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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:
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Group (A) : Championships Section Final Results:

S.01 S. 02 S.03 S.04 S. 05 S. 06 S. 07 Total
» Team
IMP | V'P | IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP | V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P

3 |Stabell 31 (1719 | 10 | 12.97 | 25 | 16.21 | 23 | 15.85 | 10 | 1297 | 5t | 19.56 | 5 | 11.58 | 155 | 106.33
4 [Chemaly 51 (1956 | 23 | 15.85 | 2z | 1655 | 1 | 10.33 | 42 | 1865 | 17 | 1464 | 5 | 842 | 156 | 104.00
s |Hughes 31 | 281 | 7z | 20 | =2 | 934 | 42 | 1865 | 4 | 19.08 | <7 | 536 | -0 | 7.03 [ 105 | 82.27
1 [Donde 8 | 20 | 23 | 415 | 45 | 1898 | 23 | 4.15 | 46 | 092 | 25 | 16.21 | 19 | 15.06 | 80 79.47
2 [Apteker 16 | 558 | 0 | 7.03 | 2 | 10.66 | -t | 9.67 | 38 | 1817 | 47 | 536 | 19 | 494 | -23 | 61.41
7 [Hewitt 51 | 0.44 | 24 | 3.97 | 45 | 1.02 | 14 | 13.96 | <10 | 7.03 | 17 | 14.64 | 10 | 1297 | -89 | 54.03
s (Van Vught | s | 0 24 | 16.03 | 27 | 345 | <42 | 135 | 38 | 1.83 | 51 | 0.44 | 20 | 1526 | -197 | 38.36
5 Im 16 | 14.42 | 17 0 25 | 379 | 4 | 6.04 | 42 | 135 | 25 | 3.79 | 20 | 474 | -187 | 34.13

Narional feams Runners-Up: Larry

emaly, NICola bareman, val bloom, James

Group (B) : Congress Section Final Results:

S.01 S. 02 S.03 S.04 S. 05 Total
* Team
IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P

1 |Senior 42 18.65 8 7.56 1 13.23 8 12.44 33 17.49 86 69.37
4 [Holman 52 19.65 8 12.44 43 18.76 2 10.66 22 4.34 83 65.85
2 [Bernstein 15 14.19 2 9.34 A1 6.77 z 12.16 22 15.66 sl 58.12
5 |Kotzen 52 0.35 2 10.66 39 18.29 -8 7.56 A7 5.36 -36 42.22
6 [Stanton 42 1.35 3 9.03 43 1.24 z 7.84 1 14.64 -78 | 34.10
3 |Balderson 15 5.81 3 10.97 -39 1.71 2 9.34 33 2.51 -86 30.34




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

Group (C) : Plate Section Final Results:

S.01 S. 02 S.03 S.04 S. 05 Total
» Team
IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P IMP V'P

2 |Burman 45 | 18.98 | &1 20 2 9.34 so | 1947 | 14 | 1396 | 168 | 81.75
1 [Adams 51 19.56 17 14.64 2 10.66 16 14.42 28 16.72 | 114 | 75.50
3 |[Kassel 45 1.02 51 19.56 25 16.21 A 9.67 28 3.28 2 49.74
s|lngersent | 2 1546 | 7 | 5.36 1| 1033 | 1 1033 | 4 | 6.04 8 | 47.52
¢ |Lazarus 51 0.44 51 0.44 A 9.67 50 0.53 4 | 1603 | -129 | 27.11
5 Eyﬁ 21 4.54 61 0 25 3.79 16 5.58 24 3.97 -147 | 17.88

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

[ How Good is Your Inferential Logic & Bidding? |

You hold the following sitting South, nobody vulnerable

Q73
VK64
Your left-hand opponent opens 24 showing 11-16, 5+ clubs, $AJ9863
unbalanced hand. The bidding proceeds as follows Q 4
West North East South
24 P 2NT P
3a 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 partnerto 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 5v¥ doubled.



Here is the full hand:
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As you can see 5v 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.

447 - 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. | 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 Te 14 2v

24 p P 3a

P ?

You hold

Q Q 10 2 What do you bid?

' KS If you asked 95% of the players at Congress 2025 ‘What does 3a by

partner mean?’ they would answer ‘Asks for a spade stopper’. This
$K1853

dK107

does not make sense as why didn’t partner just double to find out
more about your hand? The only reason for bidding 3a rather than

double is that Partner could not afford to have you pass the double for
penalties. This means that 3a must show a highly distributional hand probably with extreme
shortage in spades. Based on this logic, the correct bid with the West hand is 4v. Bidding SNT
should show at least 1.5 to 2 stoppers in spades with wasted values.



AKI73
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See the full hand above. If your partner bids 4v over 34, 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 5v. 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!

e pere e

1 Mickey Lewis & Carol Temkin 167.80 66.60
2 3 Diane Fine & Sue Nurick 139.20 55.22
3 7 Morgan Harris & Annemarie Froome 139.00 55.16
4 6 Carol Kowalsky & David Sanford 137.60 54.60
5 5 Maureen Sandler & Sue Rootenberg 137.00 54.37
6 4 Beryl Lutrin & Ziona Scop 134.50 53.37
7 14 Sue Nel & Sarah Brown 133.50 52.98
8 8 Michelle Migdal & Eric Migdal 126.50 50.20
9 11 Maryanne Trollope & Sally Nielsen 122.70 48.68
10 1 Susan Vincent & Annie Bonynge 120.50 47.82
11 12 Rose Metzer & Pieter Gildenhuys 115.50 45.83
12 9 Davis Harriet & Rene Dembo 106.00 42.06
13 10 Tessa Grinaker & Heather Nash 95.50 37.90
14 13 Lisa Gawith & Penny Vickers 92.30 36.64




[

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.

Rank Pair
1 13
2 24
3 21
4 29
5 18
6 1
7 35
8 11
9 15

10 37
11 27
12 14
13 32
14 38
15 6
16 8
7 4
18 39
19 12
20 22
21 31
22 16
23 2
24 9
25 33
26 17
23 2
28 36
29 3
30 28
31 7
32 23
33 34
34 19
35 26
36 5

Score

1085.9
1079.5
1068.4
1060.0
1053.5

1034.7
1006.9
1001.3
993.2
970.6

970.4
970.3
9594
949.9
933.8

925.8
O1E7
906.8
906.6
902.9

888.5
886.9
883.1
876.4
872.6

864.9
861.4
859.1
846.5
821.2

813.1
809.1
787.6
781.2
753.1

749.1

%

39.15
58.80
58.19
57.73
57.38

56.36
54.84
54.54
54.10
32.87

52.85
52.85
3225
51.74
50.86

50.42
49.98
49.39
49.38
49.18

48.39
48.31
48.10
47.73
47.53

47.11
46.92
46.79
46.11
44.73

44.28
44.07
42.90
42.55
41.02

40.80

Name

Duncan Keet - Carol Stanton

Jill Rabie - Imtiaz Kaprey

Greg Hingle - D1 Rosslee

Robert Sulcas - Maureen Narunsky
Lotte Sorensen - Robert Stephens

Robert Solomon - Sharon Taitz

Kaja Brekke - Andrew Cruise

Gisela Smykalla - Michael Schneider
Alan Lewis - Jenni Lewis

Glen Holman - Zela Stern

Sharon Izerel - Brian Senior
Mark Eisen - Adrienne Schiff
Jennifer Adams - Duncan Craggs
Paul Inbona - Sheila Francis
Sam Trocki - Cherrie Swartz

Entha Zagnoev - Barney Zagnoev
Peter Ward - Jennifer Foaden

Sue Ziegenfuss - Tim Runting
Kavita Babshet - Sudhir Babshet
Michael Keet - Mercia Dutton

Ice Peenz - Adri Peenz

Mark Oliff - Roz Bernstein

Lex Van Vught - Peta Balderson
Louise Berman - Allan Berman
Avril Kotzen - David Beinart

Stuart McDougall - Linda McDougall
Christine Stock - Michael Maher
Betty Ravenscroft - Greg Beech
Tania Victor - Michael Salomon
Steve Ryan - Dale Taylor

Nigel Bird - Diana Balkin

Jenny Frankental - Aron Frankental
Arlene Ketz - Ronald Levine

Rose Nourse - Bruce Nourse

Jan Lowdon - Bridie Bullen-Smith

Illana Borer - Mike Cohn

5517
59.10
58.54
59.80
59.86

56.94
54.02
59.84
52.53
49.85

56.57
53.63
52.77
47.27
49.32

50.41
52.69
45.19
50.28
51.30

41.99
LD
43.25
43.84
51.70

47.05
41.11
47.28
33,11
49.58

43.14
46.30
41.46
38.70
46.52

38.46

62.53
58.50
57.84
55.66
54.90

55.77
55.66
49.24
55.66
55.88

49.13
52.07
51.74
56.21
52.40

50.44
47.28
353.59
48.47
47.06

54.79
45.42
52.94
51.63
43.36

47.17
5272
46.30
39.11
39.87

45.42
41.83
44.34
46.41
35.51

43.14




[ Open Pairs Qualifying — Session 1 & 2 Combined Results ]

Rank Pair Score % Tie Name 1 2

1 44 1765.0 67.88 Alon Apteker - Craig Gower 68.00 67.77

2 31 1756.3 67.55 Sverre Johnsen - Torgeir Manum 62.48 72.62

3 23 1684.0 64.77 Sharon Taitz - Jenny Matisonn 70.54 59.00

4 75 1677.0 64.50 Neville Eber - Hennie Fick 64.62 64.38

5 26 16399 63.07 Robert Stephens - Vanessa Armstrong ~ 60.53 65.62

6 57 1547.0 59.50 Sigi Bawa - Imtiaz Kaprey 64.38 54.62

7 11 1545.7 59.45 Duncan Keet - Jude Apteker 58.75 60.15

8 55 1538.0 59.15 Nicola Bateman - Val Bloom 58.85 59.46

9 13 1533.0 58.96 Saul Burman - Andrew Cruise 58.54 59.38
10 9 1511.0 58.12 Leif-Erik Stabell - Tolle Stabell 55.46 60.77
11 27 1489.0 57.27 Glen Holman - David Beinart 65.62 48.92
12 46 1462.0 56.23 Diniar Minwalla - Omphemetse Moedi  60.23 52.23
13 34 1451.3 55.82 Greg Hingle - Di Rosslee 58.10 53.54
14 41 1431.7 55.07 Shaun Danin - Alon Atie 56.36 53.77
15 2 1427.0 54.88 Arthur Hughes - Anton Der Kinderen 56.62 53.15
16 12 1415.0 54.42 Delys Shepard - Peta Feinstein 51.69 57.15
17 63 1410.0 54.23 Lotte Sorensen - Tas Nestoridis 58.00 50.46
18 24 1403.3 53.97 Allan Berman - Louise Berman 56.25 51.69
19 6 13940 53.62 2 Brian Senior - Nigel Bird 49.77 57.46
20 35 1394.0 53.62 0 Lex Van Vught - Peta Balderson 56.54 50.69
21 33 1389.0 5342 Myron Elias - Duncan Craggs 61.85 45.00
22 56 1375.0 52.88 Mark Oliff - Frank Chemaly 50.23 55.54
23 45 1373.7 52.83 Alan Lewis - Jenni Lewis 54.13 51.54
24 15 1365.0 52.50 Richard Etherington - lain Sutherland ~ 51.54 53.46
25 72 1364.2 5247 Mary Mutch - Ann Murray 53.55 51.38
26 77 1353.0 52.04 Sue Ziegenfuss - Tim Runting 46.69 57.38
27 73 1347.0 51.81 Tom Collinge - John Bowen 50.31 53.31
28 62 1335.0 51.35 Phil King - Kaja Brekke 48.77 53.92
29 5 1318.0 50.69 Nathan Herscovitz - Graham Sacks 52.38 49.00
30 52 1317.0 50.65 Ice Peenz - Adri Peenz 51.46 49.85
31 61 1303.0 50.12 Linda Campbell - Ann (Kzn) Miller 53.08 47.15
32 37 1297.0 49.88 Albert van Lier - Hans Lombard 45.46 54.31
33 29 1287.0 49.50 Jill Rabie - Carol Grunder 47.31 51.69
34 3 1273.0 4896 51.9 Ms Mahomed - Ismail Ebrahim 51.92 46.00

35 42 1273.0 48.96 51.8 JENNIFER FOADEN - Renee Kenny  51.77 46.15



36
37
38
39
40

41
42
43
44
45

46
47
48
49
50

51
32
53
54
55

56
57
58
59
60

61
62
63
64
65

66
67
68

48
51
14
67
43

21
49
74
53
25

71
17

68
50

65
28
32
69
70

36
66
47
76

54
30
64

22
10
16

1271.0
1262.9
1258.0
1256.0
1252.9

1241.0
1241.0
1240.0
1238.0
12243

1224.2
12221
1218.7
1211.3
1197.0

1184.0
1180.0
1164.0
1160.0
1150.0

1149.7
1127.0
1119.0
1104.0
1101.3

1094.0
1068.0
1041.0
1016.0

971.0

951.0
944.0
873.7

48.88
48.57
48.38
48.31
48.19

47.73
47.73
47.69
47.62
47.09

47.08
47.00
46.87
46.59
46.04

45.54
45.38
44.77
44.62
44.23

44.22
43.35
43.04
42.46
42.36

42.08
41.08
40.04
39.08
37.35

36.58
36.31
33.60

SN

Mignon Leigh - Lindi Honey
Pauline Kaplan - Shirley Port
Jeremy Lovell - Diane Lovell
Marion Brivik - Joel Harris

Betty Ravenscroft - Estelle van der Walt

Lauren Dove - Karen Rothbart
Barbara Taurog - Sarah Woolf
Glenda Macleod - Yvonne Stacey
Bridie Bullen-Smith - lan Lowdon
Paul Inbona - Sheila Francis

Bev Hewitt - Trish Crosse

Peter Ward - Alan Mantle

Rosemary Mason - Gillian Karstaedt
Deirdre Ingersent - Helen Roberts
Mark Eisen - Adrienne Schiff

Beverley Kassel - Susan Custers
Frances Harrison - lan Smith
Zela Stern - Carol Stanton
Susanne Braatvedt - Anne Visser
Diana Balkin - Sharon Izerel

Tracy Kaplan - Doreen Harris

Wilf Sperryn - D1 Knowler

Kitty Phillips - Rosemary Gowans
Larry Chemaly - James Grant
Lorraine Tooch - Brenda Haarburger

Jennifer Adams - Daphne Ryder
Helen Kagan - John Calvert
Wendy-Ann Chick - Lynne Markman
Lucette Chaitowitz - Sharon Sopher
Julia Crowe - Gill Lazarus

Jill Katz - Ingrid Watkin
Vivienne Mofsowitz - Phyllis Rubin
Val Taylor - Dale Taylor

49.08
50.30
41.62
43.54
52.07

32.23
47.38
42.38
49.15
50.41

45.55
51.01
44.36
46.79
49.23

43.46
45.00
49.69
38.85
43.46

41.75
39.62
45.54
42.92
40.18

38.00
42.00
44.69
37.69
33.08

31,23
34.31
31.67

48.69
46.85
55.15
53.08
4431

43.23
48.08
53.00
46.08
43.77

48.62
43.00
49.38
46.38
42.85

47.62
45.77
39.85
50.38
45.00

46.69
47.08
40.54
42.00
44.54

46.15
40.15
35.38
40.46
41.62

41.92
38.31
35.54

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!



Open Pairs Qualifying Rounds ]

#963 Playing pairs, you reach 6% played by South and get the lead of the 2.
Y963 How do you play?
+KQs87 This looks like an excellent contract that will make whenever the Hearts
MAs 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
SA4 the ace of Hearts and then either playing low towards the Jack or getting
VYAKS8s to dummy and leading a low heart planning to cover East’s card.
*As BUT, this is pairs. It is possible to make all 13 tricks if either opponent
SdKQ942 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.
The full hand: #KI852
Dir: West | ¥ 4 Optimum
Vul: All €10962 7H W 13
#1063
AA4 BN 4963
: VAKSS E V3963
MRS T SR H L ETTLE
d#KQ942 dAS8
solving all of declarer’s Q -
problems. At the other 3 tables, ( )
the declarers failed to take the [ 7 #Q107 " deVaN
safety play and went 1 down. oG = ¥Q1072 S —— =
6 143 E|6]5]7]2)/6
\ 375
W|6|5/7]2]6




Tournament Director Corner

4 K10
Dir:East | ¥ Q3 Optimum
Vul:E/W | ®A6 4S* W 9
#AKO98765
4aQi532 [INCRTHIM 4764
¥as2 22 | Vioze654
$KQ5 S| #3102
*2 SoUTlm *Q4
4 N
R J B[
16 5| Yko3 s(4)2-]-]3
A 498743 N REIRE
#3103
w(-]-)2]3] -
8 J

At 1 table the bidding went as follows

North East South West
P P 1A

2% P P X

3 P P 3a

P* P 44 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 3s.

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 3a. 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 3a making 15% of the time and 34 going one down 85% of the time.
It is very difficult 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.



