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A textbook example of Checkback Stayman, after 

think most experts would approve of this decision. 
Yet 4  making (after the club loser was discarded 

many tables North passed, South opened 1NT 
and then North didn’t have Puppet Stayman 
available and bid directly 3NT. After a spade lead 
that contract depended on the club finesse which 
was not destined to succeed.
Doesn’t this board support the theory that tops 
come of their own accord, and the main worry of 
the competitor is to avoid bottoms?!
Board 14, Dealer E, Vul None
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Yehuda Sagiv tried to muddy the waters for his 

this actually left Eliran with a choice of two cuebids. 
As he explained afterwards, 2

Had Nathalie known that, she might have bid 4  
immediately. Eliran bid the game anyway, and 10 
tricks were not difficult. Another good score when 
a large portion of the field stopped in a partscore.
I leave the readers to decide for themselves if this 
sample of boards supports the above theory or not. 
Much later in the evening, when the results were 
announced, Eliran and Nathalie learned that they 
have won 2nd prize, slightly behind the winners 
Bar Tarnovski (another member of the Israeli 

Melianne Sigal. Congratulations to 
the winners! My next and final English article will 
feature the Open Pairs event starting today.
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to lead clubs, and the score would be average at 
worst. However, East’s clubs were too good and 
nothing could persuade her not to lead them against 
a slam. Now there was no time to discard a club on 
the spades. Eliran had to try the trump finesse and 
when it failed it was all over. 
Six hearts down one did not contribute much to 
N/S’s chances of winning the tournament, but in the 
following rounds the crisis was overcome and Eliran 
and Nathalie enjoyed a series of good scores. 
Board 11, Dealer S, Vul None
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Dbl
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 but that would 
happen only when South has very long diamonds. 
Nathalie had a choise between Pass
she preferred the safer option. Declarer lost the 

N/S had an above-average score.
Board 12, Dealer W, Vul N/S
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Just when it seemed that E/W would buy the 
contract cheaply, Nathalie balanced with 2 . The 
dummy did not disappoint her. West decided 
to lead spades which were bid by his partner (I 

exploited her chance to discard a diamond loser. 
After finessing through the J she had 9 tricks and 
an excellent score.

Board 13, Dealer N, Vul Both
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During the last five years I had the honor to 
work together with Moti Gelbard on his series of 
instructional books about bidding from novice up 
to advanced level. Moti has a fantastic record in 
pairs events, both local and international, and we 
often talked about it. Moti explained his success in 

is to avoid bottom scores. Whenever one has a 
bottom score, 3 top scores are needed to balance 
it out and keep the hopes of winning alive.

concentrate on producing above-average scores. 
Top scores sometimes come of their own accord 
as a result of blunders by the opponents. One 
doesn’t need to worry about them. When the 
expert reaches the same contract as most of the 
field, His superior skills of play and defense bring 
about that extra trick which makes the difference. 
However, bidding against the field risks a bottom 
and is therefore undesirable.
Now we shall see how this theory translates into 
practice. You may remember Eliran Argelazi from my 
article in the first bulletin. I chose to kibitz him during 
the Mixed Pairs and he lived up to expectations, 
finishing the event in 2nd place together with his 
partner Nathalie Saada. However, during the short 
period in which I was watching their play, I may have 
actually seen how they lost the 1st place.
Board 8, Dealer W, Vul None
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11 tricks are pretty easy on the lay of the cards, 
but our heroes failed to bid the game. Eliran opted 
to open 1NT with 18 HCP. It is well known that 
David Birman, our Juniors coach, advocates to 
deduct 1 point from 4-3-3-3 hands for the purpose 
of openings NT. In my opinion this tactics is 
questionable for a Pairs event where the field is 
not especially strong, since it violates the principle 
of not bidding against the field. When an expert 
bids together with the field to a failing game he 
will rarely score below average, but when he 
underbids and the game happens to make he 
will have a poor score no matter how wonderful 
his play. While putting down her dummy, Nathalie 

she decided to be cautious. Unlucky.
Board 10, Dealer E, Vul Both
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trial bid hoping to inhibit a club lead. Afterwards he 

spade cuebid leaving the decision to partner. One 
may well argue with Nathalie’s rosy view (she had 

bottom. Had he passed 4

thanks to the possibility that East may be afraid 


