who would ever dou ble with that
North hand, and how can he pos si bly guess 
his part ner has two hearts? The jack would
cer tainly be a sin gle ton. We give North 100 
per cent of the blame for not bid ding 4♥,
and for play ing the ♥A at trick 2, even
though it did n’t cost. Find ing the club shift
would be dou ble dummy. As for South, he
gets zero per cent as he was never in volved
with this hand, and would have bid 5♥
over 5♦ (we hope!) if his part ner had bid a
proper 4♥. Sell ing out to 5♦ would not be
an op tion.
GAER: North 100%. He must be a

card-car ry ing Re pub li can, ex cept his ac -
tions are even too con ser va tive for the
GOP. If he had bid 4♥ with his three loser
hand, his part ner could have co op er ated
and they could let their op po nents push
them to their cold (ad mit tedly lucky) slam.
If he was plan ning to “walk the dog” with

his first bid he for got to take the sec ond
step. Again, since South is not re quired to

be clair voy ant, he is blame less.

BRODY: North 100% for not bid ding 4♥
at his first op por tu nity, giv ing South a
chance to bid 5♥, also for dou bling with
lit tle de fense. Also on de fense there is a
good ar gu ment for switch ing to a high
club, try ing to get a spade ruff if South has
♣A or a nat u ral spade trick.
KAN TAR: I see noth ing South can do. If

South plays ♥J at trick one, North will
think it's a sin gle ton and lead some thing
like the ♥9 at trick two, hop ing part ner can 
ruff and re turn a spade. If South plays the
♥10 at trick one, and North plays it to be
from a double ton, North should shift to the
♣Q (so South will not re turn a heart) and
hope to get a spade ruff. I don’t see this
con tract be ing de feated very of ten.
ROEDER: Note to ag nos tics and athe ists:

This de fen sive prob lem proves that God’s
wrath does ex ist. The fate was in cred i bly
cruel to North as he ra tio nally played South
for a stiff heart as the best chance to go
plus. South’s card is 100% count. Given
their card ing, the only double ton South
could hold is J10. How was North to know
that South had 6 of his 8 HCP out side his
suit? Still the cru elty was me tered out
justly. North, with a 3-loser hand, sold out
to 5♦! Good God, this re minds me of
France’s pos ture in 1939. Thus I have to
as sess 200% to cover both the bid ding and
the de fense. North’s bid ding gets 85%,
South 15%. North’s de fense 0%, South’s
bid ding 0%, God 100%.
WITTES: It’s pretty clear that this hand

was blown in the bid ding, since N/S have a
lucky heart slam avail able, and should cer -
tainly have bid to 5♥ in any case. I must
ad mit that in my meth ods, I might also
have bid 3♥ as North, since a jump here
could have dif fer ent mean ings, like
fit-show ing or short ness. But if North
could have de scribed this hand with a bid
of 4♥, he prob a bly should have done that.
How ever, I think on the auc tion as it ac tu -
ally went, South should have bid 5♥ rather
than pass. The fact that they did not beat
5♦ dou bled is too dou ble dummy to as sign
blame; the fact that they be longed in 5♥ is
as sessed as 80% South’s fault, 20% North.
SOULES: South’s only play with his heart 

hold ing is the ten, so how can you ap por -
tion any blame to him? But I don’t un der -
stand why ♠2 vul in first seat was cho sen;
I guess North has no guar an tees about what 
his part ner has. North is look ing at the
dummy and knows op po nent has two
spades. Could the 3♦ bid der over call with
two small spades and ♥Qx with out the
♣A? If  so, South would have dou bled 5♦.
There fore with out the ♣A part ner could

have just the ♠KQ and a stiff heart. Since
part ner did not dou ble 5♦, North must con -
tinue with the heart. I blame South 100%
by de ny ing the ♣A by not dou bling 5♦.
M.M.: I was South, and I thought that my

fail ure to dou ble 5♦ im plied a fit for
hearts—the sort of hand with which I
would have raised 3♥ to 4♥ if East had
passed. So I felt I had de nied a sin gle ton or 
void in hearts. I was ex pect ing a dif fer ent
kind of hand for the 3♥ bid—per haps 15 or 
16 points with ♥AKJxxx, and prob a bly a
double ton spade—and our op po nents were
sac ri fic ing. But my show ing the de fense
was mostly a red her ring, since we lost the
hand in the bid ding. I think, since North
has eight prob a ble heart tricks and some -
thing in clubs, plus a poor de fen sive hand,
and no in ter est in giv ing me a chance to
choose spades over hearts, he should bid
4♥ im me di ately in an at tempt to shut East
out if he has a mar ginal raise. If he had bid 
4♥, I would have known he had a very
strong suit and his side length was in clubs, 
which is ideal from my point of view. I
would have com peted to 5♥.

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

♠AK873 ♥QJ87 ♦AJ9 ♣A

What would you open?
BRODY: 1♠ - is there any other bid?

SOULES: 1♠. Why is this a prob lem? I
can not imag ine an other op tion.

WITTES: 1♠. Surely this is not a prob -
lem. I would n’t dream of any thing else.

PASSELLS: 1♠. Is this a trick ques tion?
This surely will be unan i mous!

KAN TAR: 1♠. This must be a joke.

GAER: 1♠. Too many ma jor cards for
2NT, too many los ers for 2♣. I’m not too
wor ried about it go ing all pass, and I have
an easy jump shift at my next turn (as sum -
ing I get one.)

ROEDER: 1♠. I would only open 2NT
with a cli ent or a girl friend (un less my girl
friend was Jill Meyers).
M.M.:You are too late for that, Rick. Jill is 

a hap pily mar ried woman. Ad mit tedly she
does know how to play bridge quite well.
The panel was unan i mous, and I too would 
open 1♠, re sist ing the temp ta tion to open
2♣, since I try to bid like other peo ple (not
al ways suc cess fully). Ad mit tedly, this hand
is not strong enough to force to game with
con fi dence. It might go down sev eral tricks
op po site a weak hand and/or a mis fit. But
you can so eas ily miss a game, or even a
slam op po site hands like the re spond ing
hand in prob lem 1 or ♠Qxx ♥Kxxxx ♦Kx
♣Jxx (quite likely the bid ding will go
1♠-2♠-4♠ and the heart suit will never be
bid). Why should it be so em bar rass ing to
be set in game when you open 2♣, al -
though some of us are quite will ing to open 
4♥ with ♠x ♥KJ8xxxxx ♦Q10xx ♣— (or
even less)? Why do you re quire guar an tees 
in some se quences, but al low your self to
spec u late in oth ers?

Mas ter Solv ers Panel   


