SABF Mixed Trials 2026 Bulletin # 3

The Mixed Teams Trials were completed today. | am going to deviate from the norm and only
publish the final results at the end of this bulletin. This is because there was an exciting fight
for the all important third place in the last round.

Quick Quiz from Round Robin 1

Your partner opens 14 and the next hand bids 3%. You elect to bid 4% as a cue bid raise
agreeing spades and surprisingly partner bids 6¢. What now?

AKQ76
v A743
* 5

w“ A984

Maureen Narunsky reasoned that her partner, Michael Alexander, has lots of spades and
diamonds and must have both pointed suits’ Aces. It was likely that he also had a club
shortage. Her accurate visualization of partner’s hand led her to the correct conclusion and
she bid 74. Partner’s hand was:

A AJS532
v KJI2

¢ AKJ108
*_



[ Match 8

A Partscore Battle

1

#3110872
DlIr: East VKo3
Vul: None $KQ1J19
dg

695 -E 4643
VAQ2 14 Vis7e64
¢A1085 s| 43
dAK74 IEoills #Qi9s6

AAKQ
V105
47642
10532

10
17 4

B_oard No 14 Nor_re Vul De_aler East
Ns| Ew| Bid |By| Ld | Tks | +sc | -sc + =

1 8 4% W ¥k 10 130 -6.70 +6.70
2 7 26 N #3 9 140 +2.70 -2.70\
3 5 26 N #3 8 110 +1.30 -1.30
6 4 26 N ¥1 9 140 +2.70 -2.70

Rona and Stephen did well on this hand when
they competed to 4% as E/W and made it. Their

bidding went as follows:

West North East

Pass
1 ol 1 NT? Pass
Pass Pass Dbl
4 All pass

1. Precision (16+)
2. Spades & Diamonds

South
Pass
3¢
Pass

The defense to beat 4# is difficult as a diamond switch is required after cashing 2 spades.
North must duck the ¥Q to cut communication in that suit and a diamond continuation will
cut declarer off from the winning heart tricks. 3% is much easier but none of the other pairs
found that contract when opponents got to 2#. Getting the partscore situations right can
often be worth quite a lot of IMPs and here it earned them 6.7 IMPs. Even if they went 1

down they would have won 2.7 IMPs.



INT or 1 Major Opening?

The jury is out as to whether it is reasonable to
open 1INT with balanced hands and 15-17 HCPs
and a 5-card major. Sometimes opening the
major will get you to a close game when you
have a fit and sometimes it will get you
overboard. You do need to have sophisticated
methods to help you describe your hand if
partner does not show support. Opening 1NT
has the advantage that you get the hand off your
chest immediately. | suspect that for the pairs
who got to 49, their 1¥ opening attracted a raise
from South and they then bid 4%. The 2 pairs
who allowed their opponents to play in 24 or 24
obviously opened 1NT. Double dummy both 24
and 24 should go down but somehow 2¢ made
in practice. Given the choice, | would prefer to
defend against 24 or 24 on this hand rather than
bid 4% if | knew partner’s hand.

&54
DIr:South | YWAJ976
Vul: E/W +AQ4
dArqQ4
L 3K - #A109873
v-- 3 VYKQ102
$K19632 45
dK10872 d63
= 4KQ2
. . ¥s8543
. 41087
djo5

Board No 3 E/W Vul Dealer South

NS | Ew Bid |By| Ld | Tks 4Sc | sc |+ |

1 8 26 W &5 7 100 +4.70 -4.70
2 7 4¥ N &p 8 100 -2.30 +2.30
3 5 4¥ N #A 9 50 -0.30 +0.30
6 4 2% E #5 38 90 -2.00 +2.00

2 N/S pairs did well on this hand when they
pushed their opponents to 54. 5¥ can go 2
down for a good result against a vulnerable 44
contract and the result became even better
when E/W, not unreasonably with their 12-card
fit, took the push to 54 and went down when
the defense found their club ruff.

&9
DIr: South V10987
vul: All 43109876
%103
aprk76532 NUEGEHEIN 2011084
Va 7 VAQ2
+K5 A3
dQs86 197
“--- deVan
N
. 1 . YKI653 S79911
799 11
13 $Qa2 El1/1/1/1011
dAK542

Ww1111010

Board No 7 Both Vul Dealer South

EEEIIWEIE-_

w %10 10 100 +8.30
w ¥10 10 620 -7.70
w %10 10 100 +8.30
w 43 11 650 -9.00

7 4&
5 5
4 44

a W N =



4-4 or 5-3 Fit?

#J1076
Dir:North | ¥AQJ105
Vul: E/W 43

A

AAK93 as

Vs8as3 o V7e
410982 4Q17s5
73 IS5UTEY ®#K106542

NS |Ew Bid By 1d |Tks|+Sc|-sc| + | - |
1 8 44 s &7 10 420 +3.30 -3.30
2 7 4% s &7 10 420 +3.30 -3.30
3 5 4¥ N #8 o9 50 -10.00 +10.00
6 4 4% S #10 10 420 +3.30 -3.30

N/S have two 8 card fits on this hand.
Sometimes the 4-4 fit does better when you
need discards from the 5 card suit. As a general
principle, it is often better to choose the weaker
suit as trumps and this hand shows why. In 4%,
the defenders can get a spade ruff which is fatal
but in 44 there is no ruff available and declarer
can cope with the bad break as declarer cannot
be forced in any suit. The singleton 48 was
critical in allowing 44 to make. However, the
best contract on this combination is 3NT as 9
tricks cannot be stopped whatever the
distribution. This is maybe a good hand for a
bidding competition but | somehow doubt that
any pair will manage to get to the optimal
contract. For NT contracts to be better than the
majors you generally need a minimum of 27/28

high card points between the 2 hands and no side suit weaknesses.

Opening Lead Problem

You hear the following bidding: West
INT
A AKJT42 3INT
vOo973
¢ Q3
% 1093

What would you lead?

North East South
Pass Pass Pass
Pass 2NT Pass
All pass

dAKIA2
DIr:North | ¥ 973
Vul: All +Q3

1093

The only winning lead is a low spade hoping that your $Q 0 310 576
H H 1 KQJl4 862
partner can win a trick and continue spades. The lack of M JQs ; 13 B ersls

entries to your hand make this lead attractive but at the ~ %#x52 ESiEE *AQs

same time you don’t want to give declarer a spade trick o532 MV AN
if he has Qxx. | suspect it is just a guess but leading a low B :;‘;gi N REIAE
spade earned Michael and Maureen 13 IMPs. ’ *3764 |, 001000

Another pair lead a spade from the South hand, and
depending on the bidding, North would have to abstain [EEAEZAZIREEEEESE SN e

1 8 3NT E Y10 9 600 -3.70 +3.70

from winning the 1% trick with the &) in order to keep 5 -5 3T wak 10 630 -4.70 +4.70

communication with South.

3 5 3NT E #5 10 630 -4.70 +4.70
6 4 3NT Wé4 7 200 +13.00 -13.00



Match 9

AAIT765 | cannot begin to imagine how E/W got to the

Dir: East ¥YqQs8s3
Vul: N/S +Q10
dKs5

4432 ENGRTHIT & 5
VK 2
4K196 s| 48742
#310763 il #AQo

AKQ109
Ya102
+A53
dg42

Board No 2 N/S Vul Dealer East

(NS | Ew | Bid | By| Ld Thks | +sc|.sc |+ -

1 7 44 N %7 9 100 -4 +4
3 6 44 N W3 o9 100 -4 +4
4 5 44 N ¥We 9 100 -4 +4
8 2 5% W éA 8 500 +12 -12

Another Wild Distributional Hand

With the points fairly evenly istributed, N/S can
make 13 tricks in hearts and E/W can make 11
tricks in clubs. Andre van Niekerk and Rose Duff
did well to buy the contract in 6%. Glen Holman
and Michelle Alexander did very well to get to
6¥ and there was a bonus when they were
doubled in that contract and won 13.7 IMPs. |
guess it is difficult for West not to double
holding 2 Aces and a King but distribution is
everything. It was not a very costly double as
even without the double they would have lost
10 IMPs

&K
¥
+A

DIr: West
Vul: None

7

6

&#AQ1109876

dizzy heights of 5¢x with their cards, 'saving’
against opponent’s vulnerable 44. It was a very
expensive mistake when 44 by their opponents
V319764 was unmakeable. I’'m reminded of a quip by
Petra Mansell, one of our greatest women
players, who said ‘Saving is for Jesus’.

AAQI1094
¥YA9862

¢--

8 v
0QJ109743

ISSUTRIE %52

682

¥YKQ107543
+K852

&~

N1 /1/13131
s/1.1/13121

E108 1 11
wiig 1 11

(NS | Ew | Bid [By| td [Tks | +Sc | -sc| + | - |

1

w0 W

7
6
5
2

5¥
6¥*
5%
cde

Ld
S e
S %A
S dep
w ¥a

13
13
13
10

510 -1.30 +1.30
1310 +13.70 -13.70
510 -1.30 +1.30
100 -11.00 +11.00



Only 2 pairs managed to get to this excellent 61072
64 and almost as good 6% contract. This was DIr: West | W --
surprising as with 31 HCP’s between them Vu:N/S | 48643

: . #AQI653
and 2 eight card fits, | would have expected

4Q3 - AAKIOB4

the whole field to get to slam. | suspect that YAQi02

E 12 VYkKo73
an aggressive preempt of 3% vulvsnotbythe #K1075 > $AQ
N ) & K104 - do
North hand made it difficult to bid the slam.
West North East South . &65
1e 34 34 Pass 7 oo :;93554
3NT Pass 6 M All pass 2 e E(7[1111]1111

w8 12111212

One pair bid as above. | think East bought an

excellent dummy. Board No 12 N/S Vul Dealer West
(NS _Ew | Bid|By| Ld |Tks +Sc|-sc| + | - |
A Lightner double by North might have 1 7 53 E :’7 12 °80 -7.30 +7.30
. : 3 6 5% waq 11 450 +7.70 -7.70
beaten the 64 contract by East if South finds = "0 C & 15 480 +7.00 -7.00
the unusual heart lead. A Lightner double g 5 % wa> 12 980 -7.30 +7.30

typically asks for dummy’s first suit

(Diamonds) but | would expect partner to use their judgement. On this hand, South may have
found the killing heart lead as it was unlikely that partner would have a void in diamonds.
Take note that 6NT by West is the best contract. Again despite 2 eight card major suit fits, NT
wins the day. Have another look at hand 9 from the previous match where NT was also the
best contract under similar circumstances.

el

Imtiaz Kaprey, Rona Holmes & Stephen McBride




Match 10

Too much Information can be Fatal

10842
Dir:North | YK853
Vul: All $A82
dKeo
#KQJ5 a3
v._._ 13 V310742
97643 +Q1s
9742 IS ®Qi83
AAO76
10
= = YAQ9s
= +K10
d&aA105

Board No 13 Both Vul Dealer North

NS | EW Bid |By| Ld |Tks 4sc| sc_+ | - |

1 6 4¥ S &K 10 620 +8.00 -8.00
2 5 3NT S #K 10 630 +8.00 -8.00
4 8 49 S #3 9 100 -8.00 +8.00
7 3 4V s #7 9 100 -8.00 +8.00

It’s remarkable that 2 pairs did not lead a fatal
#K from the West hand against 49. | suspect
that new-fangled ideas about Stayman were
responsible. Some pairs play that 2& Stayman
is puppet and partner bids 2NT to show both
majors and minimum and 3% shows both
majors and maximum. This convention gives
gratuitous information to their opponents.
Once you know South has both majors, this
makes a spade lead less appealing. If ordinary
Stayman is used, defenders will not know
about the spade suit in declarer’s hand and
the spade lead will be automatic. This is an
instance of less is more as the less information
you give your opponents, the higher the
likelihood that you will make your contract.
Why should you tell opponents that you have
both majors and whether you are minimum

or maximum when this information is likely to be of no interest to your partner?

If anyone can tell me what the advantages are of playing this method, | would be very

interested to hear from them.



Match 12

652
DIr:South | ¥QJ1086
Vul: All +32
&KQl198
4Q13 IR 4A974
VA9s87 7 ¥s5432
$AKQ105 464
da 432
s AK1086
VK
20 4
. 431987
&10765

Board No 7 Both Vul Dealer South

NS Ew | Bid_By| Ld | Tks +Sc|.sc__+ | - |

1 4 1% wék o9 110 -4.70 +4.70
2 3 4¥ wéKk 9 100 4+2.00 -2.00
5 7 4V E &5 7 300 +7.70 -7.70
8 6 2NT W K 8 120 -5.00 +5.00

The 2 pairs who got to 4% on this hand were
a bit unlucky when a bad break in hearts led
to 1 down. The chances of hearts breaking
3-2 is 68% and therefore this vulnerable
game will often make. | believe that East
should definitely respond to partner’s 14
opening as it is generally a good idea to
keep the bidding open with 1 Ace. West
opened 2NT at one table, and after winning
the &K lead, likely finessed the #K. South
won and continued clubs, but on the 5t
club, South was pseudo squeezed and
unguarded either spades or diamonds (YK
was best). Although declarer would’ve also
been a bit squeezed on the clubs, 8 tricks
was wrapped up in the end.




[ Match 13 J

A Guess?

aAJ3

v Q
* K6
& AQ98542 Let’s say you get to 4¥ after opening 3¥ with the North hand and

partner raises you to 4. You get the 4K lead. If you decide to duck

N that, it’s inevitable that East will switch to a low diamond. If you
4 E win the spade and take the heart finesse, East will win and again
S switch to a low diamond. What do you play to this trick?
A S52
v AJI1I097654
e 710 | think this is a complete guess. If ¢AQ are both offside there is
& 7 nothing you can do. Therefore, you must guess which honour East

has to make your contract.

One pair mis guessed and this cost 10 IMPs. | don’t think there are any clues as to whether
East has the ¢A or the ¢Q but | do think East is more likely to play low from the Ace rather
than the queen as low from queen may give declarer the contract when he has ¢Jx and must
lose 2 diamond tricks if left to his own devices. This may be a bluff, bluff situation as it will
look like East has to switch to diamonds whatever his holding is. Count yourself unlucky if you
got it wrong and congratulate your opponents for putting you to the test...

652
Dir:North | WAJ1097654
Vul: None #3110

&7

109864
Va2
$A8732 1
463 south |
. &#A]3
4 14 'Q
4K6

16
d#prQ98542

mmmm-m——
1 3 N g -10.00 +10.00
4 2 4' N ¥3 10 420 +3.30 -3.30
5 8 4¥ N &K 10 420 +3.30 -3.30
6 7 4% N #K 10 420 +3.30 -3.30



A Al08G
vAQ764
’._

* K984

A Q2

v K108

¢ AK753
& A106

You get to an ambitious 6% from the South Seat and are treated to the #4 lead. What is your
plan?

You have 5 heart tricks (provided they break), 1 spade, 2 diamonds and 2 clubs. Clearly you
need to make the 4Q to bring your total to 11 and then maybe a spade ruff in your hand will
bring it up to 12. | cannot see any better line. Therefore, duck the spade and let’s say East
wins the #K and returns a spade. We can play one round of hearts to dummy and ruff a spade
with the ¥10. Cash the ¥K and get back to dummy with the #K to draw the remaining trumps
and now claim. You might be nervous to try this line when West follows his opening lead with
the 43 that might suggest a doubleton but even if so, if he has a doubleton spade, if the ¥J is
with East you will still be ok.

Kevin Smith, who was the lone declarer in 6%, AA1086
got the #3 lead (1,3,5 leads) and at the critical :_A_Q 764
point decided to play the YK and then ¥YA. dKosa

When he tried to ruff the spade, East wasable &37543 IRSRTIN 4 ko
to ruff with the ¥J to bring the contract 1~ Y53 11 B Y?°2
) o 4Qo92 4110864

down. | think once West follows up the linein  #q37 d532

spades, the risk of an overruff is removed and

o o 4 deVan

it is better to only cash the YA. This will only 13 vﬁ :0 8 N 1210121011

cost if a defender has the singleton ¥J (or a ¢ > | #Aak7s53 |°119121012
16 &A106 E|1|1(1]1)1

very devious defender drops the J from
length). If that happens, declarer will have to
change tack and draw trumps and play for
some sort of squeeze. The simplest squeeze
would be to find one player guarding both
spades and clubs for your 12t trick.

wiljlj1j1]1

Board No 11 None Vul Dealer South

S &4 11
s dq 12
s ¥s5 11
s ¥3 10

4'
3NT
4v

480
460
420

~N N W

mmmm——
1
4
5
6

50 -10.70 +10.70
+4.70
+3.70
+2.30



&
'
L 4
&

NS EW Bid Byl Ld |Tks | +Sc|.-sc _+ | -

1
4

5
6

Preempts can be Double Edged Swords

#Q9652
Dir: East ¥YA9863
Vul: All +A6
& 10
J10 4 ORI +aks
105 10 Al YK7a
K31108732 3 +Q95
4 il %4175
o & o Vay
10 VQJ: NS8|1[8|7|1
5 17 *a s81871

E 111118

d#KQ98632 Wil s

Board No 10 Both Vul Dealer East

3 3NT E # 9 600 -3.00 +3.00
2 3NT E #K 10 630 -4.30 +4.30
g 5% w10 11 600 -3.00 +3.00
7 3% w10 10 130 +10.30 -10.30

3NT is probably the best game to get to
once partner opens 1NT(15-17) but it is not
intuitive to get there as unless partner has
3+ diamonds or the Ace the chances of
bringing in 7 diamond tricks is poor. 5¢
needs the YA onside and the spade finesse
to be right to land 11 tricks. | was therefore
surprised to see that 3 pairs got to game on
the hand. | suspect that a club preempt by
South over 1INT propelled all these pairs
into either 3NT or 5¢. Sometimes,
preempts work against you and gets
opponents to their optimal contract. In
3NT, South needs to find the ¥Q lead to
keep it to 8 tricks.

[ Match 14 ]

With 1 match to go, 1% (Carol and Kevin) and 2" (Michelle and Glen) were uncatchable and
the fight was for the all-important 3™ position. 4 pairs were in with a shot.

1.

It wi

Lorraine Weers and Imtiaz Kaprey had a 6 VP cushion but they were playing the strong

pair of Michelle Alexander and Glen Holman who were lying a comfortable second.

. Erica Zimet and Paul Reynolds were playing Rona Holmes and Stephen McBride who
were not doing well but were capable of beating any pair.

. Rose Duff and Andre van Niekerk were playing Carol Stanton and Kevin Smith who had

lead the pack from the start.

chance as they were 13 VPs below third
position and were playing Di Rosslee
and Greg Hingle who were struggling.

Il be an exciting finish....

Maureen Narunksy and Michael Alexander clearly needed a very big win to have any

4 Lorraine Weers & Imtiaz Kaprey 130.09
7 Erica Zimet & Paul Reynolds 124.77
2 Rose Duff & Andre van Niekerk 124.70
5 Maureen Narunsky & Michael Alexander 116.91




A AK10982
v AKS

¢ A4

s KJ

Surprisingly, your right-hand opponent opens 14¢. What do you bid with this hand when you
are vulnerable versus not.

There is no science when you need so little to make game. 3 small spades may be enough.
Even a singleton spade and the YQ will give good play for 44. You should probably start with
a Double but when partner bids 2%, you need to take a view and probably bid 44. This would
have been the winning action on this hand when partner turns up with this useful

Yarborough:
A 643

vOo07642
¢ 6
& 8542

11 tricks were easy.

It looks like 2 pairs only invited game, which may work out ok occasionally. The West hand
with a singleton diamond and 3 trumps should have accepted the invite.

& Q
Dir:North | ¥ Q10 3
d&A1073

AG4a3 AAK10982
Vo7642 5 VAKS
46 +A4
d8542 STl %k
f ' ™
*
#1765 & AN
14 vig n(1[8[1]1]1
0 22 s181 11
- $107532
$096 E|7[1]10/10[1
w7/110101
« J

Board No 5 N/S Vul Dealer North

NS |EW Bid By Ld | Tks +Sc|-Sc |+ | -

1 2 3% E &9 11 200 +4.00 -4.00
3 4 44 E 42 12 480 -5.00 +5.00
5 6 4% E 43 11 450 -4.00 +4.00
7 8 3% E V3 10 170 +5.00 -5.00



&10983
Dir:South | 109754
Vvul: All 4+53

& 102

AKQJ BCRTN 72
¥Qe62 7 VAK)]
¢A34 +KQs
ds8654 dAKQI9
&AGE 4 doVan
0 ¥s3 NI1lj1j1j1]1
2 14109762 |> 21111
4 &3 E 1210101012
w1210101012

Board No 7 Both Vul Dealer South

NS Ew Bid By Ld |Tks +sc| sc |+ | -
1
3
5
7

74 W &10 12 100 +11.30 -11.30
6NT W ¥10 12 1440 -11.30 +11.30
7NT W ¥10 12 100 +11.30 -11.30
6NT W #10 12 1440 -11.30 +11.30

W o N

This hand produced the biggest swings of the match. It was unlucky for E/W to have a
combined 36 count to find they were missing an Ace but this is one of the reasons why you
need 37 points for a Grand Slam when both hands are balanced. This is particularly true when
one hand is 4333 shape and if East shows 23-24 balanced hand, West should probably settle
for 6NT only. Playing an outdated convention, Gerber (4C Ace asking), would have helped to
identify the problem that our side may be missing 1 Ace. You might believe that East should
invite the grand slam by bidding S5NT. After 50 years of playing bridge, | recently learnt that it
just does not pay to invite 7NT. It doesn’t depend on whether you have 36 or 37 points. It
does matter whether you are missing an Ace or a King which will make the grand slam against

the odds. If you are missing a Queen and a couple of Jacks, it is likely that the grand slam will
roll home.

Lorraine and Imtiaz did well to stop in 6NT and were rewarded with a big 11.3 IMPs.



Combine your Chances!

A AJ103
v 64

¢ KQIJS
* AJO

AQ76
v AK

¢ 1073
2 K5432

You get to 3NT by North and East leads a low heart. What is your plan?

If you knock out the ¢A you will have 8 tricks and you need 1 more. You can combine your
chances in clubs and spades by cashing the #A and #K. If the #Q comes down you are home.
If not, you can take the spade finesse. None of 3 trialists who got to 3NT spotted this extra
chance. The full hand was:

#AJ103
DIr: West Vo664
Vul: N/S ¢KQJs8

dado

49854 SINGEE A« 2
¥Qis7z E 12 V109532
465 s +A942
1076 IEeiTL ®qs
ff * ' .
AQ76 *VanN
16 YAK N11101 1011
3 9 S$11101 1011
- ¢1073
dK5432 El11117/1.1
wilj1l|7|1|1
- J

NS Ew| Bid |By| Ld Tks|+Sc|-Sc  + | -
1 2 44 N W10 11 650 +13.00 -13.00
3 4 3NT N %10 7 200 -5.30 +5.30
5 6 3NT N¥3 7 200 -5.30 +5.30
7 8 3NT N ¥2 8 100 -2.30 +2.30



Most of the other swings in this set were small exchanges of IMPs all resulting from small
differences in results at each of the tables.

Lorraine and Imtiaz played good solid bridge in the last round, winning their match
comfortably to easily qualify for the important 3™ position. The other 3 close contenders all
lost their last matches.

The final results were:

_ Total
# Pair
VPs
1 Carol Stanton & Kevin Smith 195.67
3 Michele Alexander & Glen Holman 172.63
4 Lorraine Weers & Imtiaz Kaprey 146.01
7 Erica Zimet & Paul Reynolds 128.85
2 Rose Duff & Andre van Niekerk 124.70
5 Maureen Narunsky & Michael Alexander 124.11
6 DiRosslee & Greg Hingle 121.57
8 Rona Holmes & Stephen McBride 102.38

All the results and the contracts on every board can be found here:

https://sabf.co.za/mixed-seniors-trials-2026/



https://sabf.co.za/mixed-seniors-trials-2026/

LS

"

Imtiaz Kaprey v Lorraine Weers v Carol Stanton v Kevin Smith v Michele Alexander v Glen Holman

Congratulation to Carol Stanton & Kevin Smith (winning with more than 1 match in hand),
Michelle Alexander & Glen Holman and Lorraine Weers & Imtiaz Kaprey who will be
representing South Africa in the upcoming African Zonal Championships in September. Good
luck to all of them and we hope that they will qualify for the World Championships in 2027.

Thank you to Robert Stephens who worked hard in the background to ensure that the
tournament ran smoothly. He also meticulously and professionally edited these bulletins to
produce a professional product. He did this time-consuming task voluntarily.

Thank you to Neil Hayward who efficiently ran this tournament and ensured that the
competition was fair and enjoyable.

Thank you to Grant Ewels who ably handled the scoring and IT issues and general organization
of this tournament.

Thanks to all the participants who made this a successful event.

- Bernard Donde

SABF President



