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After 5 long days of teams play, the Stabell team has emerged as the 
2025 SABF National Teams Champions! 

Big congratulations to Leif-Erik Stabell, Tolle Stabell, Sverre Johnsen 
& Torgeir Manum who played solidly in the final, beating the 
Chemaly team 163.6 – 56 IMPs. The Chemaly team (Larry Chemaly, 
James Grant, Nicola Bateman & Val Bloom) can be proud to have 
played very well to comfortably make it through the round robin 
stage and into the final.  

The Head-to-Head Final Results: 

 

 

2025 National Teams Champions: Leif-Erik Stabell, Sverre Johnsen, Torgeir Manum, Tolle Stabell 



Group (A) : Championships Section Final Results: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Group (B) : Congress Section Final Results:  

 

2025 National Teams Runners-Up: Larry Chemaly, Nicola Bateman, Val Bloom, James Grant 



In the Congress section, the Senior Team (Brian Senior, Nigel Bird, 
Diana Balkin and Sharon Izerel) pipped the Holman team (Glen 
Holman, David Beinart, Tas Nestoridis and Lotte Sorensen) in the 
last round. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Group (C) : Plate Section Final Results: 

 

The Burman team (Saul Burman, Andrew Cruise, Rob Sulcus and 
Maureen Narunsky) won the plate section with the Adams team 
(Jennifer Adams, Daphne Ryder, Duncan Craggs, Nathan 
Herscovitz) coming in second. 

Group (B) Congress Section Winners: Nigel Bird, Diana Balkin, Sharon Izerel, Brian Senior 



 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

How Good is Your Inferential Logic & Bidding? 
 

You hold the following sitting South, nobody vulnerable 

 

Your left-hand opponent opens 2 showing 11-16, 5+ clubs, 
unbalanced hand. The bidding proceeds as follows 

West   North  East    South 

2   P   2NT   P 

3   D  3NT  ?      

2NT was forcing showing at least invitational values with no major suit. 3 showed a 
minimum 5+ clubs and could still have a major. 

What do you bid now?  

My opponent (Tolle Stabell) knew exactly what to do using pure bridge logic. He worked 
out that the delayed double must show a distributional weak hand with 2 places to play. 
Whatever 2 suits partner held, his hand was now suitable for a 4-level contract and he 
bid 4 to ask partner to bid his suits up the line. West now bid 4NT (what do you think this 
should mean?) and North bid 5 and they eventually landed in 5 doubled.  

 

 

Group (C) Plate Section Winners: Andrew Cruise, Saul Burman, Rob Sulcas, Maureen Narunsky 



Here is the full hand: 

As you can see 5 is likely to go 
down 2 for -300 for a small gain 
against a NT contract by E/W. The 
defence slipped and they only went 
1 down for a big gain. 

4? - this can only mean a very long 
club suit with minimum point count 
hoping to make 10 tricks in NT. 

What do you think of West’s opening 
bid? This is perhaps more 
controversial and there would be 
some support for a pre-emptive 3 

opening that may inconvenience your opponents. I disapprove of preemptive bids that 
have a lot of outside defence and therefore chose to rather open 2 in our system.  

 

 What Does Partner’s Cue Bid Mean?   
North  East   South  West 

P  1   1   2  

2   p  P   3  

P  ?  

You hold 

What do you bid?   

If you asked 95% of the players at Congress 2025 ‘What does 3 by 
partner mean?’ they would answer ‘Asks for a spade stopper’.  This 
does not make sense as why didn’t partner just double to find out 
more about your hand?  The only reason for bidding 3 rather than 
double is that Partner could not aƯord to have you pass the double for 

penalties. This means that 3 must show a highly distributional hand probably with extreme 
shortage in spades. Based on this logic, the correct bid with the West hand is 4. Bidding 3NT 
should show at least 1.5 to 2 stoppers in spades with wasted values.  

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

See the full hand above. If your partner bids 4 over 3, you will know he has little wastage in 
spades, and this makes looking for slam more attractive. Blackwood will easily identify that 
you have 2 keycards missing and you can stop in 5. This hand illustrates an important 
principle in bidding that cue bidding opponent’s suit is not necessarily a simple stopper ask 
and may show a highly distributional hand.   

 

No Fear Pairs 
14 pairs entered this single session event and all reports from players in this event were 
positive. We hope to see them in future tournaments and by next year, maybe they will enter 
the main event. The winners were Mickey Lewis and Carol Temkin with Diane Fine and Sue 
Nurick second – well done! 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Mickey Lewis & Carol Temkin 



Mixed Pairs Championships 
Very well done to Duncan Keet and Carol Stanton who won the 2 session Mixed Pairs event 
with Jill Rabie and Imtiaz Kaprey second.   

 



Open Pairs Qualifying – Session 1 & 2 Combined Results 



 
With 26 boards left in the Qualifying rounds, pairs will be hoping to make the top 22 
pairs to make the cut into the Championship Section. All to play for on Saturday 
morning! 

 

 



Playing pairs, you reach 6 played by South and get the lead of the 2. 
How do you play?  

This looks like an excellent contract that will make whenever the Hearts 
break 3-2.  Now is the time for reflection.  Can we make it if hearts break 
4-1? Yes, if either hand has Q10XX of hearts we can still succeed 
provided we take a safety play in hearts. The safety play involves cashing 
the ace of Hearts and then either playing low towards the Jack or getting 
to dummy and leading a low heart planning to cover East’s card.  

BUT, this is pairs. It is possible to make all 13 tricks if either opponent 
has QX. Should we make the safety play? 

Safety plays in pairs are rare but should be considered when you get to a 
good contract that may be missed by most of the field. With only 30 high 
card points between you, it is likely that a high percentage of the field 
will miss this slam and you should take the safest line to make. Be 
prepared to lose to doubleton queen to ensure making your contract 
most of the time. 

 

Open Pairs Qualifying Rounds 

 

 9 6 3 

 J 9 6 3 

 K Q 8 7 

 A 8 

 

 A 4 

 A K 8 5 

 A 5 

 K Q 9 4 2 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

The full hand: 

 

 

 

Only 4 pairs got to the slam.  In 
one room North lead a low heart 
solving all of declarer’s 
problems. At the other 3 tables, 
the declarers failed to take the 
safety play and went 1 down. 

 

 

 

 



Tournament Director Corner 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

At 1 table the bidding went as follows 
North  East   South  West 
  P  P  1  
2  P  P  X 
3   P  P  3  
P*  P   4    All pass   
* long hesitation 
 

West reserved his rights after the auction. 
 
Declarer made 11 tricks in 4. 
How would you rule?  
The tournament director polled 5 experts giving them the South hand and the auction 
up to the point of 3.  
Two passed, two bid 4 and one bid 4 but seriously considered passing.  
The director ruled that pass was a logical alternative to bidding 4 and the long 
hesitation was unauthorized information that may have suggested bidding on. 
The score was adjusted to 3. Looking at the travelling score slip, five pairs made eight 
tricks in spades and one pair made nine tricks in spade. The director now gave an 
adjusted score of 3 making 15% of the time and 3 going one down 85% of the time. 
It is very diƯicult to always play in tempo but be aware that breaks in tempo lead to 
unauthorized information and if your partner bids when there are logical alternatives, 
his bid may not be allowed.  


