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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE

by Robert Shore
Still Working on Our Future
When you screw up, you’ve
just gotta own it. And that’s exactly
what I did last month. When I
convened the committee to discuss
the pros and cons of seeking a merger with District 22,
I flat-out forgot that Ruth Baker also had volunteered
for that committee. There was absolutely no reason
Ruth could not have participated in our discussions
except that I failed to inform her we were meeting.
I’m sorry to have lost Ruth’s valuable input during the
committee process, and I’m glad she saw fit to kick off
our discussion of the issue and the District’s November
Board meeting.
There is no appetite on the Board for pursuing
a merger. A merger would not bolster our finances
because there is no reason that District 22 would (or
should) voluntarily assume any debt we might have.
Given that reality, we saw no significant benefit to
formally joining our neighbors. And there are costs
that many Board members (and I) view as significant
— the loss of ability to send pairs and teams to grass
roots events (North American Pairs and Grand
National Teams) and a substantial dilution of local
control over events such as Bridge Week, the
Summer’s Best Regional. No motion to pursue a
merger was placed on the floor.
It’s still not clear how we will handle Bridge
Week. A committee has been appointed to approach
the Long Beach Hilton in the hope of reducing some of
the costs associated with performing under our
contracts with the hotel. That committee is to
complete its work by Christmas and then we will have
an idea whether we can significantly lower our costs.
Once we know that answer, the two primary options
appear to be (a) raise card fees, probably to $20 per
person per session, and (b) attempt to postpone Bridge
PRESIDENT continued on page2
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Regional Director’s Report
by David Lodge
I’m back in Southern
California after having spent 3 days
in very productive meetings of the
National BOD at the Phoenix
NABC.
I talked about the budgeting
process in my October article. The
BOD used to wait until the spring NABC meeting to
“approve” the budget. We’ve moved that process to
the November meeting. Management creates and
presents the budget to the BOD.
The finance
committee, of which I’m the chair, is presented the
budget prior to its presentation at the full BOD
meeting. The budget submitted by management
showed a loss from operations for 2023 of $945,000.
Additionally, there is a budget for additional cash
expenditures for capital assets of $385,000. The
committee voted unanimously to reject the budget.
The full BOD followed the committee’s advice.
Management has been informed that they must scour
the expenses from top to bottom to eliminate anything
not crucial for the organization. The membership
continues to drop. We are gaining new members at the
rate of approximately 4,000 per year and losing
members at the rate of approximately 12,000 per year,
about 10% from death and the remainder for other
reasons. As of September 30, we had 132,000 paying
members. This number is projected to drop to 122,000
DIRECTOR continued on page2
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PRESIDENT continued from page 1
Week for a year in the hope that in-person attendance
will continue to recover. I believe that Bridge Week
can make a profit if we charge $20 per person per
session and that postponing Bridge Week would
probably cost us a huge chunk of reputation that we
may never regain. We’ll find out in January whether
the Board agrees with me.
North American Pairs
We are moving forward with North American
Pairs. The District Final will take place Sunday,
January 15, 2023. The location will be MoJo’s soonto-be-opened club in the Pasadena area. He is making
the facility available to the District, on a one-time-only
basis, at no charge. If you qualified at the club level,
you’re eligible to play in the District Final and you
shouldn’t miss the opportunity to earn the right to
represent our District at the Spring Nationals in New
Orleans, and possibly earn a healthy subsidy along the
way. I’ll be playing and I hope to see you there.
Something you want me to know? Contact me
at Bob78164@yahoo.com.
DIRECTOR continued from page 1
by the end of next year. As the organization gets
smaller and fewer people attend fewer and smaller
tournaments, the organization’s revenues shrink. The
right sizing of the organization to accommodate these
lower revenues is mandatory to maintain the health of
the ACBL. While we’ll lose money in 2022 and
probably in 2023, the good news is healthy profits
from 2020 and 2022 boosted our reserves; the
unaudited net assets on September 30, 2022, were
$7,900,000.
The BOD has agreed to 4 online tournaments
in 2023. Three will be 4 day regional events, each of
which will occur shortly before or after the spring,
summer and fall NABCs. The 4th event will be a 6 day
event that we’re calling a “National On-line
Tournament” in spite of the fact that there will be no
platinum points and victories do not count for Grand
Life Master Status. This event will start 2 days before
the summer 4 day regional and the last 4 days of the
two tournaments will coincide.
Here's a brief summary of some of the other
actions which took place at the meeting:
1.
We increased the allocation of special
regionals (non-life masters, juniors and seniors) from 3
per district to 5

2.
We voted against establishing a club
appreciation fundraising week for virtual clubs
3.
We split the competition for the Ace
of Clubs between F2F and virtual.
4.
We deferred a motion presented by
management related to how sanction fees, the fees that
a club pays to have a game, will be calculated.
Currently, a one-time annual fee of $11.50 per game is
charged for each F2F game. The proposal is to come
up with an appropriate annual fee for clubs that will
allow each club to have as many games as they want.
This fee will not be one size fits all. If implemented, it
will be graduated by the size of the club. Management
had not come up with their suggestions about the
details of the plan and as result, the motion was tabled.
All is not gloomy as it relates to membership.
At our last meeting in Providence, the BOD authorized
the expenditure of up to $100,000 this year to
participate in a joint program with the Education
Foundation. The project is in effect and we’re learning
some things to make it more effective before it can be
rolled out on a grand scale. The project is called
“BOOST”. A digital marketing campaign is being run
(Facebook ads) to garner leads for people who want to
take beginning bridge lessons. Those leads are being
funneled to teachers that have been pre-approved as
having the skills and the resources to pursue these
leads, convert them to students, and hopefully, then, to
ACBL members. So far this year, we’ve spent $17,000
on these ad campaigns. For classes that started in
September and October, there were 1,287 leads
generated and funneled to the approximately 40-45
teachers that applied and were accepted. To date,
those leads produced 110 new students and 158 others
expressing future interest. The project is being run by
a task force that meets regularly. They are perfecting
their approach to getting better quality leads; to
ensuring that the teachers who apply are really capable
of converting those leads; to ensure that the students
have ample games to play in, etc.
EDGAR, the cheating detection software is
ready to be deployed. We expect an announcement of
the details of its adoption sometime early next year.
With the adoption of EDGAR, the process of handling
many of cases will change. A new organization is
being formed, the Institute for Bridge Arbitration.
This organization, once fully constituted, will be the
appeal body to which offenders may go if they wish to
challenge the results determined by the software.
Historically, the process of taking a charge through to
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its final conclusion has been extremely onerous and
has required thousands of hours collectively from the
investigators, hearing panels, charged parties, etc. If at
the end of this time-consuming journey, the party is
found guilty, they can appeal to the American
Arbitration Association. This leads to the possibility
that the person making the final determination, the
Arbitrator, may not know anything about bridge. With
the IBA, all arbitrators will be high level bridge
players. The current process will remain in place for
discipline events at F2F tournaments. But for all online play, if the software detects a cheater, no further
extensive time will be spent. The On-line Ethical
Oversight Committee will cease to exist. As I’ve
previously stated, the application of this software will
substantially alter the on-line bridge experience.
The fabulous Palm Springs Regional (actually
it’s in beautiful Rancho Mirage) is just around the
corner. Come enjoy a great venue, beautiful scenery,
lots of outdoor activities when you or your friends
want to take a session off and more than ample places
for excellent food. I hope to see you there.
Stay healthy, stay safe and enjoy our great

The Director’s Corner
by David White
At a cruise bridge game a
‘young’ lady has come back to
bridge after years. In fact, she had
given up the game just as bidding
boxes were becoming popular.
After I opened 1 Spade,
she spent five minutes going
though all the cards in the bidding
box, and finally asked “Where’s the double card?”
“Right here, the red one with the big ‘X’.”
“No. That’s the penalty double card. I want
the takeout double card.”
At the start of the bidding box era, two
companies produced bidding boxes. One used a red
card with an X for double, the other used an orange
card with a ‘D’. Many clubs had both sets and for
them it became common to treat one as penalty and the
other as takeout. This is improper, but funny.

game!

From somewhere in Brazil:

Dave, Are you sure ACBL.org said this was
the nearest bridge club?
Sorry. I’m enjoying retirement this month.
Have fun at the Rancho Mirage Regional this month. I
might be back in January.

District 23 Rank Changes October 2022
Junior Master
Angela Clark
Sherry R. Geller-Vogeli
Sandy Marchese
Barbara Way
Ken Weber

Regional Master
David Scholler

Club Master
Renate L. Benaway
Sharon L. Demshki
Patrick G. Finley
Sharon Vaughn

Bronze Life Master
Mark L. Gould
Sheila G. Singer

Life Master
Mark L. Gould
Sheila G. Singer

Silver Life Master
Patricia L. Bessone

Ruby Life Master
Mindy J. Golden
Sheryl R. Kohlhoff
Gold Life Master
Sin Y. Orensztein
Zachary P. Vedro
Calvin C. Waller
Sapphire Life Master
Renee Hoffman
Diamond Life Master
Ed L. Barad
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NAP Final coming January 15
by Morris Jones
The District 23 North American Pairs final
will be held this year at the new Pasadena Bridge Club,
649 N. Fair Oaks #201, Pasadena, California.
Reservations will be required, and will open
on December 15. Reservation information will be at
the web page for the Pasadena Bridge Club
https://pasadenabridgeclub.com and on the district web
site. Players will have the opportunity to pre-pay their
card fees online.
At the present time, proof of COVID-19
vaccination is required to participate in the district
final. I expect to be able to finalize this requirement in
the January edition of the Bridge News.
The event will be three separate two-session
games (one for each flight), with the top finishers
receiving an invitation to represent District 23 in the
North American Pairs national final in New Orleans in
May. Top finishers may be eligible for a partial travel
reimbursement from the ACBL (see the national
Conditions of Contest for more information).
Game time will be 10:00 a.m. The second
session will begin at approximately 2:30 p.m., with the
expectation of finishing by 6:30 at the latest. Card fees
will be $15 per player per session, or $60 for a pair for
the day of bridge. Masterpoint awards are significant,
as this is a regional-level event!
The Pasadena Bridge Club includes many food
options for lunch, with Subway, Blaze Pizza, and a
Vallarta supermarket on site.
Players in the event must have qualified at the
club level during June, July, or August of 2022. The
qualifying games may have been online or face-toface, but had to be designated as North American Pairs
qualifying games.
The full list of District 23 qualifiers is
available at this link:
https://web2.acbl.org/documentLibrary/play/N
AP_Qualifiers/NAP_D23.htm
You can find lists of qualifiers in all districts,
as well as the Conditions of Contest for the event here:
https://www.acbl.org/nap-qualifiers/
Your partner for the District Final may be any
other District 23 member who qualified and is eligible
for your chosen flight. However, the partner you play
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with in the district final must be your partner at the
national level if you qualify to advance.
The
exceptions to this rule are very few and extreme. See
Page 6 of the Conditions of Contest under
“Substitutes.”
Flight eligibility is determined by your
masterpoint holdings as of May 6, 2022. Points won
after that date will not move you into a higher flight.
Flight C eligible players are non-Life Masters
with fewer than 500 masterpoints. Flight B is all
players with fewer than 2500 masterpoints. Flight A is
open to any player who qualified in Flight A at the
club level. Players who qualified for a higher flight at
the club level may play in a lower flight for which they
are eligible.
Send questions to the District 23 NAP
Coordinator,
Morris
"Mojo"
Jones,
at
mojo@bridgemojo.com.
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The Puzzle Page
Bridge Jeopardy
by John Jones

December Rebus

Category: Signals
And the answer is …
$100 – High/Low is encouraging or even count.
$200 – Low/High s encouraging or even count.
$300 – A 3, 5, 7, or 9 discard encourages, but a 2, 4, 6,
or 8 discourages and gives suit preference.
$400 – Giving a ruff with a low spot asks for a club
return.

Well, can you figure out what this says?

$500 – Invented by a man named Hy, the rank of the
spot of a discard gives suit preference for the two
remaining suits.

Play or Defend?
by John Jones

☺☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺☺ ☺ ☺

North
♠AKQ
♥9876
♦K2
♣ 10 9 8 7

Submitted by John Jones

West
♠876
♥ Q J 10
♦Q97
♣KJ43

East
♠5432
♥543
♦A
♣AQ652
South
♠ J 10 9
♥AK2
♦ J 10 8 6 5 4 3
♣ void

Contract = 5♦
Opening Lead = ♣4
All players can see all the cards. Do you play or
defend?

☺☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺☺ ☺ ☺

(Solutions to these puzzles are on page 6.
No peeking!)
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Solution to “Play or Defend?”
Answer: play. Ruff the opening lead and
cross to dummy three times in spades to ruff dummy’s
three remaining clubs. Now cash the Ace and King of
hearts and exit a heart to West’s queen. West remains
with three trumps as do you. Dummy has two trumps
and a heart and East has the blank ace of diamonds
along with a spade and a club.
West must lead a diamond which you duck to
East’s ace. When East leads a black card you play the
♦J. West cannot take a trick with the guarded queen
even though dummy has a stiff king; a smother play.
This is an Eddie Kantar hand.

☺☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺☺ ☺ ☺
Submitted by Linda Silvey
Holiday Bridge

Santa went to play bridge at the local Club.
Rudolf was sick, so he played with sub.
He trumped his partner’s ace
And left in disgrace,
Stopping for a beer at a nearby pub.
Mrs. Claus was unhappy, had no cheer.
She sent Santa to sleep with his pesky reindeer.
He crawled into his sleigh,
Dreamt of bridge the next day,
And returned to the Club for his best game of the year!

Southern California Bridge News

Bridge Jeopardy Questions
$100 – What are standard signals?
$200 – What are upside down signals?
$300 – What are odd/even discards?
$400 – What are suit preference signals?

Copy deadlines: the 23rd of the preceding month. Opinions expressedin
the Southern California Bridge News are those of the authors and donot
necessarily reflect those of ALACBU, Inc., The Bridge News or the
Editor. The Bridge News reserves the right to reject material it considers
to be in poor taste or deems otherwise unsuitable for publication.

$500 – What are Lavinthal signals?

Solution to “Rebus”
“Jump Raise”
Have a good bridge rebus?
johndjones44@yahoo.com

Send it to

☺☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺ ☺☺ ☺ ☺
Why does Santa say “Ho-Ho-Ho”?”
Because he knows where the naughty girls
live!

Published monthly by ALACBU, Inc.
1800 Avenue of the Stars, 12th Floor,
Los Angeles, CA 90067
Phone: 310-440-4100
email newsletter@acblunit551.org
Editor/Designer. . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . Tom Lill
Managing Editor. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . Bob Shore
Contributing Editor. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .John Jones
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Around the Units
in District 23

Pomona – Covina
by Tom Lill
www.acblunit551.org

Individual:

December 3, 10 a.m., Upland
January 7, 10 a.m., TBD
Rainbow STaC: December 6 and 9, La Fetra
Club Championships: November 29 Dec 2, La Fetra
Unit Game: December 10, 11:00 a.m., Glendora
(Rainbow STaC)
Unit Board Meeting: 10:15 a.m. before the game
Yes, the Unit game is a week early this month.
That’s because a significant number of our players
(including the Director) are planning to be at the Palm
Springs Regional on the 17th, which would normally
be the game date. It will be our usual Christmas bash;
we’ll have Chili, punch (regular and unleaded), some
trimmings, and even a bridge game. Come one, come
all, naughty or nice. The game will be a Rainbow
STaC, paying 25% each: black, silver, red and gold
points.
The games at La Fetra on the 6th and 9th will
also be Rainbow STaC games.
Remember: La Fetra will be closed on
Friday, December 23, and also on Friday, December
30, in observance of Christmas Eve and New Year’s
Eve. There will be no game held on either day.
The Individual this month will be an Upgraded
Club Championship – extra points, no extra fee.
In the November Individual, Yours Truly had
the Bridge Gods smile upon him, posting the win with
a 69.32% effort. A visitor from afar (well, Fullerton),
Thomas Cusack, was next. Kiran Kumar and Roger
Boyar tied for third; Peter Kavounas was fifth.
There were four big games turned in in
November, three of them by Fredy and Lulu Minter:
75.19% (!), 69.64%, and 67.64%. Vic Sartor and Mary
Ann Wotring scored 68.75%. Other winners were

Kathy Malovos, Marjorie Preston, Caryn Mason, and
Patrick Finley, Hanan Mogharbel, and Yours Truly.
In the November Unit game, Tim and Eileen
Finlay took top honors, with 62.5%, Hanan Mogharbel
carried Yours Truly to second place.
The limited number of places that paid in last
month’s game gives you an idea of how low the
turnout was. Yes, this is the holiday season, but, gosh,
folks, where are all of you? It’s discouraging to do all
the setup work to bring you all a nice game, and then
have only a few tables show. Hardly worth the effort!
If you want to see our Unit game continue, please drop
on in once in a while – no reservation needed! If you
have never, ever played in one of our Unit games –
give it a try for FREE the first time. I think you will be
pleased … and all for the low, low price of $7 per
person.
We have one rank advancement this month.
Patrick Finley is now a Club Master – good job,
Patrick, keep up the good work.
Here’s a hand from our Chamber of Horrors.
Picked up during an ordinary club game, it features the
second worst long suit I have ever held:
♠ 8765432 ♥ none ♦ J73x ♣ 52.
That’s right – a seven card straight flush
headed by the eight. What was the worst long suit I
ever held? For that, I have to go back to the Dinosaur
Age, i.e, my college days. I held a NINE card suit
headed by J9 … and no other honors. Of course the
rest of the hand, all four cards of it, are long forgotten.
I vaguely do seem to recall that everyone had a long
suit (no surprise there!) and that the opponents had
both the majors and about 18 cold tricks.
And here’s another one for you: you, the
dealer, pick up this hand with neither side vulnerable:
♠ KJ10764 ♥ none ♦ AQ10985 ♣ 8.
Not quite a “Hastings” – that would require
specifically 1=0=6=6 shape – but close enough. I
would hope you open this hand 1♠. The auction
proceeds with 2♥ on your left, pass from partner (so
what else is new), 3♥ from RHO. I figured WTH, little
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if any defense here, good playing strength, so 4♦.
Pass, 4♠, all pass. Dummy came down with
♠ 82 ♥ J10964 ♦ 72x ♣ A1063.
Alas, alack, with partner holding those nice
trumps, 3♥ would have been down one. 4♠ also went
down one. The infuriating thing is that if I peek at
LHO’s hand, I can make it! She had the trump Ace
bare! Or it would also make if trumps were 3-2 and I
could guess the suit correctly. Ah, well.
At the other table, the opponents played 3NT
(!) which also went down 1.
Quote for the month: “They’re not going to
have a Nativity scene in Washington, D.C. again this
year. No, it’s not a Constitutional issue. They just
can’t find three wise men and a virgin.” (Jay Leno)

Downey – Whittier
by Liz Burrell
Liz Burrell, 562-972-2913
lizburrell7@gmail.com
Downey-Whittier BC
Sorry, nothing from Downey-Whittier this
month.

Santa ClaritaAntelope Valley
by Beth Morrin
Unit 556 is planning on starting a face-to-face
game in January at the Newhall Community Center in
Santa Clarita. Volunteers are needed. Anyone willing
to help with this game please contact Paula or Rand.
The Virtual Club is still going strong.
Virtual Game Schedule
Monday:
12:15 PM
Tuesday:
6:15 PM
Thursday:
10:15 AM
Friday:
12:15 PM
Sunday:
12:15 PM
12:30 PM

Contact
our
club
manager
virtualclub@bridgemojo.com for reservations.
games cost $3 unless it is a special game series.

at
Our

Big Games (65+%):

Mon. Oct. 24
Kathy Flynn – Bob McBroom
Lulu Minter – Ernest Wong

71.30%
66.98%

Thurs. Oct. 27
Gerard Geremia – Joseph Viola

65.12%

Tues. Nov. 1
Lulu Minter – Ernest Wong

65.08%

Sun. Nov. 6
Dwaine Hawley – Helen Wang

69.44%

Mon. Nov. 7
Paula Olivares – Bill Brodek
Linda Young – Robot

68.89%
67.78%

Tues. Nov. 8
Kathy Swaine – Rand Pinsky

66.67%

Thurs. Nov. 10
Gerard Geremia – Joseph Viola

67.59%

Fri. Nov. 11
Bill Brodek – Carolyn Cohen

70.14%

Mon. Nov. 14
Alan Nueman – Elliot Nueman

67.78%

Thurs. Nov. 17
Temo Arjani – Bill Brodek

67.59%

Tues. Nov. 22
Bill Brodek – Robot

68.65%

Next board meeting via Zoom TBA. Anyone
interested in serving on Unit 556’s 2023 board should
contact Rand Pinsky. Elections will be held in March.

Pasadena – San Gabriel
by Morris “Mojo” Jones
bridgemojo.com

Open game
Open game
Open game
Open game
749er game
Open game

Holiday Bridge Party December 11, 12:30
p.m. lunch, with a big Royal STaC bridge game to
follow!
Everyone from District 23 is invited to come
celebrate the season and play for black, silver, red, and
gold masterpoints!
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Space is limited! Seats are $35 per player,
which includes our fabulous lunch and a great card
game.
All the information and where to get
reservations
at
this
link:
https://bridgemojo.com/holiday-party-2022. Write or
call Miriam Harrington, (626) 232-0558 or
miratpf@aol.com.
The Pasadena Bridge Club has been in the
works since 2020, and is finally coming to be. We
found a fabulous location on North Fair Oaks Ave. at
Orange Grove with lots of parking (free), great food
choices right there, and a beautiful playing area.
We're working on furnishings, decorating, and
scheduling. I’m planning to offer classes three
sessions a week, on a staggered rotation. Bridge –
Introduction will be offered on Wednesday evenings,
starting January 11. Play of the Hand will start on
Thursday evenings, January 12. Improving Your
Judgment - Opening the Bidding will start on Saturday
mornings, January 14.
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yours truly, Morris “Mojo” Jones. I’m surprised and
deeply honored.
I know of so many member
volunteers who give tirelessly to support our game that
I never imagined I might be considered for such an
award, much less win the designation. I’m touched
and proud. Thank you. ☺

Long Beach
by Lillian Slater
and Ardis Laine
www.acblunit557.org
www.LongBeachBridge.com
Long Beach Sectional Volunteers

There will be games for 0-300 players on
Monday evenings and Saturday afternoons (at least)
along with social bridge and supervised play sessions.
The grand opening party will be at noon on
Saturday, January 7, with a game at 1:00 p.m., Open
and 299er pairs.
The web site is live at
https://pasadenabridgeclub.com and I’ll be working to
fill in details over the next few weeks.
Unit Game winners from November: The
Nov. 6 game was a STaC game. N/S winners were
Peter Szecsi and Amr Elghamry, E/W going to
Adam Barron and Sherry Hansen. Peter and Amr
placed 2nd Overall in Flight A in the STaC, and Adam
and Sherry were 1st Overall in Flight B for big
masterpoint wins!
November 20 we had a great turnout with ten
tables. N/S winners were Joan Mesias and Jeanette
Deverian, with E/W going to Robert Shore and
Kevin Lane.
Congratulations to new Junior Masters
Angelica Clark and Barbara Way, new Silver Life
Master Mark Gersh, new Ruby Life Master Mindy
Golden, and new Gold Life Master Zachary Vedro.
Zach, by the way, is my partner and co-founder of the
Pasadena Bridge Club. ☺
Finally, I’ll mention that the 2023 Aileen
Osofsky ACBL Goodwill Member of the Year is

Unit 557 held it first sectional tournament in
three years on November 12-13 at Long Beach Bridge.
Thanks to all the volunteers who made it so enjoyable
and successful!
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Cory and Jackie

In the NLM section, Leo Dittemore and Mony
Bokal were first in the morning in a field of five tables.
Nancy Imbery and Joey DuRee were first with eight
tables in the afternoon.
Ed, Rai, Michael

Cory Hand and Jackie Hess scored a 73.38%
game to place first in the morning session in a field of
10 tables. Kim Wang and Wenjia Yan placed first in
E-W. In a field of 7 tables in the afternoon session,
Cory and Jackie again placed first in N-S while Ed
Piken and his son Michael were first in E-W.
Joey and Nancy

Fourteen teams competed in Sunday’s Swiss.
Every team earned some silver. The team of Ed Piken,
Rai Osborne, Michael Piken and Mark Leonard (not
shown, won first place.
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Problem Solvers’ Panel
Moderator: John Jones
These problems were used during my Ventura Regional expert panel show. All the
problems were old problems. All the problems were from magazines or websites which
had scored the problems. In Ventura, my panelists were: Leo Bell, Ifti Baqui, Mark
Itabashi and Daniel Korbel. The audience was also invited to submit answers. I used the
scores from the magazines/websites to score the audience answers. The highest scoring
panelist was Lena Hoomani. Lena scored 70 out of 100 (I adjusted the scale of the scores
so that 20 points were possible on each hand, but kept the ratio of the scores intact. Well
done, Lena, welcome to the panel!
As always, panelists are playing 5-card majors, 15 - 17 NT, and 2/1 GF. Beyond
that, except where indicated, panelists may use any reasonable methods.

1
Matchpoints
Both Vul

North
1♠#

East
2♣

South
???

West

You, South, hold: ♠ A2 ♥ 874 ♦ AK73 ♣ J865
What call do you make?

This problem comes from an old District 8 panel.
Every approach has something wrong with it on this
problem. 2♦, a 2/1 in competition, shows five
diamonds. A negative double has three small hearts
instead of 4+ hearts. 2NT is possibly technically the
closest to on the mark. But 2NT is a little heavy in
trick taking potential and only has one stopper when a
little more is preferred. Pass risks missing a game if
partner passes and if partner doesn’t pass we may
have to play catch up.
Wittes: 2♦. If partner bids 2♥ or 2♠, I’ll bid 2NT. If
partner raises diamonds, I’ll bid 3NT.
Bartusek: 2♦. I don’t want to miss a game if partner
passes with some club length, so I must bid something.
Making a negative double without four hearts is too
dangerous (and a pet peeve of mine), while jumping to
3NT would be way too unilateral. Additionally,
passing and collecting +400 or +500 will be
insufficient at matchpoints. If you systemically open
light then 2NT is a reasonable call.

Shuster: 2♦. This leaves the most room to find
alternative strains to NT - any of diamonds, hearts or
spades are possible. If partner rebids 2♠, I’ll try 2NT,
not caring whether or not it is forcing (2NT would not
be forcing for me). With so much unknown at this
point, we might as well give partner room to describe
and we’re only overstating our diamond holding by
half a card.
Hoomani: Double. I would double, showing my
partner a good hand. I know I only have three hearts
but it’s never perfect, I do have points.
The Ventura panel liked 2♦. The audience voted for
2NT (8), 2♦ (6), Double (2), 3♣ (1), and 2♠ (1).

December 2022

2
IMP Pairs
N-S Vul

page 12

East
2♥&
2♠

South
dbl
???

West
pass

North
pass

& = Alerted as 0-10 HCP with 5+ hearts
You, South, hold: ♠ AK5 ♥ K632 ♦ 4 ♣ AKQ92
What call do you make?

This was during the last round of a money tournament
circa 1990. East is a junior international.
This nightmare problem was used by International
Bridge Monthly in their September 1994 edition. Their
panel was all over in their responses on this problem.
The magazine had the following responses (in order of
frequency): 3♠, 4NT, Pass, 3♣, Double, 6♥, 5♥, 3♥.
Note that leaves out 3NT, 4♣, and 4♥, which could all
be bid. It’s almost impossible to tell what opener is up
to. Does he have hearts with spades on the side? Is
spades his real suit? Has he yet bid his real suit?
It looks to me as though we can’t tell if 2♥ was real but
based on five small hearts, or if he has psyched once
or even twice. What we do know for certain is that
partner has hearts! Partner converted the takeout
double of 2♥. My approach would be to bid 3♥, which
I think should be forcing. If I thought partner wasn’t
going to be on the same wave length, I would just bid
what I think I could make, 6♥.
Wittes: 3♣. Toughest problem in the set. If the 2♥
bidder is truly on a complete psych, we could be cold
for 6♥. After doubling 2♥, 3♣ must be forcing, and
leaves us the most room to try to find out where we
belong.

Hoomani: 3♣.
Shuster: 3NT. I don’t know what nonsense they are
trying to pull here, but I’m just going to bid my game.
Maybe LHO won’t lead joker’s real suit (diamonds?) I
do want to know if RHO can do this with 5-5 or 6-5 in
the majors. If I could determine a psych, then 4♥
would be better.
Bartusek: 3♠. Sigh ... a desperate psych in the last
round. We’re obviously going to play in hearts, but
the opponents have taken away our chance for a
logical, scientific auction. I wish 4NT would be RKC
for hearts, but it’s too dangerous to pull that on partner
(perhaps if partner rebids 4♥?). Thus, I’ll cuebid the
opponent’s suit and then jump to 6♥ on the next round
inviting a grand. Probably a good contract opposite
the expected minimum of AJ9xx of hearts and out on
this auction.
My Ventura panel was mystified by this one too. My
Ventura audience votes were for 3♣ (7), 3NT (6),
Double (2), 2NT (2) and 3♦ (1).
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South
1♣
???

West
1♠

North
dbl

East
3♠

You, South, hold: ♠ void ♥ A95 ♦ K1062 ♣ AQ9863

IMPs
Neither Vul

What call do you make?

This problem comes from an old District 4 panel.
Speaking for conservative bidders:
Bartusek: Pass. I don’t have extras, so let partner
figure out whether we should compete further. A
double here would promise at least a king more.
Partner is the one with spade length / strength, so why
should I interfere. 3NT by partner might be best.
Speaking for the overbidders:
Shuster: 4♦. Overbidding a bit with a void usually
works well. I emphatically agree! Partner should be
in a good position to judge after this.
Hoomani: 4♥. I trust my partner who is showing
hearts. I have a nice hand. I am tempted to bid
diamonds to show my distribution, but I will bid 4♥.
Wittes: Double. Double should show a good hand
with three hearts. I like the double. Second choice is
4♦. Both bids are overbids, but with a void in their
suit, I need to compete aggressively.
The District 4 publication scored the bids: 4♦ = 20, 4♣
= 16, Double = 14, 4♥ = 12, 4NT = 8, 4♠ = 7.
Most of my Ventura panel like 4♦. The Ventura
audience voted for Pass (5), 4♥ (4), 4♣ (4), 4♦ (3),
Double (2) 4NT (1).
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South
1♣
???

West
3♠

North
dbl

East
pass

You, South, hold: ♠ A9 ♥ AQ8 ♦ 6 ♣ AQJ10983
What call do you make?

This problem comes from the September 2012 Bridge
Bulletin in the “It’s Your Call” column. My Ventura
panel was essentially unanimous in thinking that 6♣
had to be bid here. I agree with them, 6♣ looks best to
me.
Shuster: 6♣. It’s this or 3NT at MPs and this hand is
far too promising for 3NT. I wouldn’t play 4♣ forcing,
or you’d be stuck with ♠xx ♥Kx ♦Axx ♣Axxxxx.
What does 4♠ mean?
Bartusek: 6♣. It’s either this or 4♠, but partner might
expect heart support if I cuebid 4♠. If 4♣ was forcing
then I would choose that, but I’m not sure partner
would be on the same wavelength. Thus, I’ll take my
best guess since I don’t have temporizing descriptive
bids available. Additionally, a pick-a-slam 5NT would
seriously understate my great club suit. Preempts
work!

One panelist does try 4♠ to set up for the possibility of
finding a grand. Given that partner is essentially
unlimited and we are going to force to a small slam
anyway, maybe that makes sense.
Wittes:
4♠.
Partner made a negative double
vulnerable at the 3-level over a non-vulnerable preempt. If partner has as little as the ♥KJxxx ♦A and ♣K
we’re probably cold for a grand. Take away one of
those cards and we’re still likely to make 6♣.
Hoomani: 4♥. Here, I will definitely bid 4♥.
The Bridge Bulletin scoring was 6♣ = 100, 4♠ = 90,
4NT = 70, 3NT = 60, 5♣ = 50, 4♥ = 40. My Ventura
audience votes were for 4♥ (6), 3NT (4), 4♣ (3), 5♣
(2), 4♠ (2), 6♣ (1), Pass (1).
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South
1♦
3♣%
???

West
1♥
pass

North
pass
3♥

East
pass
pass

You, South, hold: ♠ A ♥ 2 ♦ AQ7654 ♣ AJ863
What call do you make?

% = 3♣ would not be everyone’s choice with this hand.
Object to it if you like. But it was the bid given in the
Bridge World, so for the sake of this problem, please
live with it.
This problem comes from the June 1999 edition of the
Bridge World magazine. The issue then, as it would be
now, is the meaning of 3♥. Is 3♥ weak with hearts,
needing a pass? Strong with hearts intending it as
forcing? A cuebid trying to show a good hand for a
minor suit?
Shuster: 3♠. Rubens and Kokish might play 3♥ as
natural here, but that isn't very practical. Partner needs
to have some way to force and this auction is jammed.
It is possible to use partner’s heart advances as natural
and spade advances as showing support (usually with
hearts as well - discuss before use!) but even if we
were doing that, 3♥ needs to be forcing.

Bartusek: 4♣. Since I overbid on the previous round
it seems right to just make a minimum bid here. I don’t
think I’m strong enough to cuebid spades right now.
Besides, a 3♠ bid might tempt partner to try 3NT
which I’m not interested in.
Hoomani: 4♦. I will bid 4♦. This could be down one.
Wittes: 3♠. Shows a control, and leaves partner room
to describe what the 3♥ bid was all about.
The Bridge World scoring was 3♠ (16 votes) = 100, 4C
(7 votes) = 80, 4♥ (4 votes) = 70, Pass (3 votes) = 50,
4♦ (1 vote) = 40, 3NT (0 votes) = 20, with one
abstention (that probably means Al Roth was on the
panel – he abstained more than the next dozen
panelists combined).
My Ventura panel spotted the problem of “does
partner have hearts”?, but never resolved whether 3♥
should be forcing. The Ventura audience voted for 4♣
(6), 4♦ (2), 5♦ (2), Pass (1), 5♣ (1), 4NT (1), 4♥ (1), 3♠
(1) and 3 votes for illegal bids (they may have been
rushing to get their bids in).

