MOUNTNESSING BRIDGE CLUB

Meets every Thursday at 7.25 for 7.30
at Mountnessing Village Hall, Roman Road, Mountnessing, Essex, England, CM15 O0UG

The non-fitter of the year?

09/04/2009 [Originally published in August 2009]
12 — Red Section
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Many apologies that it has taken such a long time to publish this very cruel board that
cropped up at the club in April 2009. The associated traveller is available as part of the
results for the Red Section, April 9th. The hand was played seven times, in three different
slam level contracts, each of which was held to nine tricks. 64 was the most popular
resting place — the choice of 5 pairs, but not once was it doubled — possibly because West
was frightened that they might ‘run’ to a more successful contract. One rather fortunate
West decided to double the opponent’s 74 contract and so collected a top with a score of
+1100. The final pair tried 6NT — but that also fell three tricks short.

So, with the benefit of the passage of five months, and with sight of all four hands, could
these disasters have been averted? Firstly, North has an interesting choice of opening bid.
14 looks a feeble choice, and if the option is open to North, he might try to describe it as ‘8
playing tricks in diamonds’, though a game-forcing opening would be understandable,
albeit slightly shaded. After a strong opening from North, it is easy to see how things got
too high!

Interestingly, nobody played the hand in clubs, which in the normal course of events yields
11 tricks, but were West to try the Ace of diamonds at trick 1, that becomes 12... Can you
suggest a realistic route to a contract of 5#7?
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