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PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE 

THE GOOD NEWS 

MUSINGS 
FROM THE 
PRESIDENT 
by Doug Heron 

With "Bridge Canada" on the masthead of our 
official publication for the first time in 
September 1998, the CBF has hopefully taken 
another small step towards achieving the 
somewhat ambitious goal of a united bridge 
community from coast to coast. 

This summer in Montreal a vision became a 
reality when the first Bridge Week brought 
together an expanded field of 28 Canadian 
National Open Teams (CNTC), 16 Canadian 
Women's National Teams (CWTC), and 40 tables 
in the Canadian Open Pairs Championship 
(COPC). 

The playing conditions were excellent, and 
screens were used throughout. Somewhat sur
prising' at least to me, were the results of a sur
vey taken in the late stages ofthe tournament. 
The complete survey results will be published, 
bur in general there was much stronger support 
than I would have guessed for all events being 
held together under one roof in the spring or 
summer. 

Naturally everything did not go perfectly; we 
have left room for improvement. For instance 
the non-smoking policy could have been 
stronger. Some of the women mentioned that 
they did not have a dinner together as they 
had in the past. That could certainly be 
arranged. Bridge Appeal Committee arrange
ments were similar to those at all other CNTC 
and CWTC events (and North American Bridge 
Championships), but perhaps it is time to 
introduce a more structured and written policy 

Canada will host a World Championship in 
Montreal in the year 2002. George Retek has 
been instrumental in putting together the bid 
for this championship. The organization has 
already begun with Tibor Bertalan of Montreal 
attending the Lille championships, making 
copious notes in his role as Organizer of the 
Montreal event. 

The CBF is in better financial shape now than it 
has been for years. This is partially due to 
money raised for the Junior players in special 
games; partly due to the increase in CBF fees 
that took place two years ago; and partly due 
to the introduction of Bridge Week. With the 
larger number of teams competing, more sub
sidy money was raised for the Intemational 
Fund. 

BAD NEWS· OUR CURRENCY 
The bad news is that the value of our currency 
is being eroded, and eroded, and then erod
ed some more, probably as you read this ... 
This does not mean a lot to the stay-at -homer, 
but to attend a Nationals, or to playa Regional 
over the border, or to attend a World 
Championship the costs become almost 
unbearable. 

Canada will host a North American Champion
ship this coming spring in Vancouver. 
Unfortunately, although the event will be held 
in Canada, the entry fees are almost certain to 
be pegged to the US dollar. Negotiations con
tinue in this regard. But there is not much hope 
for Canadians to get any relief. 

At times of economic crisis, old and new ideas 
are floated. You can be certain that the issue of a 
free standing Canadian bridge Federation will be 
resurrected for discussion at the Board of 
Director's annual meeting in Ottawa in May. 
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CBF BOARD OF DIRECTORS NEWS ITEMS 

(!}(ighfights yom the 
NOVEMBER CBF BOARD OF 

DIRECTORS CONFERENCE CALL 

BRIDGE WEEK - Bridge Week 1998 in Laval was 
deemed a great success and was received 
favourably by the rnajority of players. At the 
CBF Board of Directors meeting in May a more 
comprehensive look will be given to the CBF 
policy on smoking, tournaments directors and 
appeal procedures. The Board extended a big 
vote of thanks to the organizers of the 1998 
Bridge Week: Doug Fraser, Tibor Bertalan, Jean 
Guy Daoust, Nicole Brisbois, Doreen Primeau 
and Kevin Paul Gregoire. A special thank you 
was issued to George Retek who acted as an 
advisor to the organizing committee, was 
instrumental in helping get the playing space 
and provided CBF liaison for the event. 

Steve Cooper and Karen Cooper are hard at 
work making arrangements and plans for the 
next Bridge Week in Toronto, July 11 -17,1999 
at the Yorkdale Holiday Inn. 50 screens were 
purchased for use at Bridge Week 

les Distributions 

Nicole Brisebois 
Kevin Gregoire 

Tel (450) 466-2983 

Telephone de Banlieues 
(450) 767-9722 

Fox: (450) 466-4914 
Email : gregoirekp@videotron.ca 

Options for Bridge Week 2000 were discussed. 
The board is currently considering a location in 
Halifax but plans will not be finalized for a 
while yet. 

CANADIAN JUJNIOR PROGRAM - The 1999 
Canadian Junior Team and co-MPCs have been 
ratified. See page 18. 

FUNDRAISING - A Canada-Wide STaC and a 
Calcutta connected with Bridge Week were 
both discussed. These matters are being 
researched and will be discussed in more detail 
at meetings in May. 

MISCELLANEOUS - The CBF AGM was suc
cessfu��y held in Montreal. Motions raised at the 
meeting were revievved. See our website for 
complete minutes. 
Doug Heron is working on the arrangements 
with Mexico for the bi-country trials. 
The CBF Board appointed Nick Gartaganis of 
Calgary to fill the Zone V Director position 
(Thank you to departing Zone V rep. Jerry 
Mamer) 

Fournitures completes 
de bridge 

~ Planchettes· Cartes 

¥ Livres en fran~ais et en anglais 

• Cartes de conventions 

~ AutoBridge 

~ Jeux electroniques 

Plusieurs autres articles ... 

For all your bridge needs 

~ Boards· Cards 

¥ Books in English and in French 

• Convention cards 

~ AutoBridge 

~ Computerized games 

And many other items ... 
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PEOPLE & NEWS 

~lian£!Jou 
BERNARD MARCOUX 

The CBF would like to thank Bernard 
Marcoux for all the work he does in help

ing serve our French membership through 
INTiting and translations Bernard contributes 
regularly to bridge Canada as both French 
Editor and journalist. He also translates the 
Conditions of Contest for the CNT( and COPC 
every year and is always available to do any 
other translations that come up. Further, 
Bemard receives and responds to any for
warding of French ernail. Without Bernard's 
untiring work the CBF would be unable to 
provide so much material for our French 
speaking membership Thankyou8emard
we reallyappreciate your continued support 
andhe/p. 

NEW CBF ARCHIVIST 

Madelaine Contrad is the new CBF 
Archivist. Madelaine has a BA 

(Distinction) in History, worked as a Research 
Assistant on a bok which was published in 
January 1998, and has worked in the Nova 
Scotia Public Archives doing research for an 
organizational history as an Honour's Thesis. 
She is a certified bridge instructor, Bridge 
America Director and Instructor, ACBL certi
fied director, and has worked in bridge 
administration as a director on the unit level as 
well as the club level. She also co-chaired 
the 1998 CanAt held in July. Madelaine and 
her husband lived in Oshawa, Ontario for 
eleven years retuming to Nova Scotia in 1980. 
She writes that bridge and bridge friends have 
been a constant in their lives, wherever they 
were. 

1998 MARLBORO CHINA CUP 
October 11-17,1998 BeUing China - Four 
Canadians participated in the October 
Marlboro China Cup International 
Championshi ps. All of them were members 
of the Canadian team that finished second in 
the 1995 Bermuda Bowl in China. A total of 
$80,000 in prizes was distributed to competi
tors in the Open Teams and Open Pairs. 
Canadians snagged a good portion of that 
money placing 3rd in the teams and 2nd in the 
Open Pairs. Fred Gitelman and George 
Mittelman had a huge lead going into the final 
of the Pairs - almost 700 points ahead of the 
Chinese pair that stole the event in final 
session Still, George and Fred won another 
$2000 for their troubles! A good showing for 
Canada. 

OPEN TEAMS 
EUROPE 98 $18,000 
Wor1d Stars 95 $ 7,000 
North America' 84 $5,000 
China 82 $3,000 

*(Peter Nagy and Ene Kokish, Kit Woolsey and Fred 
Stevvart, fred Gitelman and George Mittelman) 

WOMENS TEAMS 
CHINA 112 
Europe 100 
North America 81 
Wor1d Stars 65 

OPEN PAIRS 
Zhong Fu - Chuancheng Ju, China 
Fred Gitelman - George Mittelman 
Jihong Hu - Baogiang Zhu, China 
Jason Hackett - Geir Helgemo 
)(jaojing Wang- Weimin Wang 
Ming Sun - Hongli Wang 
Jiahong Zhou - Qingliang Li, China 
Justin Hackett - Wayne Chu 
Bep Vriend - Marijke Van Der Pas 
Wenfei Wang - Yu Zhang, China 
11 -12 $600 13-16 $500 

$13,000 
$ 6,000 
$4,000 
$2,000 

1914.29 
157136 
111443 
1050.36 
954.00 
840.57 
776.71 
750.93 
577.57 
514.43 

$4000 
$2000 
$1500 
$1000 

$900 
$800 
$700 
$700 
$600 
$600 

THE CANADIAN BRIDGE FEDERATION WEB SITE • wwv.r.cbf.ca 
The latest dates, news, and announcements. Tune in for Bridge Week details! 
NOW ONLINE: MINUTES OF ANNUAL GENERAL MEMBERSHIP MEETING 
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MASTERPOINT RACES. STANDINGS NOVEMBER 9, 1998 

RICHMOND TROPHY 
1. Ken Gee, Regina SK 1120 
2. Richard Anderson, Regina SK 1018 
3. Martin Caley, Montreal PO 608 
4. David Halasi, Toronto ON 518 
5. Robert McPhee, Belleville ON 516 
6. Gavin Wolpert, Thomhill ON 482 
7. Hans Jacobs, Aurora ON 450 
8. Jonathan Steinberg, Toronto ON 446 
9. Jeff Smith, Gloucester On 435 
10. Duncan Smith, Victoria BC 389 
11. Ken Warren, Delaware On 387 
12. Debbie Bennett, Scarborough ON 386 
13. Michael Yuen, Winnipeg MB 384 
14. Pierre Beauregard, St. Lazare PO 383 YOUTH - Canadian Standings, ACBL in 0 
15. Cameron Doner, Richmond BC 379 1. (2) David Halasi, Toronto ON 518 
16. Patrice Roy, Sherbrooke PO 375 
17. Helene Beaulieu, Sherbrooke PO 372 2. (3) Gavin Wolpert, Thomhill ON 482 

18. Francesca Walton, Calgary AB 367 3. (9) Erin Anderson, Regina SK 241 

19. Thomas Gandolfo, Edmonton AB 367 4. (10) Charles Halasi, Toronto ON 231 

20. R. F. Smith, Don Mills ON 363 5. (11) Vincent Demuy, Laval PO 212 
21. Gordon McOrmond, Delta BC 361 6. (12) David Sabourin, Dunrobin ON 189 
22. Paul Graham, Calgary AB 354 7. (13) David Grainger, Etobicoke ON 186 
23. Gerry McCully, New West BC 351 8. (14) Josh Heller, Toronto ON 183 
24. Claude Laberge, Longueuil PO 349 9. (19) Ian Boyd, Calgary AB 119 
25. Nicolle Beauregard, St. Lazare PO 341 10. (23) Matthew Mason, Kingston ON 75 
26. Bryan Maksymetz, Coquitlam BC 336 11. (25) Brian hardy, Ottawa ON 61 
27. John McAdam, Ottawa ON 333 12. (26) Andrew Haydon, Kingston ON 59 
28. Boris Baran, Montreal PO 332 13. (27) Susan Harbour, Scarborough ON 58 
29. Stephen Willard, Edmonton AB 331 14 (31) Daniel Lavee, Thomhill ON 50 30. Michael Efraim, Montreal PO 327 
31. Aidan Ballantyne, Vancouver BC 323 15. (39) Mark Donovan, Kingston ON 35 

32. Anna Boivin, Chomedy Laval PO 319 16 (43) James McCahill, Samia ON 33 

33. Heather Peckett, Nepean ON 319 17. (50) Stanley Everingham, Gilford ON 25 

34. Piotr Klimowicz, Edmonto AB 315 
35. Mark Liberman, Don Mills ON 314 JUNIORS - Canadian Standings, ACBL in 0 
36. Darren Wolpert, Thomhill ON 312 1. (2) David Halasi, Toronto ON 518 
37. Don Brock, Brampton ON 304 2. (3) Gavin Wolpert, Thomhill ON 482 
38. Rene Pelletier, Quebec PO 303 3. (5) Jeff Smith, Gloucester ON 435 
39. Henry Caspar, Toronto ON 287 4. (11) Darren Wolpert, Thomhill ON 312 
40. Nicholas Gartaganis, Calgary AB 293 5. (14) Danny Miles, Waterloo ON 276 
41. Barry Pritchard, Edmonton AB 292 6. (16) Mike Nadler, North York ON 272 
42. Allan Graves, Vancouver BC 292 7. (22) Erin Anderson, Regina SK 241 
43. Fred Gitelman, Toronto ON 289 8. (23) Charles Halasi, Toronto On 231 44. Joan Priebe, Mississauga ON 287 
45. James Priebe, Mississauga ON 287 9. (27) Vincent Demuy, Laval PQ 212 

46. Alice Anderson, London ON 284 10. (28) Craig Barkhouse, Barrie ON 209 

47. David Baker, Kitchener ON 283 11. (32) David Sabourin, Dunrobin ON 189 

48. Gerry Marshall, Calgary AB 280 12. (33) David Grainger, Etobicoke ON 186 
49. Danny Miles, Waterloo ON 276 13. (34) Josh Heller, Toronto ON 183 
50. Dan Jacob, Bumaby BC 274 14. (37) Bradley Bart, Vancouver PC 179 
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1998 WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS· LILLE, FRANCE· AUG 21 - SEPT 4, 1998 

THE WORLD 
CIIAMPIONSIDPS 
by Duncan Phillips 

The World Bridge Championships were a 
big success for most, In one way or anoth

er. The Rosenblum Cup was won by a solid 
Italian Team that has showed well in the last 
year or so. They crunched the good Brazilian 
Team in the finals. The McConnell Cup was won 
by the Austrian women with a convincing win 
over the strong German Team. 

Canadian representation was sparse, to be 
expected, because of distance and cost, com
pared to France which filled out the event. 

My wife, Joy, and I played the Senior Team 
with Montrealers Peter Schwartz and Jon 
Robinson. Jon and I were intercollegiate com
battants almost 50 years ago. It was a good for
mat - 40 teams played Swiss Imps for 6 ses
sions. The top four teams played Knockout to 
determine the winner while the remainder con
tinued for 2 more sessions in a consolation. 

The winning team, much the same as the 1994 
Albuquerque winners, included Nissan Rand, 
a delightful goodwill ambassador from Israel. 
Much of his win in the final came from playing 
this trump combination: 

KJ4 
0107 A3 

98652 

Before LHO was awake to the existence of the 
trump, Rand spun the 9 through him and 
ducked in the dummy to RHO's Ace - one 
trump loser only! 

Mono: ALWAYS STAY AWAKE 

Damp, rainy, cool weather contributed to bad 
coldslbronchitis and so we did not play the 
Senior Pairs as planned. Instead we took 2 days 
off and played in the 4 session Imp Pairs. Our 

result was respectable, but not spectacular -
25th out of 150 pairs. 

West had a bidding problem on this hand 
which pinpoints a modem change relating to 
doubles in competition. 

~AJxx 

• xxx 
+ A098xx 
+-

N 
2+ 

E 
3+ 

~K09xx 

.Txx 
+x 
+Axxx 

~x 

.AKQJxxx 
+Kxx 
+xx 

S 
4. 

~ Txx .-
+JTx 
+ KQJT98x 

W 
? 

West gave up so I coasted to an easy 5 after the 
+Awasled. 

I convened a shadow panel to consider what 
E-W should do. A double by west was the 
consensus CNB-not showing trumps) 5+ by 
eas~ a "piggy" 5. by south, now what? Pass by 
west might be construed as forcing and show
ing no trump trick. If east bids 6+ - south better 
get a spade going. If south gets to play 5. - the 
opening lead is critical. West should start a 
trump and duck the spade lead - if he is 
COUNTING TRICKS. Throughout the week I 
noted several examples of getting to 'busy 
against game contracts. The BOLS prize win
ning dictum of Garozzo stands - "defend 
games quietly!" 

The victory point scale warrants comparison to 
North America where we use the 20 or 30 VP 
scale in Swiss Teams. The WBF as well as 
Europe generally use a 30 point scale, much 
different than our scale. The Victory Points are 
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Duncan Phillips Continued 

divided according to a scale trat varies based on 
the number of rands played in a match. For 
instance, in a 10 board match the VP's are divided 
15-15 for a tie or a win by one; a 16 imp win 
awards 20-10; a 34 imp win awards 25-5; there
after, the winner gets only 25 while the loser 
receives a diminishing amount as salvage. There is a 
loudly expressed feeling trat the WBF scale should 
be used in Canada, at least in such events of Team 
Trials. The flaws are: 

1) it fails to reward winning even though trat is 
what life in the 90's is all about. In soccer, for exam
ple, they award 3 points for a win and a 1-1 split 
for a tie. 

2) the scale makes it nearly impossible to catch 
up after a slow start. 

One thing is clear - the 80 VP scale used in the 
CNT( until this year caters too much to good teams 
drowning the less experienced ones and fails to 
acknowledge and reward stable results throughout 
the event. Perraps something closer to the North 
American 30 VP scale should be considered for 
CNT( and perraps also the WBF - should we dare 
to suggest? 

A Lille report must compliment the great French 
food, ambiance, atmosphere and sociability. On 
the down side, the 'ballsups' can scarcely be over
states, including: 

1) a change of times and number of sessions in 
the Imp Pairs (and publication thereof) tratwould 
have caused us to miss the start and hence entry 
opportunity were it not for blind luck! 

2) a late session in the Open Pairs Finals was 
marred by movement mismanagement resulting in 
several rounds being average plus for several pairs 
and 

3) the grand coupe finale - in the Open Pairs 
final session when the hand record became public 
in round 2. Fortunately the inevitable security prob
lem was blocked thanks to the honesty of a 
Canadian. 

The problem may be that we rave come to expect 
too much! All the same we should rejoice in being 
here in Canada and appreciate the good. 

LILLE WORLD CHAMPIONSIllPS 1998 

"e~~ 
By Doug Heron 

DAY 1. Excitement building ... offto the air
port (flyi ng Ai r Canada---stri ke 
looming---not so sure this is a good 
idea) ... smooth flight Ottawa to Montreal, 
then to Paris ... arrive 8:00 AM local time. 
Flying alone ... My Mixed Pairs partner June 
Pocock already in Lille ... My Team and Pairs 
partner Dave Kent arriving later ... smooth 
arrival, no baggage lost, and a free shuttle 
to the BULLET train station ... It helps to 
speak passable French ... Air France had 
promised to provide free transport to Lille via 
the bullet train for anyone flying with 
them ... unfortunately they rad backed out 
of the deal after it was advertised. .. cost 
to travel the 45 minutes to Lille (retum) 
almost $200 Canadian. It was almost worth 
the price ... very smooth ... very fast ... sort 
of like flying at ground level (up to 200km 
per hour). I talk with Bart Bramley on the 
train ... he is taking part in the Par Contest, 
played on a computer, with devilishly diffi
cult hands, scored as a function of time 
taken and errors made ... it wi II take place 
over two days (four sessions). He tells me 
he is worried about embarrassing himself. 
The train arrives and I grab a taxi to the 
hotel, 40 Francs plus tip ( about $10 Cdn) 
and later find out I could rave walked in 5 
minutes ... oh well. 

Into the hotel, no problems with the reser
vation. Into the room ... oops ... more like a 
closet. 2 narrow beds with about 12 inches 
between them. No air conditioning. No 
cupboards ... ara! There is room under the 
bed for belongings ... reminds me of 
boarding school. .. however, clean, and rel
atively cheap ... cost $35 Cdn per night, 
includes a full breakfast of croissants, ram, 
eggs, coffee, juice etc. Into bed. .. few hours 
hours sleep ... good as new. 



DAY 2 and 3: Exploring Lille .... the fourth 
largest city in France, northeast of Paris near the 
Belgian border. It is a delightful place that 
reminds me a lot of Quebec City with its Old 
City, cobblestone streets, friendly cafes, and a 
myriad of great restaurants to suit every pocket
book. 

The city gates were fortified in the 17th Century, 
and have been transformed into restaurants. 
Strolling the streets is completely safe, even 
late at night. 

I have met up with June, who is the Team 
Captain of the Canadian Women's Team in Lille. 
We are to play our first session of the Mixed 
Pairs Friday evening ... all goes well, and we are 
lying about 25th in a field of 600 pairs. Sadly, 
the next 2 sessions are slightly below average, 
and we barely miss the cut to the final day. 
Darren Wolpert, playing with his mother in the 
Mixed Paris, makes the cut in spite of slipping 
and falling in the shower on his first day and 
fracturing his arm. He plays the rest of the event 
with a sling and a card holder on the table. 
None of the Canadian players do particularly 
well in the Mixed. 

ROSENBLUM TEAMS 
Canada has only three teams playing in the pre
mier event, the open KO teams. 

Team Canada 1, the winners of last year's CNT( 
competition, consists of Mike Hargreaves, 
Gordon McOrmond, Allan Graves, Joey Silver, 
with Fred Gitelman and George Mittelman 
added. Bryan Maksyrnetz stayed in Canada. 

Team Canada 2, Michael Roche, David Tumer, 
Darren Wolpert and Jurek Czyzowicz. 

Team Canada 3, our team, George Retek, Brian 
Fraser, Doug Heron, Dave Kent, Leo Weniger, 
and Alan Schwartz. 

WOMEN'S TEAMS 
Canada's only Women's Team, winner of last 
year's CWTC, is June Pocock, Gloria Silverman 
(replaced Marylou Bert, declared non-eligible), 
Kathy Adachi, Leslie Gold, with augmentees 
Linda Wynston, and Maureen Culp-Brandl. 

In the KO, the first 3 days will be a complete 
round robin within a group of 15 or 16 teams, 
with only the top four teams from each group 
advancing (ed note: there were 16 of these 
groups in the Open, 4 in the Womens). In the 
women's event, there are fewer entries, so that 
after a complete round robin in the group of 
sixteen, eight teams will advance to the KO 
stage. 

We draw Chagas' team first match, play well, 
and lose heavily. We win the next four matches, 
and are lying in 5th place at the end of the day. 
A good start. Unfortunately, it is a tough road 
from there, and we slip deeper and deeper 
into the mud. .. we have virtually no chance to 
qualify after the first 2 matches on the third 
day. 

Michael Roche's team does very well and is lying 
in third spot for most of the three days of play. 
Sadly, in the very last match, they lose by a blitz 
and just barely miss qualifying. What a 
disappointment! 

Canada 1 are comfortable qualifiers for the KO 
stage. 

June Pocock's team does well, and with one 
round to go, is in the last qualifying spot 20 vic
tory points ahead ofthe team they will play in 
the last match. Thus they have a virtual lock on 
qualifying for the KO stage. Disaster befalls on 
several hands and suddenly they are worried. 
After the comparison, they have qualified by 3 
victory points! Yes!! 

But wait... there is a scoring error. After the 
correction, the score is 5 victory points to 25. 
After checking and rechecking, they are tied for 
the last qualifying spot. Frantic searching for the 
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conditions of contest... the first tie-break for
mula is the head-to-head rnatch, so Pocock's 
team is OUT. The entire team is in shock. 

Hargreaves will play Bart Bramley in the first 
round of the KO playoffs. Bramley has been 
playing in great form. Bramley himself finished 
second in the par contest. The match is not 
close and Canada's last hope in the Open 
Teams is gone. 

OPEN PAIRS 
The final championship event is the Open Pairs, 
a gruelling event held over seven days, with two 
sessions per day. The first two days of play 
eli minates most of our hopes but Darren 
Wolpert and Jurek Czyzowicz are playing very 
strongly. Allan Graves has switched partners and 
is playing in this event with George Mittelman, 
while Joey Silver and Fred Gitelman play 
together. Dave Kent and I never get off the 
ground. Michael Roche and David T umer falter. 
At the end of the semi-finals (the fourth day) 
only Darren and Jurek qualify. However, they 
have had eight huge sessions and are in third 
p/aceoverall. This should be a terrific carryover. 
Allan Graves and George Mittelman fail to qualify 
but just barely. WAIT! A pair drops out, and 
Graves and Mittelman are back in the event. 
More good news for George and Allan. There is 
no cal7)Overand all finalists will start from 
ground zero. 

George and Allan are elated. Darren and Jurek 
are, as expected, disappointed. In the final, 
George and Allan play great, and end up 7th 
OVERALL. Darren and Jurek, perhaps affected 
by losing all their carryover, do not regain their 
form but still finish a credible 35th or so. 
Not so shabby with over 1000 people starting 
the event and playing a total of 13 sessions. 

Here is a question for you. It is the moming of 
the last session of the Open Pairs which is just 
about to start. You look down, see a piece of 
paper on the floor, and pick it up. It is the hand 
record for the entire final session of the Open 
Pairs! This actually happened to Leo Weniger, a 

member of the CBF Board of Directors from 
Hal ifax. Do you: 1) auction it off to the highest 
bidder? 2) tum it in to an official? Fortunately 
the session was just starting, there were no 
bidders, and Leo tumed it in to George Retek, 
the WBF rep on site. After George recovered 
from his near-stroke, he managed to voice his 
displeasure to the organizers. 

THE ORGANIZATION 
The Negatives 

1. Smoking allowed at the tables at all times 
unless you requested no smoking on your side 
of the screen (in which case there would still 
be smoking on the other side of the screen) and 
the entire huge hall hung heavywith smoke at all 
times. It seems every European is a smoker! 

2. Courtesy and ability seemed far below the 
level expected of the directing staff. For exam
ple, in both the semi-final and final of the Open 
Pairs (the major event) the movement was 
botched, with pairs sitting out, playing each 
other twice, playing the same boards twice 
but E/W instead of N/S the second time, etc. 

3. The incident with security described 
above. 

4. The ti me taken to report the scores. Can 
you believe that travelling score slips are still 
used? If twelve rounds are to be played (the 
usual number at the worlds) then the carbon 
copy is tom off with five rounds to go, and the 
scores begin to be entered at that stage. The 
results are never available until at /eastone and a 
half hours after the session is over. It is virtually 
impossible to check your match points as no 
section results are given. A percentage is the 
only score you see. Frequency charts are 
available, but once again, practically speaking, 
there is no si mple way to check your score. 

The PoSitives 
1. The playing conditions would have been 

great if smoking were prohibited. I have been 
assured that Lille is the last smoking tournament 
for the WBF. Screens were used throughout 
from the very first board, and they were very 
high quality. 
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2. The hours were terrific. Game time was 
usually 10 am or 11 am, with a 45 minute break, 
and then another session ending at about 7:30 
pm or so. This meant the playing time was a bit 
of a marathon but the evenings were free. 

3. The Press room was open to the public 
for the first time. Computers were available to 
everyone with a wide band of email access. It 
was easy for anyone wishing to communicate 
home. Simply log onto the screen, set up a 
hotmail account free of charge, and free com
munication, with password protection, was 
available to all. 

4. The playing site was an architecture mar
vel. Very unusual, with half storeys, and enough 
space for anything ... from 10,000 people in 
one room down to small meeting rooms. 

5. A final Victory Banquet after the prize giv
ing was free and was accompanied by an 
extravaganza show pattemed after the Follies 
Bergeres in Paris. At our Canadian table, I was 
seated beside Joyce and Duncan Phillips of 
Toronto ( Duncan won the prize for the high 
score in the continuous pairs). After a particu
larly vigorous and noisy dance number by an 
assorted bevy of beauties, Joyce leaned over 
and asked if I thought they would strip. I 
thought no, not at an event like this. We needn't 
have wondered. They did not strip - they came 
out topless for the next number. 

6. Some highlights for me personally: As the 
President of the Host Nation for the next 
Rosenblum Teams, I was "obligated" to attend 
five black tie dinners. They certainly know how 
to put on a wonderful meal. The events includ
ed an evening for the World Champions, an 
International Bridge Press Association dinner, 
and an evening with the Volunteers and the 
Organizers of the current event. 

7. For the finale of the Victory Banquet, 
George Retek (ACBL District 1 Director and WBF 
Vice-President), Tibor Bertalan (Organizer of 
the 2002 World Championships in Montreal) 
and I were called up to the stage for a flag
passing ceremony. We accepted the Canadian 
Flag, and said a few words welcoming players 
to Montreal in 2002. 

THE ENDING 
The trip back was definitely NOT like the trip 
over to Lille. First I misread my train ticket and 
showed up an hour late. I had to change my 
reservation which cost an extra 80 francs. That 
did not upset me too much. After all it was my 
fault. What rea/h-'upset me was that no one 
showed up on the train to collect my ticket ... 

The Airport in Paris was a zoo. With Air Canada 
on strike, line-ups were endless. When I finally 
got fixed up, I found I was only on stand-by for 
Air France. I stayed an extra night at the Airport 
Hotel and waited for the next day from 10 am to 5 
pm with my bags before I was finally told I 
would be on the plane home. Not to mention 
another wait in Montreal for a three hour delay. 

Would I do it all again? I can't wait! 

I~ 1999 SPRING NABC 
~A.A.)(' VANCOUVER Be 

Mt\RCH 18-28, 1999 
BRIDGE UNDER THE SAilS 

Visit our vvebsite for schedules, accommodations 
and other up-to-date information. 

www.cbf.ca/NABC99 

Full Page 
Half Page 

$400 

$200 

NOW YOU 
CAN 

ADVERnsE 
IN CANADA'S 

MAGAZINEI 

Quarter Page $110 
Business Card $80 

CANADIAN FUNDS -10% DISCOUNT FOR FULL YEAR 
Ma?ey due in Advance of Publication 

Fax, Email, PDF or Snail-mail aftlNork to 
Jude Goodwin-Hanson, Editor (see p.32) 
Price includes simple layout or typesetting. 
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LES CHAMPIONNATS DU MONDE 

LES CHAMPIONNATS DU MONDE, 
UN CHAMPION DU MONDE ET UN BEAU 
CHELEM 
par Bernard Marcoux, Montreal 

Montreal tiendra les Championnats du monde 
2002, et nous poLNons tirer plusierus lec;ons 
de Championnats du Monde de cette annee, 
a Lille, principalement au sujet de ce qu'il ne 
faut pas faire. 

Premierement, la fumee, evidemment. Meme 
si les fumeurs devaient s'abstenir de fumer 
lorsqu'on leur demandait, les fumeurs autour 
continuaient et, au bout de 3 jours, vous 
commencez a en avoir assez de voir tous ces 
megots partout, d'entendre tous ces 
toussotements d'emphyseme en puissance, de 
rencontrer tous ces fumeurs fameliques, au 
visage grisatre, veritables mourants ambulants. 

Et quand vous sortez de la salle de jeu pour 
aller manger une bouchee (Ia session suivante 
commence 1 heure apres la fin de la premiere), 
et qu'il pleut, vous vous retrOLNez prisonnier 
dan cett autre salle, voisine de la salle de jeu, 
ou maintenant les fumeurs ont tous les drouts 
(et ils fument done non-stop, com me on dit en 
France), ou il n'ya pas de tables ni de chaises 
en nombre suffisant pour tous les joueurs 
presents, ou vous devez vous mettre en ligne 
pendant 30 minutes pour obtenir une 
sandwich que vous irez manger assis dans 
I'escalier, faute de sieges. 

Vraiment mal organise. 
Vous terminez la session etvous voudriez bien 
voir votre score? Oubliez tout c;a; malgre tous 
ces beaux discours du debut des 
Championnats sur I'utilisation des demieres 
technologies pour Lille, vous n'obtiendrez vos 
scores que Ie lendemain matin. En effet, on 
inscrit encore les resultats dans ces petits 
camets d'ou, vers les deux tiers de la session, 
on detache une petite feuille bleue contenant 
les scores jusque-Ia. Pas de petits cartons 
comme ici, pas de caddie (personnage 

inconnu en Eurpoe, du moins en France) qui 
recueillerait les cartons apres chaque ronde, ce 
qui vous permettrait de voir au moins ou vous 
en etes avant la demiere ronde. Doug Heron, 
qui avait une bonne premiere session dans les 
paires mixtes, a attendu les resultats pendant 
une heure apres la fin de la session: rien, rien 
de rien. II a obtenu les resultats Ie lendermain 
matin. Demieres technologies, qu'ils disaient. 

Et tout se passe en anglais, evidemment (nous 
sommes en France apres tout). Le bulletin 
quotidien, produit par la WBF, sort 
religieusement tous les jours, dans la langue de 
la religion orthodoxe du monde modeme: 
I'anglais. Philippe Brunei, un ami joumaliste de 
bridge franc;ais, reussira apres plusieurs jours a 
publier certains articles en franc;ais, sans accent 
(typographie anglaise oblige), sans cedille, 
sans aucun des signes qui distinguent notre 
langue. 

A Montreal, il faudra penser a produire un 
bulletin quotidien en franc;ais. 

T outes les announces de movement se faisaient 
en anglais (san doute normal avec tous ces 
gens de pays differents), announces que les 
directeurs franc;ais s'empressaient de repeter 
... en anglais aussi. Leurs messages, deja 
incomprehensible Iorsque dits en franc;ais, 
I'etaient evidemment encore plus. 

Au total done, des Championnats du Monde 
1998 mal organises. 

Aimez-cous kibitzer? Moi, beaucoup. Si vous 
ne kibitzez jamais, vous perdrez quelque 
chose de tres precieux: vous ne regardez pas 
les excellentjoueurs en train de jouer. A Lille, 
nous pouvions done kibitzer, etje me suis 
empresse de Ie faire un jour, demiere Franck 
Multon et Herve Mou'iel, champions du monde 
(Ies Franc;ais dominent tout Ie monde depuis Ie 
debut des annees 90). 
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Si je vous disais que Mourel, multiples fois 
champion du monde, prend au moins 30 
secondes entre chaque carte, feriez-vous 
comme lui a I'avenir? Les grands joueurs ne 
jouent pas vite, ils prennent leur temps, 
analysent, imaginent, comptent ... et se 
trompent rarement. Voyez Moul'ei a I 'oeuvre. 

ADD 
1+ 
1sa 

MOUIEL 
P 
P 

Sur I'entame, Moui'el a: 

~Dx 

.,Axx. 
+xxxx 
+xxxx 

ADG 
1~ 

3sa 

MULTON 
P 
passent 

II entame trefle et aper<;:oit Ie mort suivant: 

MORT 
~Vxxx 

.,Vx 
+ Axx.xx 
+I'v< 

Le declarant duque au mort, Multon gagne du 
Roi et revient du 9. Au mort avec l'As de trefie, 
Ie declarant laisse courir Ie V de coeur, gagne 
par l'As de MoUI'eI. La position: 

MOUIEL 
~Dx 

"xx 
+xxxx 
+xx 

MORT 
~Vxxx 

"x 
+ Axx.xx 
+--

Que jouez-vous maintenant? Avant toute 
chose, faites com me MoUI'ei: RIEN!! 

Reflechissez!!! A ce moment-la, vous Ie voyez 
(Moui'el) fixer Ie videi ses yeux regardent, mais 
ne voient pas ce qu'il ya devant, ses yeux 
fixent Ie vide, ou plut6t, ils examinent lejeu du 
declarant, et voici ce qu'il se dit: 

"Que sais-je? Qui a la D de trefte? Le 
declarant evidemment (mon partenaire avec RD 

aurait joue la D). Qui a RD de coeur? Le 
declarant evidemmeent. Et pourquoi Ie 
declarant, avec cette longue a carreau au mort, 
jour-t-il sa couleur courte, coeur? Parce que 
les carreaux sont bons, c'est sOr. Le declarant a 
donc en main 2 levees de trefte, 2 levees de 
coeurs et 5 levees de carreaux, ce qui fait 9 
levees, son contrat. Si Ie declarant a Ie R de 
pique, son contrat est rentre. Donc, mon 
partenaire doit avoir AR de pique pour faire 
chuter ce contrat." 

Apres une quarantaine de secondes donc, 
Moui'el a mis la D de pique sur la table, suivie 
d'un petit pique, et la defense a encaisse 3 
levees de pique pour un de chute. 

France et moi avions decide de terminer notre 
voyage en Eurpoe en jouant dans les paires 
mixtes les 21, 22 et 23 aoOt. Nous ne nous 
sommes pas qualifies pour la finale a cause 
d'une premiere sessions desastreusei nous 
n'avons pas pu rattraper Ie retard dans les deux 
demieres session, car il fallaitjouer 53% de 
moyenne pour les 3 session de qualifications 
afin d'acceder a la finale. Nous avons donc 
joue dans la finale de Zone (!), formule polie 
pour dire consolation, ou nous avons termine 
au-dessus de la moyenne. En fait, a part cette 
premiere session catastrophique, nous avons 
joue au-dessus de lay moyenne pour les 4 
demieres sessions. 

Rejouer au bridge apres presque 5 semaines 
d'inactivite est assez difficile, la tete est pleine 
de paysages (ah! I'ltalie ... ), de gens (ah! les 
Italiennes ... ), de repas inoubliables (ah! I'ltalie 
... ), etc. En finale de Zone, nous avons assez 
bien fait Iors de la deuxieme session et une 
paire se souvient sans doute de nous. 
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BERNARD FRANCE 
+AD9xx +R10x 
"A " RD109xx 
+Rxx +x 
+ AV98 +1Oxx 

BERNARD FRANCE 
1+ 2'1 
3+ 3+ 
4SA 5+ 
6+ fin 

La response 2'1 etjustifiee, je crois, avec cette 
belle couleur 6e, Ie fit a pique et un singleton. 
Sans fit, 1 SA forcing serait la bonne enchere. 
3+ par I'ouvreur montre un surplus et I'enchere 
de 3+ fut la musique a mes oreilles. L'entame 
fut Ie V de carreau, gagne par I 'As de mon 
Add, qui revint du R de trefie. A vous. 

MORT 
+R10x 

" RDxxxx 
+ ---
+1Ox 

VOUS 
+AD9xx 
"A 
+Rx 
+V98 

II faut evidemment etablir les coeurs du mort 
afin defausser les trefles perdants du declarant. 
On peut rever en couleurs, penser que les 
coeurs sont 3-3 et qu'il suffit de jouer As de 
coeur, puis 3 coups de pique finissant au mort 
pour encaisser tous les coeurs maitres. Les 
coeurs 3-3, c'est 30% de chances, alors que les 
coeurs 4-2, c'est pres de 70% de chances. II 
faut donc aller au mort une fois pour couper un 
coeur, et y retoumier une deuxieme fois pour 
encaisser les coeurs etablis. Une fois qu'on a 
decide de cette ligne de jeu, la solution 
s'impose d'elle-meme : il faut simplement Ie 
Valet de pique a gauche, 2e ou 3e. Donc As 

de coeur de la main, puis petit pique vers Ie .. 
10, qui gagne!!! Petit coeur coupe, As de 
pique, petit pique vers Ie R, Adg foumissant Ie 
Valet. Tous les coeurs sont bons, +1430 pour 
un franc top, I'autre paire (joueurs canadiens 
tres conn us) au chelem ayant chute (sOrement 
enjouant les coeurs 3-3). 

Mais que faire si Adg (si jamais il est 
pleinement eveille) joue Ie V de pique au 
premier tour e pique? Ce V est-il sec, ou 
Adg vous joue-t-il un tour? Voila pourquoi il 
est sans doute mieux e jouer As de pique 
d'abord, puis petit pique vers Ie 10, pour 
neutraliser les petits farceurs. 

Sur I'etui suivant, j'ai ouvert un 2+ faibles et ma 
partenaire nous a menes jusqu'au chelem a 
coeur, contres par son Add, qui avait AD de 
carreau demiere mon ouverture. Mal lui en 
prit: ma partenaire coupa I'entame carreau et 
reussit 13 levees pour un autre top. Je ne me 
souviens pas s'ils nous ont dit merci. 

Sur ce, Bonne Annee a tous, et j 'en profite 
pour remercier tous ceux qui prennent la peine 
de me dire qu'ils apprecient mes articles. Vos 
bons commentaires me font toujours 
beaucoup plaisir. 

YOUTH/JUNIOR CALENDAR 

• 1999lntemational Youth Bridge Festival 
Den Bosch, Netherlands January 1999 

• Junior Sedional 
Kingston ON January 22--24 

• Junior Month February 1999 

• Canadian University Team Championship 
Hart House, Toronto February-l\Aarch 

• World Junior Pairs & Junior Bridge Camp 
Czech Republic July 1999 

• World Junior Team Championship 
Sweden or Ft. Lauderdale August 1999 

Watch the CBr Calendar mline for updates m 
dates and Sites http:/MNvvv.cbfca 
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JUNIOR PAGES 

CANADA'S YOUNGEST LM 

David Sabourin 
Excerpted from 1998 The Chicago NABC Daily 
Bulletin, Number 6 

When David Sabourin of Ottawa became a Life 
Master in a Midnight Swiss he became a very 
special Life Master -- Canada's youngest Life 
Master ever. He achieved the feat at the age of 
14 years, ° months and 11 days. The previous 
record holder was Gavin Wolpert of Toronto 
who was 14 years, six months and 19 days 
when he got his gold card. 

David began playing two and a half years ago, 
and he started right out in duplicate. "I've never 
played house bridge in my life," he said. His 
mother, Elizabeth Scott, and her boyfriend 
Paul Hardy, both Life Masters, introduced 
David to the game. 

"Brian Hardy, the son of mom's boyfriend, start
ed a partnership with me and we started going 
to the local clubs," said David. "I went to my first 
national in Miami a couple of years ago, and 
now this is my fourth National. I played in Dallas 
and Albuquerque, too." 

"How are you doing in school?" is the question 
everyone always asks a young Life Master. 

New Members Inducted 
into ACBL Junior Corps 
Excerpted from 1998 The Chicago NABC Daily 
Bulletin, NO.3 

The Junior Corps, whose members promote 
the game through their dedication to bridge, 
inducted eight new members at the Junior din
ner last evening. 

The ceremony was opened by Aileen Osofsky, 
chairman of the National Goodwill Committee, 

There's always the fear that bridge has taken 
over and studies have taken second place -- or 
lower. Not so with David -- he's maintaining a B 
average as he enters the ninth grade at West 
Carlton Secondary School. "Bridge has helped 
me in my schoolwork. My concentration is 
much better than it used to be." 

And he has other interests besides bridge. "I've 
been involved in baseball for the past eight 
years -- I'm a pitcher. And now I'm getting into 
basketball. I'm not all that tall so I play as a 
guard." 

He's had a good tournament here [in Chicago]
more than 34 points going into yesterday's 
sessions That includes a first in the Flight C 
Swiss, a first in a midnight game and a midnight 
second as well. 

"I playa lot with my parents back home, but I 
haven't played with them at all here," said 
David. His partners here have included Kent 
Mignocchi, David Grainger, Jonathan Steinberg, 
Danny Miles, Ian Niicholson and Charles Halasi. 
In fact, he was playing with Halasi when Halasi 
became a Life Master earlier in this tournament. 

"It's really exciting to be Canada's youngest Life 
Master," said David. "I want to thank all thefolks 
in Ottawa who have helped me along the 
way." 

who welcomed the large group of attendees. 
Osofsky also welcomed special guests repre
senting the successful Illinois Youth Bridge 
Group as well as members of the Swedish and 
Danish Junior teams who are visiting the U.S. 

Osofsky said that the Junior corps is for those 
"who not only know how to handle their cards 
at the table, but also know how to handle 
themselves." Osofsky noted that since its 
inception in 1990, the Junior Corps has induct
ed 110 members, 47 of which are still young 
enough to be classified as a Junior (under 26). 

Continued on next page 
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ACBL President Dick Anderson was 
also in attendance and was asked to 
induct the first member, hs daughter 
Erin Anderson. Ajoking Anderson 
began by announcing "I am delight
ed to be able to induct Erin into the 
ACBL Bridge Hall of Fame .... Oh, sorry. 
I'm getting ahead of myself." 

Erin, 15, attends Campbell Collegiate 
School in Regina SK. District 2 Director 
Jonathan Steinberg inducted three 
members from his district. 

Danny Miles, 21, of Winnipeg is a stu
dent at the University of Waterloo in 
Ontario. He is studying math and 
business and is the President of the 
UW Bridge Club 

Colin Lee, 22, is also a student at UW, 
studying math (combinatorics) and 
computers. Mike Nadler, 24 of 
Toronto is the owner of the bridge 
club Doubles ("Juniors play free," 
said a very salesman-like Nadler.) 
Nadler and Lee represented Canada 
at the World Junior Championships in 
Hamilton in 1997. 

Also inducted, but not in attendance, 
were Craig Barkhouse (District 2), Brad 
Bart (District 19, VUay Bal (District 21) 
and Joe Grue (District 14). 

G.s. jade Barrett, a former member of 
the Junior Corps and current non
playing captain of the U.s. Junior 
Team, reminded the Juniors present 
that, "when you play, you play not 
just for yourself but for your country. 
You reflect on the Junior program as a 
whole." 

JUNIOR PAGES 

HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FIRST 

Brirt q{jerry 

by Brad Bart, VancolNer, Be 

FALL ROOKIE
MASTER GAME 

I have played in two rookie-master games since I moved 
to Vancouver in January. What happens it this. A rookie -
a newer player with less than 20 masterpoints - is part
nered with a master -a player with the opposite creden
tials - to play an evening of duplicate bridge together. 
The point of the game is to encourage new players (the 
bridge community's most valuable commodity) to play 
more duplicate bridge. Masters were wamed before the 
game against masterminding, giving lessons and other 
tum-offs to the rookies. Fun was the main aim of the 
game. 

Last April, in my first rookie-master game, I began with 
mixed feelings. On the one hand, I was excited about 
playing with someone new regardless of whether we 
won or lost; on the other hand, I was worried that my 
partner wouldn't be any fun. All that I wished for was a 
partner with personality. I got my wish when Ken 
Lochang (who was in charge of arranging partnerships) 
introduced me to Norm Dreger, a student from UBC. 

We went over the Yellow Card once and decided what 
we wouldn't be playing on it We were one of 50 pairs 
in the room and Norm was a little nervous to start but 
after the first couple of boards he was totally at ~se. In 
between rounds, we would talk about school, sports 
and the Spice Girls, of whom Norm is a big fan. 
Bridgewise, he hardly pulled a wrong card all night. He 
was truly happier than a kite in the clouds. The only thing 
that he seemed to have problems with was his opening 
leads. Norm would listen to the auction very carefully, 
and he would always lead the unbid suit. Always. This 
disappointed me whenever I had bid a suit. 

We were leading the event by a landslide going into the 
last round. Sure enough, on each of the last two hands 
Norm was on lead and didn't lead my suit. In the final ' 
standings, we dropped to second - edged out by half a 
matchpoint. A hearbreaker to be sure ,but we had a 
blast of a good time. Norm is now a regular at duplicate 
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HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FIRST ERIN BERRY ROOKIE·MASTER GAME 

bridge and he is a promising young player. He 
now leads his partner's suit. 

I asked Norm to play with me again this fall but 
he couldn't make it because he had to sit a 
midterm exam. Once again, I showed up at the 
game without a partner, with similar apprehen
sions as the last ti me. lasked ken Lochang to fix 
me up with someone fun. I got my wish again. 

Brad, meet Laurie Ailles, a PhD student at UBC. 
She had been playing in the Thursday night 
beginner's group for the last few months and 
this was her first time playing duplicate bridge. 
We quickly stripped off most of the stuff from 
the Yellow Card and began to play. I won
dered if we would talk about the Spice Girls in 
between rounds? 

We were one of 40 pairs in the room and this 
was her first time playing duplicate bridge, but 
surprisingly, Laurie was not nervous. Bridge
wise, she made a lot of gcx:x::l decisions both in 
the bidding and in her play. Here's a hand 
where she picked the right time not to sell out. 

Dlr: West 

+A2 
.AQJ9876 
+-
+8765 

LAURIE 
+QJT43 
.T 
+KQ32 
+JT9 

ME 
+ K98765 
.32 
+A9876 
+-

+-
.K54 
+JT54 
+AKQ432 

The master in the West chair opened 4., 
which was passed around to me. "6-5, come 
alive" convinced me to bid 4+. East balanced 
5 •. This was passed back to Laurie who didn't 

feel much like defending hearts. She correctly 
bid 5+ and got doubled by West who led the 
.A. 

West shifted to a club which was covered and 
ruffed, and lied a spade up. West ducked" so I 
won in dummy, ruffed a club, then ruffed a 
heart, then a club. This I exited a spade. West 
was endplayed into conceding a ruff and sluff 
for my 11 th trick. +850 for the gcx:x::l guys! 

Laurie and I ended up winning the event by 
half a matchpoint, a result she is truly ecstatic 
about. It was an equally fitting end for me who 
came second by this same small margin in 
Apri I. I'm glad that she was able to carry me 
through. 

The CBF has named the Fall Rookie-Master game 
in memory of Erin Berry. I met and played with 
Erin on OKbridge. Her handle was "goddess", 
which suited her wit very well. Erin was devel
oping into one of Canada's better junior players 
when she was killed in a tragic car accident 
while visiting her boyfriend, Aaron Papst (also a 
junior player). I am sorry I will never get a 
chance to meet the "Gcx::ldess" in person. 

For this and other stones by Brad Bart viSit 
http://vvvvvv.cs.sfu.ca/-bbart/persona// 
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CANADA'S JUNIOR TEAM 1998-1999 

by Jonathan Steinberg and 
Leslie Amoils, Co-NPCs 

The Canadian Junior Team that will be repre
senting Canada at the 1999 World Junior 
Championships is an experienced team of 
young players who have their sights firmly set 
on winning a medal. (At press time the exact 
dates and location were not yet finalized The 
event is usually held in August - editoi) 

David Halasi, 20, and Mike Nadler, 24, won the 
CBF sponsored Junior Trials in Kingston last 
August. They came second in the Red Ribbon 
Pairs last summer at the Chicago NABC and 
were both members of Canada White at the 
World Junior Championships held in Hamilton, 
ON in 1997. 

Runners-up in the trials were David Grainger, 18 
and David Brower, 25. They both attended the 
ACBL Junior Bridge Camp last summer and will 
be working hard over the next nine months 
developing and fine tuning their partnership. 

Darren Wolpert, 22, was a member of Canada 
Red in 1997 and was competing in Lille, France 
at the World Championships last August. He 
came 26th overall in the World Open Pairs! The 
CBF Board of Directors appointed him 
automatically to the team. He selected Ben 
Zeidenberg, 24, as his partner. Ben was also a 
member of Canada White in 1997 and in 1996 
he and Halasi led the field in the Saturday 
afternoon World Wide Bridge Contest. 

Leslie Amoils and Jonathan Steinberg are co
NPCs who are working hard to mold this talent
ed group of individuals into a cohesive team. 
We have an ambitious training program lined 
up. We get together most Sundays either to 
bid hands or hold practice matches. Then we 
go out for dinner and discuss the boards and 
team strategy. 

David Halasi • Mike Nadler 
David Grainger • David Brower 
Darren Wolpert • Ben Zeidenberg 
Co-NPC Jonathan Steinberg 
Co-NPC Leslie Amoils 

Prior to the World Junior Championships in 
August, the team will be attending the 
Intemational Youth Bridge Festival January 3-1 0, 
1999 in 's-Hertogenbosch, Holland. This will be 
an exciting event for all of us and invaluable 
leaming experience in preparation for the world 
championships. 

But travelling, training and coaching is not 
cheap. We have just begun our fund raising 
efforts but already we have some successes to 
report. The Canadian Junior Team acquired a 
corporate sponsor who will be providing us 
with team uniforms. The support of our spon
sor, BEVERLY HILLS POLO CLUB (a division of 
Alphi Apparel Group), a men's sportswear col
lection, is greatly appreciated 

To date, we have also received generous dona
tions from Units 166 and 246. Our biggest cash 
donation is from the Canadian Bridge Feder
ation whose support and counsel is unparal
leled 

The Team will be planning lots of special 
events in 1999 leading up to the World 
Championships. Look for us in our team uni
forms at the Toronto Regional in April and the 
Oshawa Regional in June. You may also see us 
at some of the sectional toumaments in the 
Toronto area. Say hello and introduce yourself. 
We are your representatives and without your 
support, there would be no TEAM CANADA 
'99 (Juniors) 

The team is proud to represent Canada and we 
look forward to doing so with honour and dis
tinction. 
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The big cat with 99 lives 
(or why Boris always wins, part 2) 

HOW do you become a great card player? 
Well, firstly, bad bidding will surely help; 

another good way is to forget what you play 
and end up in ridiculous contract. But, as we 
say in French, "Ie ridicule ne tue pas". 
A third way is for the opponents to let them
selves get hypnotised by a big cat, just 
because he is a big cat. I have seen Boris Baran 
survive so many impossible contracts that I 
have come to think of him as a great big cat, 
not with 9 lives, but rather with 99 lives. Boris 
Baran has big claws and radiating presence: 
when he sits at the bridge table, he comes to 
play. He is also known to have psychic pow
ers and is able to hypnotise opponents (who 
want to be hypnotised, by the way, like the 
poor little bird in the eye of the cat, or the deer 
at night that just jumps in front of your car). 
Some victims want to stay victims (it is easier). 

In the quarterfinals of the CNTC 1998, I wit
nessed this hand. 

SOUTH (BORIS) 
~K9 

.,AKT5 

.T5 
+AJ942 

BORIS WEST NORTH EAST 
1NT dbl 2+ p 
2'If p 2~ p 
3+ p 3NT all pass 

Some explanations. Double showed a 4-card 
major and a 5-card minor suit. 2+ was 
Stayman, and 2~ said: I have 4 spades and an 
invitational hand, or 4 spades with a long minor 
suit and a weak hand. 

On 2~, opener passes with a minimum and 4 

By Bemard Marcoux, Montreal 

little spades or 3 good spades (KOx); with 2 
spades and a minimum, opener bids 2NT; 
responder then passes with the invitational 
hand with 4 spades or bids his long minor suit 
with the weak hand, to play. 

If opener has a maxi mum and 4 spades, he 
bids 3~; responder then bids 4~ with the invi
tational hand and passes with the weak hand. 
If opener has a maxi mum without 4 spades, he 
bids 3+, artificial; responder with the invita
tional hand can now bid 3NT; if responder has 
the weak hand with a long minor, he passes 3+ 
or corrects to 3., to play. Really a very nice 
treatment (by Eric Kokish, I think). 

On 2~, Mark Molson alerted on his side of the 
panel; Boris bid 3+, natural (he had forgotten 
his agreement on this sequence) and did not 
alert. When the auction was over, Boris woke 
up and said that he should have alerted 3+; 
West then said he would have doubled 3+, 
Molson then said he would have bid 3NT any
way, and that was that. Boris then told West, 
the 3+ doubler, that he was on lead; West then 
woke up himself and realised he had doubled 
3+ to tell himself to lead clubs, which he did. 
And the "Big 99 lives Cat" surveyed his 
prospects (next page). 

On a Diamond lead, there would be no story. 
How do you become a bad defender? Firstly, 
not listening to the bidding will surely help. If 
West had asked what was 3+, he would have 
leamed that Boris (who had forgotten his agree
ment, remember) had bid naturally, so he 
would have led the unbid suit, Diamonds. 
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WEST 
+AT64 
"97 
+J6 
+OT875 

NORTH 
+J875 
"864 
+A83 
+K63 

SOUTH 
+K9 
"AKT5 
+T5 
+AJ942 

EAST 
+032 
"QJ32 
+ K09742 
+-

On the small club lead, Boris looked a long 
time at dummy, probably trying to figure out 
how many lives he had already spent playing 
and making impossible contracts. Could he 
survive still again and fallon his feet? Well, the 
lead seemed friendly, Boris ducked in dummy 
and now the bad news : East discarded a dia
mond. Count your tricks : 2 Hearts, 1 Diamond 
and 3 Clubs = 6 tricks!! You need 3 more; 
where will they come from? Boris won in 
hand, played a club to the K, and called for a 
heart. East played low and Boris inserted the 
10, what else? HE NEEDS TRICKS! The 10 won, 
he is up to 7 tricks: 3 Hearts, 1 Diamond and 3 
Clubs. Boris now thought for a long time, a 
very long time, toyed with the +K, then the 9, 
then the King. He decided on the +9 and ran 
it! East won with the +0, and came back with 
the "0. 

With the heart retum, you could sense the Big 
Cat starting to breathe a little: he had a chance to 
put his claws on yet another impossible 
contract, just because he is a thinking cat. Boris 
won and played the +K, ducked all around 
(long pause by West). Boris then ducked a 
diamond to East who came back a 3rd heart. 
Boris won (West discarding a club), played a 
diamond to the Ace, and announced he would 
endplayWest, making 3. 

A club to the Ace and a club put West in hand 
for a beautiful stepping-stone ending. 

West 
+AT 
" ---

+ ---
+OT 

North 
+J8 

" --
+3 
+3 

South 
+ --
"5 
+ ---
+AJ2 

East 
+2 
"2 
+KO 
+ ---

West has to playa spade to dummy for the 9th 
trick of this impossible contract: 2 Spades, 3 
hearts, 1 Diamond and 3 Clubs. The defence 
made 2 Spades, 1 Diamond and 1 Club. 

The Big Cat drew in his claws and smiled at 
me: "Beautiful hand", he said. 

East commented that Boris had no play from the 
start! 

Boris laughed like a kid. 

SiliCa] Alley, O1line Play, the Bidders Box, T ourraments, 
the Bridge mall, The Classroom and more. 

Now Featuring FREE STUFF 
A page full of links to Free Bridge Stuff a] the web 

www.cbf.ca/GBL 

20 bridge (ilfI/lfI(ir, 



DONER VS HARGREAVES: A SUMMARY 

DONER VS. HARGREAVES: 
A SUMMARY 
by Aidan Ballantyne, 
Zone VI (B. C.) Diredor 

The setting was the July 12-18, 1998 CNTC in 
Montreal. A controversial appeal decided the 
quarter final between two teams representing 
B.C: HARGREAVES (Mike Hargreaves, Gord 
McOrmond, Allan Graves, Bryan Maksymetz 
plus Joey Silver from Montreal) and DONER 
(Cam Doner, Jim Dickie, Felipe Hernandez, 
Gerry McCully, Dave Sokolow plus G. Sekhar 
from Winnipeg). Except for the addition of 
Maksymetz, HARGREAVES was the same squad 
that had won the CNTC the year before in 
Surrey, B.C. 

Atthe end ofthe round robin the standings 
were: 

1. BARAN 517 
2. GARTAGANIS 465 
3. HARGREAVES 461 
4. SCHWAR1Z 458 
5. JOTCHAM 440 
6. DONER 438 
7. TREBLE 431 
8. THURSTON 430 

The Conditions of Contest required the 1 st 
through 4th place finishers to each pick their 
quarter final opponent from the bottom half of 
the eight team pool of finalists. The Round 
Robin winner, BARAN, had first choice and 
picked JOTCHAM, GARTAGANIS had second 
choice and picked TREBLE, HARGREAVES had 
third choice and picked DONER, thus leaving 
SCHWAR1Z to play THURSTON. 

HARGREAVES' choice of another team from 
their home province may have heightened pre
existing B.C. rivalries and tumed that particular 
quarter final encounter into something of a 
grudge match. Apparently the stage was set for 
the ill feeling that surfaced during the match 

BOARD TWO 
Vul: N/S 
Dlr: East 

Gerry McCully 
+AK98 
.92 
+ KJ65 
+JT3 

G. McOrmond 
+QJT73 
.K04 
+0984 
+4 

B. Maksymetz 
+42 
.T7653 
+T732 
+87 

Felipe Hernandez 
+65 
.AJ8 
+A 
+AKQ9652 

WEST NORTH EAST SOUTH 
Pass 1+ 

1+ 3NT Pass 4+ 
Pass 5+(1) Pass 5+ 
Pass 5+ Pass 6. 
Double 7+ All Pass 

(1) After an approximately tvvo-minute hesi
tatio", acknowledged by all players 

and the extreme rancour that developed fol
lowing the appeal. 

By the end of the first 32-board half HARG
REAVES had built up a useful 83-59 IMP lead. 
HARGREAVES decided to rest their captain. In 
the third quarter, McOrmond, Hargreaves' regu
lar partner, would play with Maksymetz, a 
much less experienced combination. DONER 
was in the process of a strong comeback when 
the crucial deal arose (top of this column). 

Gerry McCully (N) and Bryan Maksymetz (E) 
were screen rnates. McCully hesitated some 
time before bidding 5+. The Director(TD) was 
called to the table by Maksymetz after the 5+ 
bid and again at conclusion of play after the 
grand slam had rnade on a squeeze. The TD's 
ruling was the result would stand. 
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DONER VS HARGREAVES: A SUMMARY 

By the end of the match DONER's comeback 
was complete and it appeared the defending 
champions were beaten by 11 IMPs. Then 
came official notice that HARGREAVES was 
appealing the TD's ruling on the grand slam. A 
3-man appeals committee (AC) chaired by 
Doug Heron (Ottawa), CBF President and mem
ber of the ACBL National Appeals Committee, 
and also comprising Doug Fraser (Montreal) 
and Don Kersey (Kingston), heard the case. The 
AC overtumed the TD's ruling and assigned NS 
a score of 6+ making 7, or + 1390. The deal 
became a push instead of a 13 IMP gain for 
DONER (6+ had been reached at the other 
table). Suddenly, DONER was a 2 liMP loser. The 
official scoreline read: 

HARGREAVES 
DONER 

42 41 32 19 134 
21 38 44 29 132 

HARGREAVES went on to defeat GARTAGANIS 
in the 72-board final and successfully defended 
their title. 

AFTERMATH 
At the toumament, the AC came under fire 
from members ofthe DONER team and many 
others who felt strongly that the AC had made 
the wrong decision. Emotions ran high. 
Inquiries were made by some as to whether 
he AC decision could be appealed. No such 
mechanism existed. One DONER supporter 
placed a call to Alan LeBendig, Director of the 
ACBL's National Appeals Committee, for advice 
and commentary on the ruling. LeBendig was 
sympathetic but could offer no solution for a 
further appeal. 

Following the toumament, on July 21 Felipe 
Hemandez, posted the deal on the intemet's 
rec.games.bridge newsgroup (RGB) under the 
subject header "How would you rule?". Thus 
began a long series of intemet exchanges that 
went on well into November. 

The CBF also received direct, written com
plaints from DONER and their supporters, 

including a letter each from Jim Dickie and 
Dave Sokolow (members of the DONER team). 
The Sokolow letter was posted on RGB by"J.C. 
Butcher" (a pseudonym) under the subject 
heading "Open Letter to the CBF Executive". 
The Sokolow letter questioned the AC's logic, 
the AC make-up and process, and alleged a 
propensity on the part of some members of 
HARGREAVES to abuse the appeal process. 
The Sokolow letter also quoted LeBendig as 
saying the ruling was "incompetent". 

Meanwhile, the AC was writing up their judg
ment with the aim of clarifying their reasoning. 
The case write-up was completed towards the 
end of July and appeared in time for inclusion in 
one of the Chicago NABC Daily Bulletins. It was 
subsequently posted on RGB and pub-
lished in the ACBL Bulletin. 

After the case history was published, the CBF 
received a supporting letter (unsolicited) from 
Alan LeBendig who claimed he had not had all 
the facts when he made comments attributed 
to him in Sokolow'S letter. The CBF also 
received supporting letters from Rick Colker, 
ACBL's Chief Recorder, and from Jon Brissman, 
Co-Chairman of the National Appeals 
Committee. 

CBF REVIEW OF APPEAL PROCESS 
The Doner Vs. Hargreaves appeal and its after
math raised a number of issues that are current
ly undergoing intemal review by CBF. What the 
CBF can do is constrained by the Laws of 
Duplicate Bridge and also to some extent by 
ACBL policy (ACBL is the sanctioning organiza
tion for CBF events). 

The CBF will look into producing explicit, writ
ten guidelines goveming committee selection 
and operation. Factors likely to be considered 
include: pre-selection of a pool of eligible 
committee members, minimum number of 
committee members, geographic representa
tion on committees, role of the TD in choosing 
the committee, timing of the committee (e.g. 
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between quarters 115. after completion of a 
match). 

The CBF review will also look at other ways of 
improving the appeal process. Until recently, at 
NABCs, the ACBL had a policy that required 
appellants to deposit $50 (U.S.) before proceed
ing to appeal. The deposit was kept if the AC 
determined the appeal was frivolous. The deposit 
attached a downside to the appeal process that 
aimed to punish those who might adopt a litigious 
approach to the game. At the recent Chicago 
NABC the ACBL decided to scrap the deposit sys
tem and instead go to a system of demerits. The 
AC will now be empowered to allocate points to 
appellants reflecting the merit of an appeal. The 
more points awarded, the more frivolous the 
appeal. A book-keeping system will allow ACBL 
to identify parties that abuse the appeal process 
and subject them to a related conduct and disci
plinary hearing. The CBF has so far not had in place 
any system to monitor appeals. However, the CBF 
will likely give careful consideration to adopting 
the new ACBL points system. 

The Future of the Appeal Process 
In Orlando, ACBL will be considering a new pro
posal from ACBI Management to completely 
overhaul the appeal committee system (the out
come of the proposal is not known at press time). 
The thrust of the proposal is: appeals would be 
heard by select, trained professional Tournament 
Directors. Appeal committees would be discon
tinued. There would be a referee system rather 
than a jury system. Appeal decisions would be 
monitored and written up, a new "guidelines 
manual" produced and regularly updated. Expert 
players would advise the professional TD staff and 
review appeal decisions. 

Time will tell whether or not this new system, if 
implemented, will eliminate the type of contro
versy experienced as a result ofthe DONER-HAR
GREAVES match-up. The CBF will be following 
ACBL developments with interest with a view to 
using a similar procedure. 

OFFICIAL CASE WRITE-UP 

A GORDIAN 
KNOT UNTIED 
by Richard Calker 
(ACBL recorder and Co-Chairman of the 
National Appeals committee) 

Teams: N/S DONERvs 
EN! HARGREAVES 

BOARD TWO (see page 21) 

The Facts: 7+ made 7, plus 2140 for 
N/S. The Director was called at the time 
of the hesitation and ruled that the table 
result would stand. 

The Appeal: EN! appealed the 
Director's ruling. They claimed that the 
long hesitation strongly implied that a 
bid other than 5+ was being consid
ered. Even though the auction was 
being carried out behind screens, it 
appeared to be obvious to all that the 
hesitation was by North and not by his 
screenmate, East. EN! also claimed that 
North's slow 5+ made it much more 
likely that bidding on would be more 
successful than passing. 

North argued that he was considering 
whether or not 4+ was a request for a 
key card response, or for a cue-bid. He 
eventually made the response which 
could be neither. Unfortunately it took a 
considerable amount of time to reach 
this decision. North argued that consid
erable time had been taken by the 
opponents in other auctions (implying 
the delay in retuming the bidding tray 
could well have been caused by East). 

The Committee Decision: It was easy to 
conclude that there had been a hesita
tion. It was also evident that N/S had no 
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agreements in this situation. Nonetheless, the 
Committee had valuable information from 
some of the things that were said by South 
during the hearing. The following reasoning was 
based largely on South's comments. 

First, with respect to the 5+ call, had North bid 
4NT over 4+ there would have been a strong 
argument to force South to pass that call. The 
5+ call showing a fit was at least somewhat 
encouraging. While N/S did not have an agree
ment here, North did indicate that a cue-bid 
over 4+ would have promised first-round 
control. (He said he did not want to bid 4., as 
a response to Gerber, since that would have 
shown the .,A). Likewise, South indicated that 
he would have expected a # bid to have 
shown the +A. Since South could still demon
strate that 6+ was a possible contract (North 
might have the +K) and that sNT would not be 
in jeopardy (if North does not have a spade 
control he must have either both red-suit 
queens or one red-suit king-queen, either of 
which will produce eleven tricks in notrump), 
the Committee was in favor of allowing the 5+ 
bid Whi Ie the hesitation did suggest that bid
ding on over 5+ could be more successful 
than passing, the fact that N/S might have a 
slam and could not get too high meant that 
bidding on was not suggested by the hesita
tion, but rather by the cards held. The 
Committee noted that one consequence of 
South's argument was that if North had bid sNT 
over s+that should have denied any spade 
control. 

With respect to the 6., call, some might argue 
that the 5+ bid must promise the +A because 
North would have bid 6+ instead with the +K 
As a matter of theory that is debatable, but it 
was considered irrelevant as N/S clearly had no 
such agreement. Crucially, when asked why he 
bid 6." South said it was because 5+ 
promised a spade control and he bid 6., "in 
case it was the ace." This indicated to the 
Committee that South did not believe North's 

bidding alone had promised the +A. His rea
soning must therefore have proceeded along 
the following lines: North's bidding has strong
ly suggested that he does not hold the +A 
(and if he does then his hand is somehow 
unsuitable for slam, else why would he not 
cue-bid immediately while holding trump 
support). The hesitation over 4+ suggests he 
was considering some other call, that in the 
light of subsequent bidding was almost surely 
# (the other option, 4NT, is far less likely with 
a hand known to hold trump support). For this 
partnership, # would surely have shown the 
+A (as North's earlier comment attests). 
Therefore, the bidding suggests that North does 
not have the +A, while the hesitation suggests 
that he does. 

Both 6+ and 6NT were certainly logical altema
tives to South's 6., call, and the hesitation cer
tainly suggested 6., over either one of them. In 
fact, had there not been a strong likelihood 
that Northat had the +A (which, in the 
Committee's judgment, was demonstrably 
suggested by the earlier hesitation) 6., could 
be a very bad bid, since West would then be 
quite likely to hold both the +Aand the .,K, in 
which case 6., commits N/S to 6NT whi Ie 
guaranteeing that it will go down by allowing 
West to double for the lead. Thus, the 
Committee believed that it would be wrong to 
allow the 6., call, since it was demonstrably 
suggested over logical altematives by the hesi
tation. 

The decision between assigning South a call of 
6+ or 6NT in place of 6., remained. From 
South's point of view, 6+ is in some danger of 
a spade ruff, while 6NT, played by North, is in 
some danger of a red-suit lead, setting up a 
king in West's hand while the +A is still out
standing. (For example, give North +KQx 
.,Qxx +KQx +Jxxx or any other hand missing the 
+A and the .,K and not containing the +KQJx) 
In accordance with the Laws, when the offend
ing side has a choice of actions any of which 
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could be right, they should 
be assigned the least favor
able result that was at all 
probable. In this case, that 
result is 6+. /'s a point of 
interest, on the actual auction, 
when the decisive moment 
arrived, N/S judged to bid 7+ 
and not 7NT. Thus, the 
Committee believed there 
was no reason to assume that 
N/S would choose notrump 
as opposed to clubs at the 
six-level. 

A final point not raised by the 
players at the hearing was the 
question of whether a contin
uation should be allowed 
over a theoretical call of 6+. 
The Committee believed that 
such a continuation should 
not be allowed since North, 
who had been willing to play 
what he knew could be a like
ly slam in 5+ (non-forcing; he 
could have jumped to 6+ at 
that point instead) out of fear 
of risking a greater disaster 
should they have a misunder
standing, was clearly not 
about to bid a speculative 
6NT or 7+ if his partner 
signed off in 6. 

The Committee adjusted the 
score for both sides to 6+ 
made seven, plus 1390 for 
N/S. 

Committee: Douglas Heron 
(chair), Douglas Fraser, Don 
Kersey 

A SAMPLING OF OPINION 

Sources of opinion include intemet posts, correspond
dence, and various intemal CBF memos. Volumes were 

written on the subject: there were more than 150 intemet 
posts! Undoubtedly, many words were written in anger. 

Limited space prevents a fully representative sampling of 
opinion. The following (inherently subjective) selection was 
compiled with the aims of educating and also stimulating 
mature reflection. 

ON THE RULING 

From Law 16A (Lavvs of Duplicate Contrad Bndge, 1997 
Edition) 
"After a player makes available to his partner extraneous infor
mation that may suggest a calL .. , as by means of (an) ... unmis
takable hesitation ... the partner may not choose from among 
logical altemative actions one that could demonstrably have 
been suggested over another by the extraneous information." 

Law 12C (Lavvs of Duplicate Contract Bndge, 1997 Edition) 
" ... an assigned adjusted score ... is, for the non-offending side, 
the most favorable result that was likely had the irregularity not 
occurred or, for an offending side, the most unfavorable result 
that was at all probable." 

From Bryan Maksymetz (09-Nov.): 
" ... Once you bid 5+ you are committed to slam. The possibility 
of playing in 5NT is ridiculous .. .5NT is ... pick as slam ... 1 believed 
then, as I do now, that the auction after 5+ should not have 
been allowed. .. 1 believe that at a Nationals or World 
Championship, the result would have been rolled back to 5+." 

From a RGB post by Jan Kamras (2B-Aug.): 
" ... Pass is a logical altemative over an in-tempo 5+ ... Thus any 
slow sign-off is very likely to mean ... he could have cue-bid. 
Thus the unauthorised information suggests (and since I just 
demonstrated it, it 'demonstrably suggests') bidding over 
passing. So I'd rule the contract back to 5+." 

From a RGB post by Tim West-Meads (OSAug.): 
"I expect players of a decent level will fairly rapidly arrive at 
the conclusion that going on [over 5+] will be right 9/10 and 
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lNTong 1/10 (at most). Nobody will seriously 
consider passing once they arrive at this con
clusion." 

From Jim Dickie's letter to CBF (tt-Aug.): 
The ruling: in a nutshell--terrible. To deny 6" is 
to deny quality bidding. South, looking at both 
red suit aces and running clubs is aware that 
north's 3NT call is based on high cards and not 
running tricks and once North bid anything but 
4NT over 4+ we are off to the races." 

From a RGB post by Mike Dom Wiss (2t
July): 
" ... The 5+ bidder is ALLOWED to bypass an 
ace with a minimum hand for his previous bid
ding ... unless a partnership has a specific agree
ment that once one bidder Q-bids or initiates a 
Q-bidding sequence, the other MUST Q-
bid. .. Ergo: the 5+ bid MAY have an ace." 

... If opener is 'allowed' to bid 5+, as surely he 
must, since many would originally open his 
hand with a GF 2+, then surely opener is also 
allowed to bid 6", as a 'last caboose', when 
responder holds AQ in the overcalled suit and 
judges to play in 6 or 7NL" 

From a '1etter to the editor' from Bob Kuz 
(06-Nov.): 
... Three times it is mentioned [in the official 
report] that N/S had no agreement on what 
continuations meant in this particular auc-
tion ... What is undeniable is that North's ~ bid 
promised a high card control. Since they have 
no agreements, it could either be the Ace or 
the King. I believe this became a committee 
interpretation that it could not be the Ace, 
based on their own bridge upbringings. 

... Everytime I look at North's calls, I see pro
gressive actions ... 3NT/5+/5+ are all encourag
ing actions to South, based on his cards 
alone ... 6" revealed the true nature of [South's] 
hand. Whether the bid would have been suc
cessfu� or disastrous is immaterial. In the con-

text of the auction, it should have been 
allowed to stand. .. 

... The weight given to N/S statements that 4+ 
would have been a cue bid. This is only the 
case when there is an agreement. As stated 
earlier, they had no agreements ... 

... AII the correspondence give hands which 
could have worked successfully for both N/S 
and EIW. In my opinion, who could hold what 
is irrelevant. Were the N/S actions based on the 
values or the hesitation? In my opinion, value 
stands out. 

... The committee chairman stated. .. " ... we con
tended that bidding 6" could be a very bad 
bid, as it would allow the double of 6" and 
ensure that a 6NT contract would go down." Is 
it the committee's place to judge if a bid is 
good or bad, and reward or punish it accord
ingly? I thought it was the committee's place to 
judge whether a bid was allowable in the con
text of what preceded it. Since South was 
allowed to bid over 5+ ("somewhat encourag
ing"), why was he not allowed to take further 
action over the strongest call his partner could 
make?" 

From a RGB post by Dave Strasberg (27-
July): 
"The truth is the bidders were flailing about 
and landed in a terrible contract that hap
pened to make. In my opinion 'that's life in the 
Big City' and they should not be punished for 
the 5% time they land on their feet when they 
are always punished for the 95% time they are 
wrong." 

From a RGB post by Henry SUn (2S-July): 
"I agree with the committee's ruling on all 
counts. I consider south's 5+ bid to be auto
matic and in light of north's failure to bid 4+ 
over 4+, north's 5+ cue bid should show con
troll but not the ace. Hence, south's first 
demonstrable logical altemative has to be the 
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6" bid and that should not be al lowed ... I 
agree with 6+, as the 'least favorable result 
available to the offenders,' is the correct deci
sion. 

ON THE COMMITTEE'S MAKE-UP 

From "Open Letter to the CBF Executive" by 
Dave Sokolo~ posted on RGB by "Joan 
Butcher; an apparent pseudonym: 

"I think it is time to set the record straight...the 
Doner Team beat the Hargreaves Team by 11 
IMPS ... The result was reversed to Hargreaves 
over Doner by Eastem Committee decision ... 

... Eastem committees have for over 20 years 
tried to determine the results of matches or 
selection criteria ... 

... 1 questioned the make up ofthe committee 
(why was an all eastem committee chosen?) 
and was told by the Director, 'That's the way it 
is.' ... the Director should have given me the 
right of appeal of the committee make-up .. .1 
had grounds to appeal one or more of the 
committee members ... " 

From various emails from AC Chainnan 
Doug Heron to the CBF Board: 
" .. .Following completion ofthe ... match ... the 
Chief Toumament Director approached me and 
requested that I chair a committee on a bridge 
appeal .. .1 accepted, and chose two other 
knowledgeable, experienced players who 
were no longer involved in the event... 

... To the best of my knowledge, not one of the 
committee members has had either a close 
relationship or animosity with any member of 
the two teams involved 

... There were no objections to the make-up of 
the committee." 

From a submission by Aidan Ballantyne, 
CBF Director for BC to ongoing CBF reI1ew 
of appeal procedure (fO-Nov.): 
" ... Having committee members from the same 
geographic area as the players can enhance a 
committee's knowledge of the players' bridge 
theory, habits, motivations, etc. and perhaps 
add useful insight into assessing damage and 
restoring equity. However, such committee 
members are often biased by that same pre
existing knowledge as well as by local rivalries 
and bridge politics. As the saying goes, "famil
iarity breeds contempt". For that reason, there 
are many advantages to having committee 
members from a different geographic area than 
that of the players." 

From ACBL reply to CBPs quety on ACBL:S 
ACprocess: 
" ... The appeals and C & E Committees are the 
sole judges of any challenge to a proposed 
member of the committee." 

ON THE APPEAL PROCESS 

From memo to CBF Board from AC Chainnan 
DougHeron: 
" .. .I outlined the procedures that would be 
followed [during the appeaIJ ... Therewere no 
objections to the procedures which I had out
lined 

... None of the members of the Appeals com
mittee knew the result of the match, nor did 
we know any of the details of the appeal until 
the appeal commenced We did not discuss 
the appeal in any manner prior to all parties 
being assembled" 

From '!4J7 Open Letter to the CBF 
Executive'~ 

... "Alan LeBendig ... stated the ... ruling was 
incompetent ... the procedures followed were 
poor." 
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From subsequent letter to CBF from Alan 
Le8endiS Chainnan of the ACBI National 
Appeals Committee: 
''While I was in Chicago at the NABC, I received 
a phone call. .. conceming this appeal. .. discus
sions made it clear that I totally disagreed with 
the committee decision ... 1 have seen a copy of 
the Committee Report and now feel that I was 
misled as to the 'facts' in the case. I now regret 
my earlier criticism of the Committee decision. 
... Even in my earliest discussions about this 
case, I made it clear that this committee had in 
no way misapplied the Law. I thought they had 
exercised poor judgement but made it clear 
that they had ruled within the scope of the 
Laws ... as prescribed by 12C2 ... 

... Whether the system was perfect here is not 
the point. We have a system in place and we 
must accept that fact." 

From Aidan Ballantyne's response to an 
inquity from Sheila Dickie (Q4-Ju/y): 
... A big problem is people appearing in front 
of committees don't always tell the truth so, 
inevitably, it is normal procedure for a commit
tee to put themselves in the position of a play
er of equal standing to those involved and try 
to figure out what they themselves would have 
done rather than ... decide whether or not 
[players] are Iying ... the committee's job is ... to 
listen to bridge arguments that [the players] 
may raise that the committee may not have 
thought of themselves. 

.. the above "procedure" has to be bome in 
mind when you read the written summary of the 
committee's decision .. .You will see that they 
formed an impressions based on what the play
ers said, chose to weigh some things more 
heavily than others, and for much ofthe process 
determined on the basis oftheir own experi
ence, how a typical player of the offenders' 
standing would have reasoned when faced 
with the situation. Forming a judgment in these 
circumstances is very difficult. Whatever the 
case, using the principle of "administrative fair-

ness" that comes into evaluating legal liability of 
tribunals (which is what a committee is), the 
committee cannot be held to blame on judg
ment as long as due process was followed. 

.. .In my experience there are alway differences 
of opinion [on committees] and it's sometimes 
difficult to work towards consensus ... ln this case 
the vote was unanimous .. That gives the verdict 
added strength . 

.. .1 think the Doner team was unlucky. The reali
ty, as we should all know by now is: he who 
hesitates is usually lost. It's the way the proce
dure and precedents are slanted. When you 
hesitate, especially where the stakes are 
high---Big IMP swing, BIG match---you run a BIG 
rish. You rate to come up short. It's that simple. 
And when it goes against you, it shouldn't come 
as a total shock." 

From a RGB post by Btuce McIntyre (Q8-
Aug.): 
'' .. .It's entirely possible the Doner team was out
lawyered by the Hargreaves Team." 

ON DIRECTOR CALLS AND 
CALLING AN APPEAL 

law 16AQ (laws of Duplicate Contract 
8tidg~ 1009Edition): 
"When a player has substantial reason to 
bel ieve that an opponent who had a logical 
alternative has chosen an action that could 
have been suggested by such information, he 
should summon the Director forthwith. The 
Diretor shall require the auction and play to 
continue, standing ready to assign an adjusted 
score if he considers that an infraction of law 
has resulted in damage." 

law 9!1 (laws of Duplicate Contract Bridge, 
1997 Edition): 
"A contestant or his Captain may appeal for a 
review of any ruling made at his table by the 
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Director .. .sponsoring organizations may estab
lish peralties for appeals without merit." 

From ':417 Open Letter to CBF Executive'~ 
"At the end of play the Hargreaves Team 
assembled to decide which Director ruling 
they could appeal to overcome 11 IMPs. 
During the match they called the Director sev
eral time. First they called to say I may not 
have a Flannery call..The Director ruled result 
stands. An 8 IMP gain, not 11 IMPs, so no 
appeal. Next .. .1 alerted them to partner's raise 
of my 1. opening (me, 1., Hargreaves 1+, 
Partner 2.) because ... it showed a good hand 
McOrmond bid 3+ .. .we ended in 4. making 
for a 7 IMP gain ... McOrmond then asked if 2. 
was forcing and I said yes and he called the 
Director. Again, 7 IMPs did them no good, no 
appeal ... The only hand worth 11 IMPs became 
the hand to appeal." 

From a RGB post by Mike Hargreaves 
(Of-Sept): 
"Sokolow is correct in describing 2 director 
calls against him. I was at the table and thus 
have direct knowledge of both ... calls and of 
the calls made by him (protesting ... that 
McOrmond was taking too long to playa 
hand) ... One was precautionary in case an irreg
ularity had occurred: it had not so was not pur
sued These had nothing to do with the appeal 
(which arose ... in a different segment...while I 
was on the bench) ... 

... Our segment 

appeal the board in question. There was at no 
time any thought given to any other board .. " 

From a RGB post by Bryan Maksymetz (ff
Sept): 
"After our table completed the third quarter 
(our teammates were not yet finished), I asked 
the Director wlhat his (their) decision was and 
he stated that the result stood. I notified him 
that we would appeal the decision .. During 
scoring, I mentioned that there was a protest 
board The Head Director was notified that we 
would be protesting their ruling on the board 
in question ... At no time was any other board in 
this match under consideration for appeal." 

From Jim Dickie's letter to CBF (ff-Aug.): 
"I personally confronted Mike Hargreaves the 
next moming to tell him. .. that wlhat they had 
done was a large part of wlhat was wrong with 
the game ... that calling committees appeared to 
be his and McOrmond's forte ... his response 
was that he had called only 6 committees in 
the past 3 years!!! That's 6 more than I have 
called in the 30 years. 

.. We would all be better off if the directors 
ruled the game and their decisions were bind
ing." 

Memo to CBF Board from Aidan Ballan~ 
CBF Director for B( (07-Sept): 
" ... The opportunity cost of playing the (NTC is 

against Sokolow was 
characterized by 
considerable 
unpleasantness .. .it was 
ugly and not an 
advertisement for 
either team. 

VINCE ODDY BRIDGE SUPPLIES 

.. We notified the 
Director at the end of 
the third quarter 
that we intended to 

FOR THE lATEST BOOKS, SOF1WARE & SUPPLIES 

1-800-463-9815 
Fax 90512& 1504 

Email: vacldy@interlog.cam 

VISIT OUR WEBSITE! 
www.interlog.com/~voddy 
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very high. The stakes are very high. Both teams 
have rights. The final outcome was the result of 
a process that is in place to protect ALL partici
pating teams, including the Doner Team. 
Apparently the Doner camp is loathe to call in 
the authorities and bring that process into play. 
That's their choice and their stye ... " 

From a RGB post by Bob Cunie (OS-Nov.): 
"Frankly, how many among us would not at 
least consider calling the director if one of our 
opponents in a national championship signed 
off in game after a hesitation of at least two 
minutes and the other then made not one, but 
two cue bids, first to get to small slam, then 
grand slam? If we accept that calling the direc
tor and being willing to file an appeal in those 
circumstances is normal in a national champi
onship event, then why go beyond the details 
of the hand and the ruling to make other accu
sations?" 

ON APPEALING AN AC DECISION 

From '~ Open letter to CBF Executive'~ 
" ... Attempts ... to appeal the committee ruling to 
the ACBL were fruitless .. .we could not appeal 
to the President of the CBF as he chaired the 
committee ... " 

From ACBL:S reply (Gaty Blaiss) to a CBF 
quety on ACBL avenues for appealing an 
ACdedsion: 
" ... Once a committee makes a decision on a 
bridge related matter, that decision is final and 
is not subject to further appeal." 

From a submission by Aidan Ballantyne, CBF 
Director for British Columbia, to ongoing CBF 
review of appeal procedure (to-Nov.): 
"There is perhaps some merit in disqualifying 
members of the CBF Board from sitting on an AC 
because the CBF Board comprises the CBF 
Committee on CNTC Procedures which is the 
highest level of appeal in CBF events. However, 
the conflict of interest is minimal, it seems, 

because the jurisdiction of the CBF Committee 
on CNTC Procedures does not apply to "cases 
which would normally be heard by an Appeals 
Committee, at a toumament" (Section F (4) of 
the CNTC Conditions of Contest). Rather, the CBF 
Committee on CNTC Procedures hears 
"questions of residency, health or other extraor
dinary circumstance" (Section F(1 ». 

ON CLOSURE 

From Le8endig: 
" ... not the first team to lose a match because a 
Committee had to make a ruling .. .won't be the 
last .. .Yes, the ruling could have gone [the other 
way]. But it didn't And life goes on." 

From a RGB post by Craig Senior (27-Aug.): 
"It is time to move on ... The light has 
flashed ... it's too late to knock the net off the 
pins." 

INTERNATIONAL CALENDAR 

JANUARY 
14-17 Cap Gemini World Invitation Pairs, 

Le Hague 
20-22 
21-23 
25-28 

The Iv'acallan Wor1d Invitation, London 
Marbella Bridge Festival 
The T oIani World Invitation, Mumbai, 
India 

FEBRUARY 
27-28 The Forbo Intemational, Scheveningen 

MARCH 
15-20 
18-28 

JUNE 

Europeon Open & Senior Paris, Warsaw 
Spring NABC, Vancouver BC 

12-26 Generali Europeon Teams & Women's 
Pairs, Malta 

JULY 
?? Wor1d Junior Pairs & Camp 
22-Aug 01 Summer NABC, San Antonio, TX 

INTERNATIONAL EVENTS CALENDAR UPDATES 
can be found on the Great Bridge Links Tournaments page 
http)fvw..w.cbf.caIGBL 
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New Books from 
~c:3st~r P<:>i.-.t 

Your Bridge Publisher 
www.pathcom .com/-raylee 

Pr~ss 

The Bridge Player's Bedside Book 
edited by Tony Forrester, $27.95 (hardcover) 
An anthology of some of the most entertaining bridge 
articles every written -- humour, mystery, and some of 
the great hands in bridge history, as well as tips and 
quizzes to improve your game. Contributors include 
Eddie Kantar, Ron Klinger, Alfred Sheinwold, and 
many more. 

If you can't decide what to get your bridge-playingfriends 
[for a gift] you need look no further. 

Easier Done Than Said 
Brilliancy at the Bridge Table 
Prakash K. Paranjape, $15.95 
A collection of brilliant plays that were actually made 
at the table, with clear and simple explanations of the 
logic behind each decision. The problems range from 
technically simple to fairly complex, with a focus on 
plays that are difficult to find, but easy to execute. 
A delightful and provocative book. 

Matthew Granovetter. The Jerusalem Post 

You Have to See This 

BRIDGE magazine 

Andrew Diosy and Linda Lee, $12.95 
The sequel to Diosy's popular There Must be a Way. 
Challenging bridge problems, but the unique two-part 
format gives you more than one chance to 'see' it. 
For those who enjoy post-mortem analysis andfinding 
neat plays and stratagems. 

The Kibitzer 

To order any of these books, or to get a complete list of Master Point Press 
titles, call your bookstore or bridge supplier, or contact: 

Master Point Press, 22 Lower Village Gate, Toronto, Ontario, M5P 3Ll7 
(416) 932-9766· fax (416) 932-2816· e-mail raylee@pathcom.com 

A shipping and handling charge and 7% GST will be added to all orders. 
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ADVERTISE 
In Bridge Canada 
See Page 1 1 for details 

COPC 

Club Rounds 
September - December 1998 
National Final at Bridge Week 
July 16-17, 1999' Toronto 

Zone representat~ must be 
reported no later than 

May 10, 1999 
National Final at Bridge Week 
July 12-17, 1999 • Toronto 

CNTC 

Club Rounds 
Sept 1, 1998 - January 1 0, 1999 

Unit Finals 
Must be completed by 

March 10, 1999 
Zone Finals 

Must be completed by 
May 17, 1999 

National Final at Bridge Week 
JuIy11-17,1999'Toronto 

ROOKIE-MASTER 
** April 19, 1999 ** 
October 28, 1999 

INTERNATIONAL 
FUND GAMES 

Jan 30, 1999 ACBL \'V1de 
Mar 9, 1999 Canada \'V1de 
May 12, 1999 ACBL \'V1de 
July 23, 1999 ACBL \'V1de 

Oct 21, 1999 Canada \'V1de 

CHARITY FUND GAMES 
March 23, 1999 

November 22, 1999 

•
CANADIAN 
NATIONAL 

C~~~.~}9s~1.~J~! 
BRIDGE WEEK 
July 11-17, 1999 

YORKDALE HOLIDAY INN, TORONTO 

Tentative Schedule 
July 11 CNTC round robin Day 1 
July 12 CNTC round robin Day 2 

cwrc round robin Day 1 
July 13 CNTC round robin Day 3 

cwrc round robin Day 2 
July 14 CNTC round robin Day 4 

cwrc round robin Day 3 
July 15 CNTC & cwrc Quarter Finals 
July 16 CNTC & cwrc Semi-Finals 

COPC Day 1 
July 17 CNTC & cwrc Finals 

COPC Day 2 

INTERNATIONAL CALENDAR 
page 30 

YOUTH & JUNIOR 
CALENDAR 

page 14 

DEADLINE 
For May 1999 Supplement 

FEB 22, 1999 DEADLINE 

CBF HOTLINE: (306) 761-1677 FAX: (306) 789-4919 
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