
World Bridge FederaƟon Championships 

 

The world championships got off to a flying start today. All the acƟon can be 
watched on viewgraph at the following site : LoveBridge - Vugraph. South Africa 
has entered 3 teams, Open, Women’s and Mixed.  

Match 1 

Our open team had a good win in their first match against a strong team from 
England. The following board helped 

Your partner in 1st seat not vulnerable vs vulnerable opens 3S and you hold 

 

  

What is your choice 

a. 4S 
b. 3NT 
c. 4D 

4S may be correct if partner has a good spade suit. 3NT will work if diamonds 
come if for 6 tricks and partner can supply 1 more. 4D may strike gold if partner 
has diamond support. 

Neville Eber, holding these cards, chose 4D. Partner bid 5C which showed club 
shortage and 3 card diamond support – BINGO. He bid 6 diamonds which came 
home easily. In the other room, West chose to bid 4S which went 1 down. 14 big 
imps to SA.  

The full hand 

 

 

Looking at all the results for 
this board, we can see that 
many imps were swung on this 
board.  



 

 

SA beat England 15.85 - 4.15 VP (24 - 1) IMP losing only 1 imp in 14 boards. 
Very well done.  

 

Our ladies team also had a tough first match against Poland. They scored 
a small loss of 8.72 - 11.28 VP (39 - 43) IMP 

On the following hand, Vanessa Armstrong and Carol Stanton Judged 
well to reach 6D. This was helped by the light opening with the West 
hand which is built into their system. Carol Stanton, sitting East, made 
the good judgement call to bid 6D at her final turn realising that it was 
likely that partner would be able to take care of her club losers.  

 

 

Their bidding was as 
follows 



 

 

In the other room, 
opponents subsided in 5D 
which translated into a 13 
imp swing to SA.  

 

 

 

Our ladies were unlucky on the following hand when their opponents bid to a 
poor 6H which came in when hearts were 2-2 and the club finesse was on and 
Diamonds could be brought in for 1 loser only.   

 

 

In the Mixed teams, SA played England in their first match 

ChrisƟne Child and Anton Der Kinderen had a good board on the following hand 
siƫng E/W 



 

 

3D showed both majors at least 5-5 and this propelled them into the marginal 
4S game which cam home on a favourable lie of the cards. This was worth 9 imps 
to SA 

Overall, they recorded a small loss of 12.71 - 7.29 VP (22 - 13) IMP to a strong 
team 

 

  



 

Match 2 

SomeƟmes 33 HCP’s is not 
enough for slam even when 
you have a 5 card suit. Most 
of the fields iin all secƟon 
got to this slam which could 
not make. The lack of any 8-
card fit contributed to this 
slam failing. I suspect that 
NT ranges played a role 
where if West opens a 14-
16 NT, East will be less 

inclined to bid a slam than if West opens a 15-17 NT. Some swings are just 
random.   

  



n third seat, vulnerable vs not, you hear 2 passes 
to you. What do you open? 

I’ve never been a fan of pre-empƟng with 
opening hands and this hand was no excepƟon. 
While the preempt might invoke an indiscreƟon 
from our opponents, the fact that they are 

missing 3 aces will deter them from bidding at the 5 level aŌer a 4S pre-empt. 
The hand shape is poor and you really need an excellent hand from partner to 
make 10 tricks. In addiƟon, you have the master suit and can always compete in 
spades.  

In the open secƟon, our player opened with 4S which was not a success and went 
3 down for -300 and a 5 imp swing when our opponents, Sweden, allowed our 
side to play in 3D the other way for 110. Confirming my suspicions, no other 
player in the open secƟon opened 4S with these cards.  

The full hand 

 

 



 

 

It has become fashionable to open 5422 shaped hands with 1NT and I have no 
objecƟon to this when your points are in your short suits or if opening 1 of a suit 
may lead to rebid problems later. Neither of these issues apply to the above 
hand. If partner responds 1S to a 1C opening, I think this hand is well worth a 
reverse into hearts. A 1NT opening just does not get the trick taking potenƟal of 
the hand across. A number of pairs in the open did start with 1NT and none of 
these pairs managed to get to the approximately 50% slam which comes home 
on a 2-2 heart break or if you manage to pick up the heart suit when there is a 
singleton honour. Most of the pairs who got to slam, were playing a strong club 
system that made it easier.  

I found it strange 
that as many as 6 
pairs in the mixed 
reached an 
unmakeable slam 
with the above 
cards having 17 
hcp;’s opposite 14 

with no fit. Similar transgressions occurred in the open and Women’s. I guess 
players were mesmerized by their control rich hands but all 4 aces and all 4 kings 
only produces 8 tricks. “Fit is emperor in the bidding”. Well done to Anton and 
Chris who managed to stop in 3NT making and earning our side 11 imps when 
opponents over-reached to 6NT.  

 



Results Match 2 

 

Open  Sweden vs SA 15.85 - 4.15 VP (35 - 12) IMP 

Women’s  Netherlands vs SA 15.66 - 4.34 VP (39 - 17) IMP 

Mixed  Sweden vs SA 18.04 - 1.96 VP (49 - 12) IMP 

DisappoinƟng results all round with 3 big losses but these were top teams we 
were playing  

 

 

Results Match 3 

 

Open: Tunisia vs South Africa 11.88 - 8.12 VP (38 - 32) IMP 

Women’s  New Zealand vs South Africa 2.51 - 17.49 VP (9 - 42) IMP 

Mixed Teams South Africa vs France 1.24 - 18.76 VP(17 - 60) IMP 

 

The open team had a disappoinƟng small loss against Tunisia. They were 
extremely unlucky on this board from the match 

 

Robert Stephens and Noah Apteker, siƫng N/S, got to the sensible contract of 
3NT when they discovered a misfit. The Tunisian pair got to 6D which required a 



miracle lie in both diamonds and hearts to make. Everything was right and this 
meant – 12 imps on the board.  

 

Both vulnerable your partner opens 1S and rebids 2H aŌer your 1NT response. 
What acƟon do you take with the following hand?  

Robert Stephens, holding this hand, 
elected to pass, knowing that his partner 
was limited to 16 HCP’s. He must have 
been disappointed when 10 tricks rolled 
in despite the bad breaks in both Hearts 
and Spades. In the other room, Tunisia 
bid to 4H but went 1 down so the 
disappointment did not last long when 

we notched up 7 imps. The full hand: 

 

 

 



 

On the above hand, 3NT was bid and made 6 Ɵmes in the open and went down 
7 Ɵmes. Unfortunately for SA, it was made by Tunisia in one room and in the 
other, our pair stopped safely in 2S for a loss of 10 imps. Double dummy analysis 
suggests that 3NT should only make 8 tricks.  

 

Our women’s team were on the wrong iside of no fewer than three close 3NT 
contracts making in one room and going down in the other. A poorish slam bid 
by our ladies lead to another double-digit loss. There was no good news in their 
match resulƟng in a bad loss by 33 imps.  

 

 

In the mixed match against France, the only good news came on this hand when 
Di Rosslee made 9 tricks in 3NT when she received the 9 of diamonds lead from 
East. This gave her 2 diamond stoppers when she put up the 10 from dummy 
and the lack of entries to the 6 card diamond suit gave her Ɵme to set up spade 



and club tricks to bring her total to 9. As usual, stretching to invite game with a 
balanced featureless 11 count opposite 12-14 resulted in reaching a poor 
contract which only made because of a lucky lie of the cards.  

 

Match 4 

 

  

 

Alon and Craig got to 5 clubs on the above hand and managed to make it on a 
club lead. I don’t know how the play went but presumably declarer drew trumps 
and made 5 trumps in hand, 1 ruff in dummy, 2 diamonds, 1 spade and 2 Hearts. 
It looks like opponents have to lead 3 rounds of diamonds to beat 5C. This was 
worth 10 imps to SA when in the other room, EW lost their way and played in 2D 
to go 1 down. Well bid and well played by our side.  

 

In the mixed you hold the following hand 

You are vulnerable vs not and open 1D 
and the next player bids 2S weak. This is 
passed back to you. What acƟon do you 
take? 

Clearly partner has minimal values and if 
you double, you are very likely to hear 
partner bid hearts. Seems to me like the 
only sensible acƟon is to either pass and 
collect your 50’s or to bid 3D. Our player 
elected to double and eventually found 
his side in 4H going down 3 for -300.  



The full hand 

 

 

Can you blame West for persisƟng with hearts aŌer partner’s double?  

Note North’s cauƟon in not doubling the final contract and right he was. He 
couldn’t be sure of beaƟng 5D but 4H was definitely going down.  

 



 

 

 

On the last board of the 4th match in the mixed, ImƟaz Kaprey and Lorraine Weers 
judged well to double 4H to gain +300. In the other room, N/S competed to 4S 
which went 1 down. This was a welcome 9 imps to our mixed team who 
unfortunately went on to lose the match 13.23 - 6.77 VP (32 - 21) IMP .  

 

The Women’s SA team played the very strong USA1 team in the final match 
today.  



 

 

On this board, a brave bid by LoƩe Sorensen siƫng West, earned her side a big 
swing on the following aucƟon: 

 

4H made +620. AŌer the same start in the other room, West elected to make a 
negaƟve double which did not do jusƟce to her long heart suit and E/W subsided 
in 3S going 1 down and swing of 12 imps to SA. SA lost the match by a small 
margin of 5 imps. Very respecƞul against this strong team.  

 

At the end of play on day 1 with 4/23 matches played the final SA standings were 

Open: SA 18th  

Women 20th 



Mixed 23rd 

 

SƟll a long, long way to go but we will have to hope for beƩer results tomorrow.  

 

SubmiƩed by Bernard Donde 


