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BAKER LIFT THE McCONNELL CUP

The Baker team on the podium with the McConnell Cup.

Lynn Baker’s team are the McConnell Cup champions. The final against Jiangsu Runtai was decided only in the last set:
the Chinese team took the opening stanza 41–11, Baker replied with 48 in the second and the two sides went into the
final sixteen boards separated by a single IMP, 105–104. Baker then won the last stanza 24–3 to take the title 129–107.
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Women’s Teams Championship

THE McCONNELL CUP PODIUM

Runners-up: Jiangsu Runtai.

Team Castoldi — 3rd place. Team Huang — 3rd place.

BONUS AWARDS
Every day BONUS awards special prizes at the booth just outside the playing
area. Yesterday’s winners were Cengiz Seker and Gokay Akar.



17th World Bridge Series

FORMATS AND QUALIFICATION

Open Pairs Format
The Final will be played by a total of 52 pairs (see SCoCo): 3 from Semifinal B, 2 drop-ins, and 47 from
Semifinal A (top 48, as there was one withdrawal).

There will be no carry-over.

Women’s Pairs Format
The Final will be played by 20 pairs: 2 from Semifinal B, 4 drop-ins, and 14 from Semifinal A.

There will be no carry-over.

Jacek Pszczoła Swiss Cup
17 qualify for the Final. They will be joined by 3 drop-ins.

A carry-over of 6, 4, and 2 VP respectively will be awarded to the top three teams from the Semifinal to
the Final.

Teams eliminated after the Semifinal can drop into the BAM qualification.

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



Download and try the complete system for free
• Package includes scoring for individual/pair/teams
• Select any language and character set (ةٍبرغفا, 中国人)
• Players can register at the table before, at, or after game start
• Inbuilt bidding (optional)
• Results automatically published on the web 
• Everything else that you wanted
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Wo r l d  B r i d g e  S e r i e s    ·    K a t o w i c e ,  U p p e r  S i l e s i a

Statement by the Mayor of

the City of Katowice, Mr.

Marcin Krupa

Host city of the World Bridge Series

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen�

Katowice is a city that embraces recreation, which is why

the World Bridge Series could not be missing from our

municipal calendar.

Our city is a modern urban center where sport plays a vital role. Katowice is renowned for hosting inter-

national sports competitions, which frequently take place in the legendary Spodek Arena or the adjacent

International Congress Center. It is often said that the atmosphere created during these events is truly

unique and unmatched anywhere else. Prestigious titles such as the “city of great events” or the “mecca of

Polish volleyball,” which Katowice holds, further conifrm the City’s sporting priorities.

Marcin Krupa

Mayor of the City of Katowice

World Bridge Series · Katowice 2026 Official statement

31/08/2026, 13:50 Statement by the Mayor of the City of Katowice — A4

file:///C:/Users/franc/Downloads/A4-print-statement-mayor.html 1/1
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It was the first session of the Round of 64 at 
the World Bridge Series in Katowice, and the 
atmosphere in the playing hall was thick with 
tension, complex defense mechanisms, and the 
faint, pervasive scent of doom.

Board 11. Dealer South. None Vul.
			   ♠	 A 9 7
			   ♥	 7 5 2
			   ♦	 10 6 2
			   ♣	 K Q J 3
	 ♠	 Q 10 3 2			   ♠	 8 6
	 ♥	 Q 10			   ♥	 J 9 3
	 ♦	 Q 5			   ♦	 J 9 8 3
	 ♣	 A 9 8 6 5			   ♣	 10 7 4 2
			   ♠	 K J 5 4
			   ♥	 A K 8 6 4
			   ♦	 A K 7 4
			   ♣	 —

Closed Room
	West	 North	 East	 South
	Nyström	 Yilmaz	 Upmark	 Suicmez
	—	 —	 —	 1♥
	Pass	 2♥	 Pass	 2♠
	Pass	 3♣	 Pass	 4♥
	All Pass

I was sitting South, contemplating a hand of 
moderate promise, when the bidding proceeded 
with the frictionless ease of a executioner’s axe:

My 2♠ continuation was born of pure optimism. 
Perchance partner holds (Qx in spades and a 
singleton somewhere useful?) Alas, partner’s 
3♣ response was the sort of bid partners make 
purely to signal acute discomfort - the bridge 
equivalent of clearing one’s throat in a quiet 
room. Duly chastened, I retreated submissively 
to 4♥.

West led the ♦Q promising the Jack in any 
civilized circle.
I took a moment to inspect dummy. Apart from 
the ♠A, the diamond10 looked like a delightful 
second entry to the board, allowing me to 
discard a losing spade in due course. Ten tricks 
seemed reasonably elementary: four hearts, 
three diamonds, two spades, and a club. Child’s 
play.
I won the opening trick with the ♦A as East 
dropped the ♦3. It was a small card, but it felt 
like a minor pinprick - nothing fatal, yet oddly 
unsettling.
Adhering to the blueprint, I cashed the ♥A and 
♥K receiving the welcome news of a 3-2 trump 
break. To prevent East from ruffing my third 
diamond later, I immediately led a third trump. 
East won the ♥J as West discarded the ♣5.
Now came the moment where any sensible 
defender, having won a trump, returns his 
partner’s opening lead to maintain harmony in 

The Art of Believing the Enemy
by Erke Suicmez
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the partnership.
Instead, East paused, fixed the ceiling with a 
calm gaze, and shifted smoothly to the ♠6.
A cold shiver ran down my spine. Why shift 
to a spade through my bid suit? And why that 
lingering ♦3 on the first trick?
Great players rarely commit random acts of 
charity. If East refused to touch diamonds, it 
was not because he had forgotten what suit 
was led; it was because he couldn’t afford to 
play one. The pieces of the puzzle began to 
rearrange themselves into a far darker picture: 
West’s lead of the ♦Q was not from ♦QJxx, but 
from a doubleton queen.
If West held ♠10xxx♣ or ♠Qxxx ♥Q10 ♦Qx 
♣Axxxx my plan to discard a spade on the ♣K 
was a trap. West would win the club, play a 
second diamond, and my precious ♦10 entry 
would vanish into thin air.
I ducked the spade lead to the ♠10 and won with 
dummy’s ♠A. Now came the leap of faith.
This was the moment of truth. If East held the 
♦J, my team would call me a visionary. If he 
did not, my teammates would politely suggest 
I stick to rubber bridge at the local club (apart 
from suggesting I learn backgammon which is 
something they are already telling me). Because 
if East has the ♣A, I have to ruff it and cash the 

♦King before playing the right spade.
Discarding a spade on the ♣K was out. Instead, 
I played the ♣K from dummy and discarded a 
small diamond from hand.
West won the trick with the ♣A and, predictably, 
returned the ♦5.
I played the ♦10 from dummy. East produced the 
♦J with a faint sigh, and the trick was mine.

The rest was a victory lap: I had to decide if 
West has ♠10xxx or ♠Q10xx. The former made 
more sense and I led the ♠J. West, helpless, if 
he won, as the ♠9 will be the missing entry so 
he ducked. I cashed the ♠K and promptly threw 
West back in with my fourth spade, forcing a 
return into dummy’s remaining winners. 10 
tricks made.

As the cards were slid back into the board, 
I couldn’t help but offer a genuine nod of 
admiration to my opponents. There is a rare, 
refined pleasure in playing against defenders of 
such extraordinary calibre. They play the game 
with such clarity and precision that, if you pay 
close enough attention, their very excellence 
becomes the beacon that guides you home.
(In the other room South rebid 4♣ and West led 
the ♠3 so an IMP was lost! Editor)

P R A G U E ,  C Z E C H I A  |  1 1  -  2 5  F E B R U A R Y ,  2 0 2 7
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At the start of the 4th and final segment of the 
Round of 16, the situation in three matches was 
very close. The IMP difference between the two 
teams involved in these matches was 7 IMPs or 
even less: 4 or 3 IMPs. So it looked pretty obvious 
to me to watch mainly these three encounters. 
My choice had already been restricted in a certain 
respect anyway: Team Fleisher had earlier on 
qualified after the withdrawal of their opponents 
and teams Zimmermann and Deep Finesse both 
were leading their opponents by a big margin. 
In the other matches, team Open NL and team 
Group One were looking at a comfortable enough 
lead of about 35 IMPs - and so it proved: all these 
four teams easily qualified. 

Over now to the boards!

The opening board produced a double partscore 
swing in the Bianchi-Cercol Rom match when 
the lat-ter scored +140 in hearts and +110 in 
spades at their. respective tables. The 6 IMPs 
thus gained imme-diately gave Cercol Rom the 
lead in the match, by 3. 
On the next board, an even more substantial 

swing occurred.

Board 16. Dealer West. E/W Vul.
			   ♠	 Q 5 4 2
			   ♥	 Q 6 5 3
			   ♦	 A J 9
			   ♣	 6 3
♠	 A K 10 9			   ♠	 J 8
♥	 K 2			   ♥	 J 4
♦	 7 6 5 4 2			   ♦	 K Q 10 8 3
♣	 Q J			   ♣	 K 9 4 2
			   ♠	 7 6 3
			   ♥	 A 10 9 8 7
			   ♦	 —
			   ♣	 A 10 8 7 5

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Evenstad	 Kang	 Bogo	 Roh
1♦	 Pass	 2♦	 Pass
3NT	 All Pass

Though hearts had not been bid, Kang duly 
found the killing lead of the ♥5. That was down 
two and +200 to Seoul.

Open Teams Round of 16
Session 4

Alteris Nuclear v. Rosenthal
Seoul v. Milanbridge

Bianchi v. Cercol Rom
by Jos Jacobs

Seungjin ROH

Stian EVENSTAD Seongseok KANG

Kaare BOGO
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In the other room, the Koreans disclosed the 
poor quality of their heart stopper.

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Lee	 Vozabal	 Kim	 Macura
1♦	 Pass	 2♦*	 2NT
Pass	 3♥	 Pass	 Pass
3♠	 Pass	 4♦	 All Pass

In his partscore, Lee just lost three obvious 
tricks and thus added +130 to the +200, good for 
8 IMPs to further extend their lead.

Another double partscore swing in two of our 
three featured matches on the next board.

Board:17. Dealer North. None Vul.
			   ♠	 A K 10 7 5
			   ♥	 J 8
			   ♦	 J 8 3
			   ♣	 A Q 7
	 ♠	 Q 8 4			   ♠	 J 3 2
	 ♥	 A 9 7 6 5			   ♥	 K 10 3
	 ♦	 Q 6 5 2			   ♦	 A K 10 9 7
	 ♣	 K			   ♣	 10 2
			   ♠	 9 6
			   ♥	 Q 4 2
			   ♦	 4
			   ♣	 J 9 8 6 5 4 3

Bianchi v. Cercol Rom
Open Room
	West	 North	 East	 South
	Coldea	 Bianchi	 Ghigheci	 Retter
	—	 1♣	 1♦	 3♣
	Dble	 Pass	 3♦	 All Pass

West was not too weak to double, as you can 
see. N/S, on the other hand, did not have the 
values they would want to go to the four-level. 
Three Diamonds was just made when South 
returned a heart in-stead of another club after 
his club lead and getting his spade ruff. Cercol 
Rom +110.

Closed Room
`West	 North	 East	 South
	Cima	 Bacalu	 Porta	 Gunev
	—	 1NT	 Pass	 2♠
	Pass	 2NT	 Pass	 3♣
	All Pass

When Cima could not intervene over South’s 
transfer, it rested in 3♣ for another +130 and 6 
IMPs to Cercol Rom. 

In one of our other matches, we again saw two 
different auctions.

Koren RET TER

Ionut COLDEA Sergio BIANCHI

Ovidiu  GHIGHECI



8 9

Open Room
	West	 North	 East	 South
	Evenstad	 Kang	 Bogo	 Roh
	—	 1NT	 Pass	 2♠
	Pass	 3♣	 All Pass

This type of auction we had seen before. Seoul 
+130

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Lee	 Vozabal	 Kim	 Macura
—	 1♠	 Pass	 Pass
2♥	 Pass	 2♠*	 Pass
3♥	 All Pass

West here was given all the bidding space in 
the world  and he made good use of it. With the 
spade ruff being from the defenders’ natural 
trump trick, this contract was never in danger. 
Seoul thus scored another +140, good for 7 IMPs. 

Two boards later, at first glance it looked as 
if 4♥ was on for N/S. But could it be reached? 
And, more important, could it be made at the 
table and not double dummy?

Board 19. Dealer South. E/W Vul.
			   ♠	 3
			   ♥	 A 9 8 6 5 3
			   ♦	 Q 8 5
			   ♣	 8 5 4
♠	 J 6 2			   ♠	 9 7 5 4
♥	 K 7 4 2			   ♥	 Q
♦	 6 4 2			   ♦	 A J 10 9 7
♣	 Q 7 6			   ♣	 A 3 2
			   ♠	 A K Q 10 8
			   ♥	 J 10
			   ♦	 K 3
			   ♣	 K J 10 9

The Nuclear Poles produced an interesting 
show in their match v. Rosenthal..

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Willenken	 Janiszewski	 Schaltz	 D Kowalski
—	 —	 —	 1♠
Pass	 1NT	 Pass	 2♣
Pass	 2♥	 Pass	 2NT
Pass	 3♥	 Pass	 4♥
All Pass

Thanks to the relatively strong South hand, 
getting to game was not too difficult for them.. 
According to the  records, East led the ♦J which 
ran to declarer’s queen. The losing diamonds 
went on the spades and when West ruffed the 
4th spade, declarer overruffed, cashed the ♥A 
(hurray) and lost only the ♥K and the ♥A later 
on for a fine +450. One wonders what would 
have happened on a low club lead from East…

When Gawrys put in a light overcall, the heart 
suit got completely lost at the other table.

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Bizon	 Bakke	 Gawrys	 Brogeland
—	 —	 —	 1♠
Pass	 1NT	 2♦	 3♣
All Pass

On the diamond lead by West which ran to 
declarer’s king, Brogeland could throw losing 
diamonds on the spades, ruff his own last 
diamond and play ♥A and another. Eventually he 
collected no less than 10 tricks but the damage 
had already been done: 8 IMPs to Alteris Nuclear. 

In the other two matches, they all played in heart 
partscores. The only pair to get as high as 3♥ 
even went one down. So much for my naughty 
club lead suggestion: loud and clear!.

On the next deal, I really had to guess.

Board 20. Dealer West. All Vul.
			   ♠	 J 9 6 2
			   ♥	 10 7 5 4
			   ♦	 Q 3
			   ♣	 K 4 2
♠	 A Q 8			   ♠	 10 7 4
♥	 K Q 8 6			   ♥	 3 2
♦	 A J 7 5 2			   ♦	 10 4
♣	 Q				    ♣	 A J 10 9 5 3
			   ♠	 K 5 3
			   ♥	 A J 9
			   ♦	 K 9 8 6
			   ♣	 8 7 6

In two of our three matches, they played 
correctly (?) in a club partscore for a 0 or 1 IMP 
gain.
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In the Seoul v. Milanbridge match, they were 
more ambitious.

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Evenstad	 Kang	 Bogo	 Roh
1♦	 Pass	 1NT	 Pass
3NT	 All Pass

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Lee	 Vozabal	 Kim	 Macura
1♦	 Pass	 1NT	 Pass
3NT	 All Pass

At both tables, South led a low spade. Bogo 
made ten tricks and Kim only five. The swing 
thus was 14 IMPs to Milanbridge and I have to 
assume that North covered the ♣Q when he 
was given the chance to do so.

Then came a lesson in defence.

Board 21. Dealer North. N/S Vul.
			   ♠	 A 10 8 6
			   ♥	 10
			   ♦	 Q 6 5 4
			   ♣	 A J 4 3
♠	 Q 7 5 4			   ♠	 J 3 2
♥	 A K 8 7			   ♥	 Q 9 5 4
♦	 A J 8			   ♦	 K 9 7 3
♣	 7 5			   ♣	 K 8
			   ♠	 K 9
			   ♥	 J 6 3 2
			   ♦	 10 2
			   ♣	 Q 10 9 6 2

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Willenken	 Janiszewski	 Schaltz	 D Kowalski
	—	 1♦	 Pass	 1♥
Pass	 1♠	 Pass	 1NT
All Pass

West hit upon the rather mediocre lead of the 
♠7 but this did not affect the result on the board 
by any means. Declarer won the ♠9 in hand 
and took a losing club finesse. Martin Schaltz 
won his ♣K and…put the ♥Q on the table. The 
rest was technique. Heart to partner and the 
surrounding ♦J returned. Down three: eight red 
tricks and the ♣K. Rosenthal +300.

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Bizon	 Bakke	 Gawrys	 B Brogeland
	—	 1♦	 Pass	 1♥
Dble	 Pass	 1NT	 All Pass

At the other table, South led a club and declarer 
quickly took his seven tricks. That was +90 to 
the Poles but still 5 IMPs to Rosenthal.

In the Bianchi v. Cercol Rom match, we saw 
mainly the same. Cercol Rom went three down 
as N/S in 1NT for -300 and Bianchi registered a 
modest partscore in N/S, making nine tricks in 
3♣. That was good for 9 IMPs to them, cutting 
their deficit to 11.

On the next board, 3NT was the normal contract. 
Only Gu (East for Trick or Treat) and Martin 
Schaltz (for team Rosenthal) found the killing 
heart lead for an 11-IMP swing in their favour. 

Dariusz KOWALSKI

CHRIS  WILLENKEN Przemyslaw JANISZEWSKI

Martin SCHALTZ
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Rosenthal now led by 20 

Board 22. Dealer East. E/W Vul.
			   ♠	 A K 2
			   ♥	 K J
			   ♦	 K 7 4
			   ♣	 K Q J 6 4
♠	 J 10 8 5			   ♠	 7 4 3
♥	 10 8 7 6 3			   ♥	 A 5 4 2
♦	 5 3 2			   ♦	 J 10 8 6
♣	 7				    ♣	 A 8
			   ♠	 Q 9 6
			   ♥	 Q 9
			   ♦	 A Q 9
			   ♣	 10 9 5 3 2

Board 23 was a dull small slam (please, don’t 
tell me that slams are never dull…) but the next 
board was more interesting, certainly in the 
Bianchi v. Cercol Rom match.

Board 24. Dealer West. None Vul.
			   ♠	 K 9 5
			   ♥	 Q 9 6
			   ♦	 A 9
			   ♣	 A J 10 9 6
♠	 Q 10 8 7			   ♠	 6 4 3
♥	 4 2 			   ♥	 A J 5
♦	 K Q 7 4			   ♦	 J 10 6 5
♣	 K 7 2			   ♣	 8 5 4
			   ♠	 A J 2
			   ♥	 K 10 8 7 3
			   ♦	 8 3 2
			   ♣	 Q 3

As you can see, the board should have been a 
push in 4♥ and this indeed was the case in two 
of our matches. One N/S pair in our third match 
lost track, it seemed, in defending against a 10-
12 1NT open-ing bid. Here are the auctions from 
that match.

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Coldea	 Bianchi	 Ghigheci	 Retter
Pass	 1♣	 Pass	 1♦*
Dble	 1♥	 Pass	 4♥
All Pass

No problem, Bianchi +450.

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Cima	 Bacalu	 Porta	 Gunev
1NT	 Dble	 Pass	 Pass
Rdbl	 Pass	 2♣	 Pass
Pass	 Dble	 2♦	 All Pass

Does a penalty pass on 1NTx create a permanent 
forcing situation? Having played the 10-12 
1NT my-self almost since time immemorial, I 
would say: No but on the Balkan peninsula, not 
everybody agrees. Two Diamonds thus went 
down three but undoubled, for +150 but a gain 
of 7 IMPs to Bianchi. At this point, Cercol Rom 
led by 4.

Next came a cold slam but only if played 
artistically from the right side of the table.

Board 25. Dealer North. E/W Vul.
			   ♠	 9 5 2
			   ♥	 10 9 7 6
			   ♦	 10 6 2
			   ♣	 J 5 2
♠	 A K Q J 8 7 3			  ♠	 10
♥	 A Q 5			   ♥	 K 8 3 2
♦	 9				    ♦	 Q J 4
♣	 7 3			   ♣	 A Q 10 8 6
			   ♠	 6 4
			   ♥	 J 4
			   ♦	 A K 8 7 5 3
			   ♣	 K 9 4

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Coldea	 Bianchi	 Ghigheci	 Retter
—	 Pass	 1♣	 1♦
2♥*	 Pass	 2♠	 Pass
3♦	 Pass	 3NT	 Pass
4♦	 Pass	 4♥	 Pass
4NT	 Pass	 5♣	 Pass
6♠	 All Pass

Their transfer helped the Romanians to right-
side the contract for a fully deserved +1430 
when South led a top diamond. The other top 
diamond was ruffed out and voilà, there was the 
parking place for declarer’s losing club. If South 
does not lead a top diamond, he can be caught 
in an amusing (not for himself, though) strip-
squeeze in the minors.
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Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Cima	 Bacalu	 Porta	 Gunev
—	 Pass	 1♣	 1♦
2♥*	 Pass	 2♠	 Pass
3♦	 Pass	 3NT	 Pass
4♥	 Pass	 4♠	 All Pass

No guts, no glory. Bianchi +680 but 13 IMPs lost. 
Cercol Rom led by 17 with three to play. 

This board also caused the undoing of the 
Seoul team when their E/W pair had a tragic 
misunder-standing and reached the curious 
contract of 5♦ as E/W, down four for an 18-IMP 
loss when the other table reached the slam but 
played by West. Had Kang found the club lead 
this would have saved 11 IMPs (still not enough, 
as it turned out later -a losing tiebreak,) 

Drama on the next board as well.

Board 26. Dealer East. All Vul.
`			   ♠	 J
			   ♥	 K Q 7 5 4
			   ♦	 Q J 8 7 5 2
			   ♣	 Q
♠	 K Q 10 6			   ♠	 A 9 8 4 2
♥	 A 8 6 2			   ♥	 —
♦	 6 4 			   ♦	 A 10 3
♣	 10 9 2			   ♣	 J 8 7 6 4
			   ♠	 7 5 3
			   ♥	 J 10 9 3
			   ♦	 K 9
			   ♣	 A K 5 3

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Evenstad	 Kang	 Bogo	 Roh
—	 —	 Pass	 1♣
Pass	 1♥	 1♠	 2♥
2♠	 4♥	 4♠	 Pass
Pass	 5♥	 All Pass

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Lee	 Vozabal	 Kim	 Macura
	—	 —	 Pass	 1♣
Pass	 1♥	 1♠	 2♥
2NT	 4♥	 4♠	 Pass
Pass	 5♥	 Dble	 All Pass

From the outcome of the previous board, we 
know already that the Seoul team were out but 
they saved their faces very well on this one. 
Both declarers made nine tricks but the double 
netted 7 IMPs to the Koreans, just enough to get 
to their (losing) tie had the previous board not 
fully counted. 

The real drama on this board occurred in 
another match.

Bianchi v. Cercol Rom
Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Coldea	 Bianchi	 Ghigheci	 Retter
—	 —	 Pass	 1♣
Pass	 1♦	 1♠	 2♥
2♠	 3♦	 Pass	 3♥
3♠	 4♥	 All Pass

Milan MACURA

Soo Ik  LEE David VOZABAL

Daehong KIM
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That was an unexpectedly peaceful +650 to 
Bianchi.

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Cima	 Bacalu	 Porta	 Gunev
—	 —	 Pass	 1♣
Pass	 1♥	 1♠	 2♥
2NT	 3♦	 Dble	 4♥
4♠	 5♥	 Dble	 All Pass

The Italian E/W were not left in peace and thus 
had to concede -200  in their phantom sacrifice. 
The 13 IMPs just gained thus went the other way 
again. The Cercol Com lead now back to the 
previous  4 IMPs.

And then came the penultimate deal a very 
cold slam, certainly if played in the proper 
denomination:

Board 27. Dealer South. None Vul
			   ♠	 7
			   ♥	 A J 9 7 5 4
			   ♦	 5
			   ♣	 Q J 10 7 6
♠	 Q 10 8 4 3			   ♠	 9 6 5 2
♥	 Q 3			   ♥	 10 8 6 2
♦	 A 10 9 7			   ♦	 Q J 8
♣	 9 5			   ♣	 4 2
			   ♠	 A K J
			   ♥	 K
			   ♦	 K 6 4 3 2
			   ♣	 A K 8 3

The proper contract of 6♣ was missed twice but 
in none of our three featured matches. They all 
reached slam there though at one table, there 
was a significant alternative.

Bianchi v. Cercol Rom
Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Cima	 Bacalu	 Porta	 Gunev
—	 —	 Pass	 1♦
1♠	 3♦	 Pass	 6♥
All Pass

The N/S bidding was not very disciplined, I 
think but West was apparently impressed to 
such an extent that he did not find the (albeit 

extremely unlikely) killing lead of…the ♦A 
behind declarer’s first suit. His vulnerable trump 
holding (Qx) certainly was not helpful in making 
this crucial decision correctly. On the actual 
♣9 lead, declarer lost only one trump trick and 
thus scored +980. This brought the Cercol Rom 
team 2 IMPs to lead by 6 as their team-mates 
conceded a more normal 920. 

Over now to the last board. It looked all over 
because this were the standings with one board 
to play.

Alteris Nuclear v. Rosenthal:  74-91
Seoul v. Milanbridge: 117-121
Bianchi v. Cercol Rom: 114-120

On this board, no. 28, only N/S are vulnerable – 
a decisive factor, believe it or not.

The hand itself is not worth publishing because 
it’s a spade partscore, missing two outside top 
tricks and the AK of trumps. Still, 4♠ was bid (too 
high) and made (how come?) twice in or three 
matches. We know that in one of the matches, 
the defenders managed to play both the ♠K and 
the ♠A to the same trick. The late Hans Kreijns 
would say in such cases: “Don’t push!” This led 
to the following final scores.

Alteris Nuclear v. Rosenthal: 74-101
Seoul v. Milanbridge: 117-128

Please note the eventual 11-IMP difference in 
the Seoul-Milanbridge match. To their comfort, 
as al-ready suggested: Seoul would have lost 
the tiebreak. 

In the Bianchi v. Cercol Rom 4♠ duly went one 
off whereas 3♦ made at the other table, Due 
to the spade contracts being non-vulnerable, 
Cercol Rom only lost 5 IMPs on the deal to 
make the final score here: 119-120. Believe it or 
not (again!), the tiebreak would not have helped 
Bianchi but what really would have helped them 
was the previous deal. Had Cercol Rom bid the 
more normal 6♣ and made that contract, this 
board would have been push and the final score 
would have been 119-118 in favour of Bianchi. 
Have you ever seen that??
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Few IMPs changed hands in the first three deals. 
Then the timing in the bidding made a difference 
in Deep Finesse v. Team NL Open.

Board 4. Dealer West. All Vul.
			   ♠	 10 7
			   ♥	 6 5
			   ♦	 J 7 5 3 2
			   ♣	 K 10 5 3
♠	 5				    ♠	 A K 9 4
♥	 A Q 10 8 4 2			   ♥	 J 7 3
♦	 9 8 6			   ♦	 K
♣	 J 6 2			   ♣	 A Q 8 7 4
			   ♠	 Q J 8 6 3 2
			   ♥	 K 9
			   ♦	 A Q 10 4
			   ♣	 9

Padon (Deep Finesse) got a chance to bid his 
spades at the three level so after 4♥ he bid no 
more.
Molenaar (Team NL) as South saw West open 
2♥ and East bid 4♥. He had to decide at the four 
level and went for it: 4♠, doubled by Lee. He lost 
five tricks and won 5 IMPs as Nab-Kiljan made 
4♥+2 in EW.
The same thing happened in all the other 
matches when West began with ♥A except 

Iancu Bacalu (Cercol Com) who chose ♦6!
Lorenzini, for team Fleisher took ♦A and played 
a club to King and Ace . Back came a heart, 
a diamond ruff in East., a second heart and a 
second diamond ruff. The score of 1100 earned 
Cercol Com 9 IMPs against the normal +620.

Board 5. Dealer North. N/S Vul.
			   ♠	 A J
			   ♥	 K Q 10 6 4
			   ♦	 K J 10 8
			   ♣	 6 3
♠	 9 6 5 2			   ♠	 K Q 7
♥	 5 2			   ♥	 A J
♦	 7				    ♦	 Q 5 4 3 2
♣	 K 8 7 5 2			   ♣	 Q 9 4
			   ♠	 10 8 4 3
			   ♥	 9 7 3
			   ♦	 A 9 6
			   ♣	 A J 10

In Zimmermann v Rosenthal, Multon was in 
4♥. The ♠K lead went to ♠A and the next spade 
was taken by ♠Q. Now Rosenthal returned 
a diamond, Multon took ♦A to play a heart to 
East’s♥A. Another diamond was ruffed by West 
and a heart came back…. Multon thought a long 
time, then played ♥10. One off.

Open Teams Quarterfinals
Session 1

Deep Finesse v. Team NL Open
Rosenthal v. Zimmermann

by Marjo Chorus

Danny MOLENAAR

DANIEL  KORBEL

Tim VERBEEK

ROGER LEE
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Open Teams Quarterfinals
Session 1

Deep Finesse v. Team NL Open
Rosenthal v. Zimmermann

by Marjo Chorus

That meant 12 IMPs to Rosenthal when Schaltz 
in the other room made 4♥. No one in the other 
matches found the diamond ruff so every North 
made 10 tricks. Molenaar-Verbeek (Team Open 
NL)  were only in 3♥ so 9 IMPs went to Deep 
Finesse when 11 tricks were made.

Board 7. Dealer South. All Vul.
			   ♠	 A 10 9 8 7 5 3
			   ♥	 J 3
			   ♦	 10 5
			   ♣	 Q 2
♠	 J 2			   ♠	 Q 6 4
♥	 8 7 6 5			   ♥	 A Q 9
♦	 K 9 3			   ♦	 Q 7 4
♣	 8 6 4 3			   ♣	 A K J 7
			   ♠	 K
			   ♥	 K 10 4 2
			   ♦	 A J 8 6 2
			   ♣	 10 9 5

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
B Nab	 Birman	 Kiljan	 Padon
	—	 —	 —	 Pass
Pass	 2♠	 2NT	 All Pass

Padon lead ♠K and switched to a diamond so 
Kiljan made 2NT+1.
More at stake in the other room: 

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Korbel	 Verbeek	 R Lee	 Molenaar
—	 —	 —	 Pass
Pass	 3♠	 3NT	 All Pass

Molenaar also led ♠K but then switched to clubs. 
Lee played three clubs, then a spade to ♠J and 
♠A Back came ♥J to ♥Q and !♥K and it looked 
as if Molenaar was endplayed. But he read the 
position correct, collected ♦A and played a 
diamond, patiently waiting for ♥10 to come in.
And it did. Team Open NL 6 IMPs.

Zimmermann v. Rosenthal
Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Aa Silverstein	 Multon	 Rosenthal	 Zimmermann
—	 —	 —	 Pass
Pass	 3♠	 3NT	 4♠
Pass	 Pass	 Dble	 All Pass

Club to ♣A and a diamond meant two off: 
Rosenthal +500.

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Klukowski	 Schaltz	 Kalita	 Willenken
—	 —	 —	 Pass
Pass	 2♠	 2NT	 All Pass

Nine tricks made but 8 IMPs to Rosenthal.

Board 8. Dealer West. None Vul.
			   ♠	 J 6
			   ♥	 8 3 2
			   ♦	 A Q 5 4
			   ♣	 A K 10 6
♠	 K 9			   ♠	 A Q 10 7 5 3
♥	 A Q J 7 5 4			   ♥	 6
♦	 9 7 3 2			   ♦	 K J 8
♣	 7				    ♣	 Q 9 5
			   ♠	 8 4 2
			   ♥	 K 10 9
			   ♦	 10 6
			   ♣	 J 8 4 3 2

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
B Nab	 Birman	 Kiljan	 Padon
1♥	 Pass	 1♠	 Pass
2♥	 Pass	 2NT!	 Pass
3♥	 Pass	 3♠	 Pass
4♠	 All Pass

N/S did not bid and Kiljan made 4♠ on a diamond 
lead to ♦A and a diamond return to ♦J. He 
played three rounds of trumps and finessed ♥K. 
Team Open NL +420.

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Korbel	 Verbeek	 R Lee	 Molenaar
1♥	 Pass	 1♠	 Pass
2♥	 Dble	 Rdbl	 3♣
Pass	 Pass	 Dble	 All Pass

Verbeek did bid and Molenaar had to show some 
skills in 3♣ doubled.
♠K and a spade to the ace, then a heart to ♥J 
and a club back. Molenaar simply played a small 
diamond and ruffed the next spade in North. 
Diamond Ace and a diamond ruffed, club to ♣K 
and a good diamond. East could ruff (South ♥10) 
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but had to give NS a ruff-and discard now. 
Two down and well done by Molenaar. That 
meant 3 IMPs to Team NL..

In Zimmermann-Rosenthal a bigger swing:

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Aa Silverstein	 Multon	 Rosenthal	 Zimmermann
1♥	 Pass	 1♠	 Pass
2♥	 Pass	 3♠	 Pass
4♠	 All Pass

Rosenthal got a diamond lead to ♦A and a 
diamond to ♦J. He did not touch trumps now but 
played a club. North won this, so South got his 
diamond ruff. He returned a spade and North 
did not put in ♠J. Well done, locking declarer 
in dummy. Not being able to reach his hand, 
declarer next tried♥A and ♥Q, throwing a club 
on it. But South won his♥K and that was one off.

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Klukowski	 Schaltz	 Kalita	 Willenken
1♥	 Pass	 1♠	 Pass
2♥	 2NT	 Dble	 3♣
Pass	 Pass	 3♠	 Pass
4♣	 Pass	 4♠	 All Pass

Kalita also got a diamond lead to the ♦A and a 
diamond to his ♦J. He finessed ♥K and played a 
club. South got his diamond ruff but Kalita had 
ten tricks when spades were 2-2 now, throwing 
two clubs on ♥A and ♦9. Zimmermann 10 IMPs.

Who is playing 3NT? East or West? That was the 
issue on board 9:

Board 9. Dealer North. E/W Vul.
			   ♠	 10 5 4 2
			   ♥	 K 8 2
			   ♦	 J
			   ♣	 9 8 6 5 4
♠	 A Q 9 3			   ♠	 K 8 6
♥	 A Q 9 6 5 3			   ♥	 7
♦	 4				    ♦	 K Q 7 5 3
♣	 10 3			   ♣	 A K J 7
			   ♠	 J 7
			   ♥	 J 10 4
			   ♦	 A 10 9 8 6 2
			   ♣	 Q 2

In Zimmermann v. Rosenthal, 3NT was played 
by East.

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Aa Silverstein	 Multon	 Rosenthal	 Zimmermann
	—	 Pass	 1♦	 Pass
1♥	 Pass	 2♣	 Pass
2♠*	 Pass	 2NT	 Pass
3NT	 All Pass

South’s lead of the ♥J was taken with dummy’s 
♥A and immediately the ♣10 was run to ♣Q. Back 
came ♠J, also taken in dummy with the ♠A. Now, 
when a diamond was continued from dummy, 
there were big problems for declarer. South 
won declarer’s ♦K with the ace and returned a 
club. From here, declarer did no longer have the 
communication to get to nine tricks. One off.

Pierre ZIMMERMANN

AARON SILVERSTEIN
Franck MULTON

andrew rosenthal



16 17

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Klukowski	 Schaltz	 Kalita	 Willenken
	—	 Pass	 1♦	 Pass
1♥	 Pass	 2♣	 Pass
2♠	 Pass	 2NT	 Pass
3♠	 Pass	 4♣	 Pass
4♥	 Pass	 4♠	 All Pass

Klukowski could not manage ten tricks in 4♠ 
either, so no score.

In the other match Kiljan-Nab (Team Open NL) 
played 3NT in West.:

Open Room
West	 North	 East	 South
B Nab	 Birman	 Kiljan	 Padon
	—	 Pass	 1♦	 Pass
1♥	 Pass	 2♣	 Pass
2♠	 Pass	 3♦	 Pass
3♥	 Pass	 3♠	 Pass
3NT	 All Pass

The spade lead didn’t hurt declarer. At all. In fact, 
it gave him his 9th trick when he finessed ♠10. 

Closed Room
West	 North	 East	 South
Korbel	 Verbeek	 R Lee	 Molenaar
	—	 Pass	 1♦	 Pass
1♥	 Pass	 2♣	 Pass
2♠	 Pass	 3NT!	 All Pass

The lead was ♥J to ♥Q and ♥K. Now Verbeek 
immediately played a diamond and Molenaar 
continued diamonds. Lee held off ♦Q as long as 
he could. So Molenaar collected two diamonds, 
looked thrown in but found a good way out: ♠J.
Declarer took ♠Q, cashed ♥A and finessed in 
clubs. Two off and 13 IMPs to Team Open NL.

On board 10 the question was: do you bid 3NT or 
don’t you:

Board 10. Dealer East. All Vul.
			   ♠	 A 6 2
			   ♥	 A K 9 7
			   ♦	 4 3 2
			   ♣	 7 6 3
♠	 K Q 9 8 4			   ♠	 10
♥	 5 4 3			   ♥	 Q J 2
♦	 A 7			   ♦	 K Q 8 6 5
♣	 A J 5			   ♣	 Q 10 9 8
			   ♠	 J 7 5 3
			   ♥	 10 8 6
			   ♦	 J 10 9
			   ♣	 K 4 2

In Zimmermann v. Rosenthal Klukowski-Kalita 
did and Silverstein Rosenthal did not. With the 
♣K in South, there were nine tricks.11 IMPs to 
Zimmermann. In the other match Deep Finesse 
did and Team NL did not. 11 IMPs to Deep Finesse.

Chris  WILLENKEN

Michal KLUKOWSKI
Martin SCHALTZ

JACEK KALITA


