
2 December 
Bidding too little or too much 
Rakesh Kumar 
 
Getting to game when it's making, but avoiding it when it's not, can be a challenge. 
What every partnership wants is what is sometimes referred to as "the Goldilocks 
effect" i.e. not too little, not too much, but just right … 
 
How does one achieve that outcome? Well, it's not possible all the time, but one can 
certainly make it happen more often by bidding to show one's strength and then 
leaving the decision to partner. So with that in mind, consider two hands from 
Monday 2 December. Firstly, as dealer, I assume you will pass with the hand below. 
If LHO now opens 1C (3+) and partner doubles, what will you bid? 
 

AKJ84 
75  
J98  
752  

 
Secondly, after LHO passes as dealer, partner opens 1C (2+) and with opponents 
silent, you respond 1H and partner raises to 2H. What now? 
 

K97  
KQT97 
QT2  
54  

 
Back to that first hand. In the second booklet on Better Partnership Bridge, 
responses to takeout doubles are discussed at some length. There, it's pointed out 
that a 1-level response in a major shows 0-8 hcp, while a jump to the 2-level shows 
9-11 hcp, or a good 8 hcp and useful distribution. 
 
On that basis, the appropriate response is 2S, not 1S. If you do bid 2S, partner will 
now bid 4S, because she had quite a strong hand – although she's certainly hoping 
you have either an excellent 4-card suit or else a 5-card spade suit. The full board is 
on the next page. 
 
With most of the high card points placed as a result of the opening bid, it's an easy 
hand to play, making 11 tricks with little effort. So why was only one East-West pair 
in game?  
 
Part of the answer may have been that North opened 1NT with her balanced 15 hcp. 
This hand offers yet another reason to play a 15-17 or 15-18 hcp range for a 1NT 
opening, rather than an old-fashioned 16-18 hcp. Even if the contract doesn't make, 
the pre-emptive effect of the 1NT opening is considerable and it's cheaper to go 
down 1 or 2 than allow the opponents to make game.  
 
 



BD: 28 652  Dlr: W
KT32  Vul: N-S
K4  
AKQT 

AKJ84   QT3  
75    AQJ4  
J98    AQ53  
752    84  

97  
986  
T762  
J963  

  

  
    

N
T 

N - - - - -     15   

S - - - - -   9   15 

E 1 4 3 5 3     1   

W 1 4 3 5 3 
 

 
However, another part of the answer clearly was that at least 4 times, West didn't 
show his/her values in response to partner's double, so East-West played in a 
partscore. Here's the table of results: 
 

Contract Result Score Frequency

1NT by EW = -90 1 

1NT by NS -1 -100 2 

2  by EW +1 -110 1 

1  by EW +2 -140 1 

1  by EW +3 -170 1 

1  by EW +4 -200 1 

3  by EW +3 -230 1 

4  by EW +1 -450 1 
 
What about that second hand? Yes, you have a fifth heart, but what else do you 
have that might be of any consequence? Answer: not much. The hand is aceless 
and the diamond queen is of uncertain value. Partner bid only 2H, not 3H. Yes, you 
probably will make 3H and if anyone backs into the auction you can bid it, but for the 
moment, you can simply pass … 
 
Oddly enough, hardly anyone did. In fact, as you will see on the next page, all but 
one pair bid to 4H. I have no idea why. 
 
 



BD: 13 A63  Dlr: N
6  Vul: All
J9875 
A876 

K97    Q42  
KQT97   A432  
QT2    A4  
54    QJT2  

JT85  
J85  
K63  
K93  

  

  
    

N
T 

N - 1 - - -     9   

S - 1 - - -   10  13 

E 1 - 3 1 2     8   

W 1 - 3 - 2 
 

 
Here's the table of results. Nine tricks really are the limit, although one West was 
allowed to make game. 
 

Contract Result Score Frequency

4  by EW -2 200 2 

4  by EW -1 100 5 

2  by EW +1 -140 1 

4  by EW = -620 1 
 
Goldilocks would have been unimpressed! 
 
 

 
 

 
 
9 December 
A very little contract 
Rakesh Kumar 
 
On Monday 9 December, one of the boards that I found most interesting involved a 
very lowly partscore contract. As dealer I passed, so did my LHO, and partner 
opened 1C. RHO passed, I responded 1H – we show major suits rather than bidding 
up the line with 6-12 hcp – and partner, who held a boring minimum balanced hand, 



decided that was probably quite enough opposite a passed partner. So even though 
she had only 3-card support, she passed too … and there I was, playing in 1H, in a 
4-3 fit! 
 
The important thing to remember about such contracts is that at matchpoints, every 
hand makes an equal contribution to your score, so making your contract (or making 
overtricks) is just as important in a little partscore as in a slam. 
 

K632  
A43  
J7  
KQ87  

  
  

T94  
KJ82  
KT542 
6  

 
As I reminded myself of this, it was rapidly becoming obvious that things weren't off 
to a good start. The opening lead was the J and although I covered in the vain 
hope that perhaps I might eventually take a trick with 10, RHO took the ace, 
cashed the queen and returned a third spade for her partner to ruff. Back came 3 
to the ace and a small diamond back, which I took with the K for my first trick. 
 
Well, it was obviously time to lead a club up, so I did. However, LHO grabbed her 
ace and then sent back a club, taken in dummy with Q. Now what? 
 
Hopefully one more club trick would stand up, which would get me to 3 tricks. The 
AK were worth 2 more tricks and I ought to be able to ruff a diamond in dummy to 
make 6 tricks … but what about trick 7 or even 8? Should I take the heart finesse? 
Could I hope for a 3-3 break in hearts? 
 
Finessing is hugely over-rated … this was a good point at which to count tricks. In 
fact if one thinks things through, it becomes clear that with a 4-2 break being most 
likely, after the defenders have taken one ruff, the prospects of dropping the Q 
increase significantly. And if it doesn't drop, the over-ruff will establish declarer's 
fourth trump. To get to 7 tricks, the important thing is to make sure of ruffing a 
diamond in dummy – a failing finesse might make this impossible if LHO then returns 
a trump. 
 
When I cashed the two top hearts, the Q did indeed drop. While this meant LHO 
was left with only 9, I couldn't come back to hand to draw it. Instead, I could cash 
the K, with LHO following, then ruff a club in hand with the J and a diamond in 
dummy with 4. That got me to 7 tricks, enabling me to just make my contract. 
 



The full board is below (North-South were reversed in the diagram on the previous 
page) and as you can see, a one-level contract is in fact all that the hand is worth. 
Full credit to partner for stopping on a dime! 
 
BD: 21 T94  Dlr: N

KJ82  Vul: N-S
KT542 
6  

AQ75   J8  
QT    9765  
A8    Q963  
T5432   AJ9  

K632  
A43  
J7  
KQ87  

  

  
    

N
T 

N - 1 1 1 1     7   

S - 1 1 1 1   12   8 

E 1 - - - -     13   

W 1 - - - - 
 

 
 

 

19 December 
A delicate balancing act 
Rakesh Kumar 
 
You are vulnerable and the opponents are not. Your LHO opens 1C, after which both 
partner and RHO pass. You hold: 
 

A54  
J93  
K842 
A32  

 
What are you going to do? 
 
Well, you're certainly not going to pass, because partner obviously has some values. 
Bidding in the pass-out seat, which is referred to as balancing, takes account of the 
fact that partner will have something to contribute. The recommended approach is 
discussed in the second booklet on Better Partnership Bridge but can be 
summarised as follows: 
 



 bid a suit with 8-13 hcp and 5+ cards 
 jump bid a suit (especially a major suit) with about 11-13 hcp and 6+ cards 

(note that jump bids in the balancing seat are not pre-emptive) 
 bid 1NT with a balanced 11-14 hcp and a stopper 
 double with 10-13 hcp, shortage in opener's suit and at least 4-3 in the majors 

over 1m, or 4 cards in the unbid major over 1M 
 otherwise, double with any 14+ hcp unbalanced hand, including a hand with a 

long suit, or any 15+ hcp balanced hand. 
 
So with the above hand, after 1C-P-P-? you should bid 1NT. "But how can I do that?" 
I hear you say. "Doesn't a 1NT bid promise 15-18 hcp?" No it doesn't, not in the 
balancing seat – you can and should bid with fewer hcp as recommended above, 
because partner will have some values and you need to show your shape.  
 
In the evening on Wednesday 18 December, no one seemed to believe in this 
approach – those in the pass-out seat apparently counted their points and doubled, 
despite not having shortage in opener's suit. This most often led to North-South 
reaching 2H or 3H. Although East-West can make 2S, when North-South were 
allowed to play in hearts, the result was much worse for them: 
 

Contract Result Score Frequency

2  by EW -1 50 1 

2  by EW = -110 1 

3  by EW = -140 1 

2  by NS -2 -200 1 

3  by NS -3 -300 2 

4 X by NS -2 -500 1 
 
On the other hand, if South balances with 1NT as recommended, West is unlikely to 
bid again and North will pass, happy to be able to offer an additional stopper in 
clubs. On a club lead, or even on a spade lead, South will easily make her contract. 
On any other lead, she might make overtricks.  
 
BD: 15 K3  Dlr: S

QT75 Vul: N-S
QJT6 
QT9  

J98    QT762 
AK82    64  
A    9753  
KJ865   74  

A54  
J93  
K842 
A32  

  



  
    

N
T 

N - 1 - - 1     10   

S - 1 2 - 1   16   2 

E 1 - - 2 -     12   

W 1 - - 2 - 
 

 
So if you're balancing with a balanced hand, show it by bidding 1NT, even if all you 
hold is minimum opening values. This is unlikely to do you any harm, as you can still 
have system "on" with 2C Stayman and 2D/H transfers, but it may do your score a 
lot of good. 
 
Merry Christmas and a Happy New Year to all !! 
 

 
 

 
19 January 
Canberra capers 
Rakesh Kumar 
 
As the title of this column implies, I'm just back from a week of bridge in Canberra at 
the Summer Festival of Bridge. I played in the TBIB Swiss Pairs over the weekend of 
11-12 January (204 pairs) and then in the South-West Pacific Teams over the four 
days of 13-16 January (110 teams) – so did a few other SHBC members. All up 
those two events comprised almost 340 boards of highly competitive bridge, so of 
course there were many, many stories to tell – sadly most of them were of avoidable 
errors made! 
 
Ah well. There were still many instructive hands and I'd like to share 3 of them with 
you. I'll present them as problems – one each for bidding, play and defence. 
 
Firstly, nil vulnerable, LHO opens 1D, partner doubles and South passes. What will 
you bid? 
 

QJ8  
T9652  
 

AQ984 
 
Secondly, you and partner bid to 6H by East. South leads the K which you win with 
the ace. How are you going to play the hand from here? 
 

32    A4  
Q63    AKT754  
AJ8    KT4  
AJT93   K4  



 
And finally, as South you are on lead, after initially opening the bidding with a fairly 
minimal 1H and then seeing this auction: 
 
West North East South 
   1H 
Dbl Pass 1NT Pass 
3NT All pass 
 
What card will you choose?   
 

J2  
AQ984 
Q6  
QT75  

 
 
Back to that first board. In the context of partner's double, you have an excellent 
hand and nothing less than a bid of 4H does justice to it, especially when playing for 
IMPs. Note partner's good takeout double with 5-4 in the majors but a relatively weak 
spade suit, which makes reaching this contract possible. 
 
Of course North, who isn't vulnerable, unhesitatingly bids 5D … 
 
BD: 17  Dlr: N 

AJ  Vul: None 
AQJT9762 
T63  

QJ8    A7532  
T9652    KQ43  
 

  K  
AQ984   KJ5  

KT964  
87  
8543  
72  

  

  
    

N
T 

N - 4 - - 1     12   

S - 4 - - 1   9   16 

E 4 - 4 3 -     3   

W 5 - 5 3 - 
 

 
Fortunately, your bid of 4H gives partner enough information about your hand to 
make competing to 5H a reasonable option – this contract just makes. In the Pairs, 
only about 30 pairs played in 5H, with a similar number choosing to defend 5Dx, 



which did not score particularly well. A number of EW pairs ended in 4S or higher, 
but that didn't work out at all. In fact NS have a relatively cheap save against 5H in 
6D, and a few pairs chose to bid this. 
 
The second deal is relatively simple, as long as you aren't addicted to finesses, 
which is unfortunately a relatively common affliction at our club! You need to take a 
minute to look for an alternative line of play. And with no problems in terms of entries 
to dummy, I hope you can see that there is a straightforward loser-on-loser play 
available, which as the cards lie proves to involve no loser at all.  
 
After drawing trumps, cash the K and A, then play J. If this is not covered by the 
queen, discard the 4 and if South does not win the trick, continue with the 10. If it 
is covered, ruff and return to dummy via the Q or A. In either case, with the Q 
on your right, you will be able to discard a losing spade and a losing diamond to 
make your contract with an overtrick. The point is that 6H is never in doubt on this 
line even if South holds Q, because you will have disposed of your spade loser and 
will still have an additional discard available. 
 
BD: 12 J76  Dlr: W

J8  Vul: N-S
Q652  
Q765  

32    A4  
Q63    AKT754 
AJ8    KT4  
AJT93   K4  

KQT985 
92  
973  
82  

  

  
    

N
T 

N - - - - -     6   

S - - - - -   12  17 

E 5 4 7 2 7     5   

W 5 4 7 2 7 
 

 
Of the 60 pairs that bid 6H in the Teams, most got this right, although 10 EW pairs 
went down. 
 
The third board highlights a strategy that I strongly believe in: if you have opened 
and RHO gets to 3NT, don't lead the suit that you first bid, because the opponents 
are obviously ready for it. Instead, choose a good alternative lead if you have one  
  



available. On this hand, you do have a perfectly reasonable second choice: the 5. 
As it turns out, this beats the contract (North-South take 6 tricks) whereas if you lead 
a low heart, the opponents make their game (indeed East-West will now make 10 
tricks). 
 
BD: 3 8765  Dlr: S 

5  Vul: E-W 
432  
A9842 

AK94    QT3  
KT6    J732  
AT975   KJ8  
K    J63  

J2  
AQ984 
Q6  
QT75  

  

  
    

N
T 

N 3 - - - -     4   

S 3 - - - -   17   8 

E - 4 2 3 1     11   

W - 4 2 3 1 
 

 
Across the field in the Teams, almost as many pairs made 3NT as went down. 
 
 

 
 
 

5 February 
Fourth suit forcing 
Rakesh Kumar 
 
In the evening on Wednesday 5 February, the dealing computer was having fun: 
there were 6-5, 6-6 and 7-4 hands in almost every round. Such hands can be difficult 
to bid, especially if one or both partners is/are strong and a fit is not immediately 
obvious. 
 
Rather than jumping around to show extra strength, it makes sense to consider using 
fourth suit forcing (FSF) while working out just where and how high the auction is 
heading. 
 
Many players use FSF to ask partner for a stopper when looking for a game in 
notrumps. Not so widely understood is the use of FSF to establish a game force and 



thus enable exploration of a possible slam. FSF would have worked very well on this 
board: 
 
BD: 15 732  Dlr: S

K8432 Vul: N-S
87  
J54  

9    AKT54 
7    AQT9  
AQ6532   9  
KQT63    A97  

QJ86  
J65  
KJT4  
82  

  

  
    

N
T 

N - - - - -     4   

S - - - - -   11  17 

E 7 5 4 5 6     8   

W 7 5 4 5 6 
 

 
West opens 1D and rebids 2C in response to partner's 1S. Now East should bid 2H, 
not because s/he is asking for a heart stopper for notrumps, but to force to game 
while keeping the bidding low enough to find out more about West's hand.  
 
West will rebid 3C at this point, thus showing at least 5/5 shape. With AK/A in the 
majors, East's hand now becomes potentially very suitable for a slam in clubs.  
 
Depending of your methods, there are a couple of possible routes to slam. East can 
set suit with 4C (which cannot be passed as the auction is already forcing to game) 
and then bid 4NT RKCB after West cues diamonds. Alternatively, if you have agreed 
to play Minorwood, in which 4-of-a-minor in an uncontested auction is treated as 
RKCB, then East's 4C will elicit the necessary information one level lower. 
 
In both cases, when West shows 2 keycards and the queen of trumps, bidding 6C 
becomes automatic.  
 
We didn't manage to get this right and instead played in 5C, making 13 tricks when 
the K was successfully picked up. That proved to be enough for a good score on 
the Wednesday evening, but once again highlighted that there is often a gap 
between scoring well and actually playing good bridge! 
 

 
 
 



3 March 
Bidding tales from the Gold Coast 
Rakesh Kumar 
 
Last week I spent 5 days playing at the Gold Coast Congress, first in the Teams and 
then in the Ivy Dahler Swiss Pairs. Both events are scored as IMPs, so a very high 
priority is getting to game and getting to the right game contract. Accurate slam 
bidding is also very important. Looking back at the swing hands over 248 boards, our 
gains didn't seem to involve any brilliant play or defence – many hands were won or 
lost in the bidding. So here are a few bidding questions for you. 
 
Firstly, you are vulnerable and your opponents are not. Your LHO opens 1H, partner 
overcalls 2D and RHO makes a negative double. What will you bid? 
 

A97  
A95  
K98732  
7  

 
Secondly, both vulnerable, as dealer you open 1D and partner bids 2H, promising 
10-12 hcp and a 6+ suit (this is a good treatment at Teams). What is your rebid? 
 

K5  
63  
AKT952  
AJ9  

 
And thirdly, again with both vulnerable, after 3 passes you open 1NT. Partner 
responds 2D, you accept the transfer with 2H and partner rebids 3NT. Do you pass 
or convert to 4H? 
 

KQ9  
K82  
KT92  
AQ2  

 
The vulnerable game bonus leads to some very aggressive bidding at Teams, but 
playing in 5 of a minor is still a hazardous occupation. There are three important 
factors that should influence your decision about whether a 5m contract is a good 
idea: (i) do you have a shapely hand with a shortage? (ii) do you have top controls 
i.e. aces and kings? (iii) do you have trump support to spare? 
 
On the first hand, from round 2 of the Teams, the answer to all three questions is an 
emphatic "yes" so partner had no hesitation in raising me to 5D. As you can see, this 
contract is unbeatable. 
  



Board 19 865432 

  
Dealer S T8  
Vul E-W  

 

  KQJ64  
KQT  

 

A97  
32  A95  
AJT54  K98732  
T93  7  

  

J  

  
KQJ764 
Q6  
A852  

 

6 

10 11 

13 
 

Makeable contracts 

    
NT 

N 5 - 3 1 - 

S 5 - 3 1 - 

E - 5 - - 2 

W - 5 - - 2 
 

 
Of course the 5D bid also makes it impossible for North-South to play in their cold 5C 
contract, or even to find the excellent 6C sacrifice. Our teammates were allowed to 
play in 5H undoubled (!) for a mere -150, which gained us 10 IMPs. 
 

Board 13 A62  

  
Dealer N KT7  
Vul Both Q4  
  KQ863  

Q8  

 

K5  
AQJ854  63  
J76  AKT952 
75  AJ9  

  

JT9743  

  
92  
83  
T42  

 

14 

10 15 

1 
 

Makeable contracts 

    
NT 

N 1 - - 1 - 

S 1 - - 1 - 

E - 4 4 - 3 

W - 4 4 - 3 
 

 



 
The second hand, also from the Teams, is a good illustration of the idea that with a 
potential source of tricks in a minor suit, you should consider playing in 3NT if you 
have some outside strength. My partner did rebid 3NT and with no shortage, I 
passed. He duly made 9 tricks on a spade lead, whereas our counterparts at the 
other table played in 4D making, for an 11 IMP swing to us. On this board, 4H is also 
makeable, but it wasn't necessarily going to be a better proposition. 
 
The third hand is from the Ivy Dahler Swiss Pairs and emphasises the point that with 
4333 shape, you are often better off in 3NT even if you do have a major suit fit. So I 
passed partner's 3NT. I was happy to be in that contract when it turned out that 
hearts broke 4-1 with North holding the AJT! 
 

Board 29 863  

  
Dealer N AJT4  
Vul Both AJ87  
  95  

KQ9  

 

AT  
K82  Q9763  
KT92  65  
AQ2  KJ76  

  

J7542  

  
5  
Q43  
T843  

 

10 

17 10 

3 
 

Makeable contracts 

    
NT 

N - - - - - 

S - - - - - 

E 2 1 3 1 3 

W 2 1 4 1 3 
 

 
In fact almost half the field went down in 4H, so we gained 7 IMPs against the datum 
(average score) which enabled us to draw our match with the eventual NS winners, 
David Beauchamp – Avi Kanetkar. 
 
 

 
 


