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The ACBL recently legalized opening or overcalling 1NT with a singleton.  Naturally, 
this change comes with a raft of provisos and conditions:  the singleton must be the 
ace, king, or queen; the hand must not also contain a doubleton (or void); the player 
who bids 1NT with a singleton must drop to his or her knees and beg for forgiveness 
at the conclusion of the deal.  Well, okay, I made that last part up.  I think.  Anyway, 
it's time to see what our Mid-Atlantic Masters think of this newfound freedom as the 
District 4 MSC takes on a difficult second-seat problem in which bidding 1NT with a 
singleton is an enticing option.  Lead me not into temptation; I can find it myself.... 

METHODS ARE 2/1 WITH "WALSH" 

A. With the other 12 cards as given, what is the lowest singleton club with 
which you would overcall 1NT? 

 ANSWER PANEL SOLVERS AWARD 
 King 4 15 20 
 Queen 2 9 20 
 Ace 1 2 20 
 Never 3 10 10 
 Jack 2 4 10 
 Ten 0 1 10 

MICHAEL SHUSTER:  A simple survey question offers some relief after the challeng-
ing problems of the past few months. 

That was certainly my intention.  The March and April problems were brutal both to 
solve and to score.  I felt we could all use a breather, and a two-part polling problem 
seemed a perfect form of R&R.  Unfortunately, my wording on part A wasn't ideal.  I 
should have phrased it, "...with which you would CONSIDER overcalling 1NT?"  I think 
that many respondents interpreted the question that way anyway, and at any rate 
it's far too late for a change.  So, let's run with it. 

MATCHPOINTS, BOTH VULNERABLE 

-AQ98  -Q10743  -AQ6  -K 

 South West North East 

    1 
 ? 

1NT = 15-18 HCP 



 

BOB GRINWIS:  None (Never).  Not with a singleton. 

TOM WEIK:  None (Never).  Not with this hand, although there are other hands 
where I would consider 1NT with a high singleton.  The five-card major is a flaw.  
Partner might well have a singleton or doubleton spade.  After a spade lead, a heart 
contract may be quite playable, even if partner has little in the way of high cards. 

BARRY PASSER (with BARRY COHEN):  None (Never).  Not because I have a singleton, 
but because I have too much potential for 4. 

PETE FILANDRO:  None (Never).  Opening 1NT with a singleton honor may appeal on 
some shapes (though not this one), but overcalling 1NT with a singleton honor with-
out any source of tricks, e.g. AKQJx somewhere, is never appealing.  The opponents 
already know too much, and if partner bids or pulls to clubs, my dummy will disap-
point her. 

BILL PORT:  None (Never).  Overcalling 1NT with a singleton is a recipe for disaster.  
There are 12 clubs in the other three hands.  With five decent hearts, I'll head in 
that direction instead. 

ED SHAPIRO:  None (Never).  Way too many flaws with this shape to overcall 1NT.  
My partners reopen aggressively, so I'll likely have a second chance to act.  And if 
not, why should defending against vulnerable opponents be unproductive? 

KARL BARTH:  None (Never).  I'm sympathetic to the stiff A holding, but that's the 
only one that tempts me.  After my preferred call (Double), it seems to me that I'll 
still have a chance to mention my double spade stopper if it's relevant, no? 

I concur with all of the above.  After the 1 opener on my right, both vulnerable, I'm 
not sure whether this hand is screaming "hearts!" or "defense!" at me, but it's not 
screaming "notrump!".  Besides, although a bridge tournament is the one place on 
earth where I'm still in the "young" quartile, I'm way too old-fashioned to consider 

bidding 1NT with a stiff, even the A.  Get off my lawn you blasted kids! 

Modernity, however, rules the day.  Forty of our 53 respondents this month are 
willing to entertain a notrump overcall, given the right club holding.  What's right?  
For some, it's as little as: 

CHRIS KAUFMAN (with JOHN JONES):  J.  I might fudge 1NT having a singleton, but 
I'm not cheating on point count. 

STEPHEN COOPER (with RICHARD HARTZ JR. similarly):  J.  To go outside of the 
agreed range is a flaw.  The five-card heart suit is a flaw.  You should never make a 
bid that has two flaws. 

CRAIG ROBINSON:  J.  Anything lower than the jack is against the rules.  The nine-
eight of spades is worth an additional stopper, so the spade holding can be up-
graded by at least two points. 

I'm not keen to argue with a former ACBL president on the rules, let me tell you.  But, 
if I read the 2016 law change correctly, a 1NT overcall with a singleton also requires 
the stiff to be the ace, king, or queen.  At any rate, this is a polling question, so the 
Jack is perfectly kosher here.  Willing to skate by with the book minimum are: 



STEVE WHITE:  Q.  Most likely I'd overcall 2 at the table regardless of the club 
card, but realistically, 1NT should have at least the queen. 

MICHAEL SHUSTER:  Q.  The queen and the king each give positional value.  The 
jack gives me too little of a hand to risk an off-shape 1NT.  I wouldn't bid 1NT with 
a stiff A, but you didn't ask that. 

JONATHAN BRILL:  Q.  It's okay to pass with 15 HCP, even when you are playing 1NT 
overcalls as 15-18 HCP.  But, passing a 16-count would just be weird. 

Uh...er...(*gulp*)....  I wonder what Jonathan's going to think when he sees my an-
swer to Part B. 

DON DALPE:  A.  With the ace, the hand is just too good, even vulnerable at match-
points, to stay out of the early auction.  I'll just hope partner has the J and some 
pips in clubs. 

Gladys Knight and Don would make a great partnership.  The majority of the Club 
were perfectly content with the king they were dealt. 

CONNIE GOLDBERG:  K.  Would I ever bid 1NT with the Q?  I'd have to hold: 
AQ98   Q10974   AQ10   Q 

...with which I'd feel compelled to overcall 1NT despite the flaws.  But without good 
suit texture, no thanks. 

ANDY MUENZ:  K.  I'm borderline on coming in with the Q, but I decided against 
it because, if I pass and LHO passes, partner is likely to balance...The biggest danger 
is that they find a club fit and get to the three level before we can find our heart fit. 

RUI MARQUES:  K.  Opening this type of hand 1NT, especially at matchpoints, is 
fine by me.  Overcalling is a different subject.  It's a reasonable risk with the K 
because the king might score on some layouts.  With the Q or less, it's not. 

RICHARD HARTZ, SR.:  K.  Although with five hearts, I am unlikely to overcall 1NT. 

JIM EAGLETON:  K.  I'm not insisting on a full stopper, but rather protecting partner 
who might bid a long club suit. 

BILL SCHMIDT:  K.  With anything lower than the K, I'd have to downgrade the 
hand, and I never overcall 1NT with 14 HCP. 

Fair enough.  The times, they are a-changin', even if I'm a-standin' still.  Sooner or 
later I'll come over to the dark side, probably at first when my partner has a weak six-
card club suit and is thinking to himself, "It must be safe to bid these; Nick never over-

calls 1NT with a singleton!"  For the scoring, the K was the plurality choice, but I 
gave 20 points to anyone within one card of rank.  What's a pip between friends? 

 

B. What is your call? 

 ANSWER PANEL SOLVERS AWARD 
 1NT 7 22 80 

 2 3 10 70 
 Pass 2 1 60 
 Double 0 8 60 
 



The second part of this month's poll also pertains to an overcalling practice, but it's 
not 1NT.  Suit standards for a two-level vulnerable overcall have loosened over time.  
It was once a firm requirement to have a six-card suit, or at least a very chunky five-
bagger.  But today, with the competitive bidding principle of "get in early and get out 
fast" holding sway, players routinely overcall on suits that would make our grandpar-
ents twitch. 

Problem B asks the musical questions: Have matters reached the point where over-

calling 2 on queen-ten-fifth is acceptable if the rest of the hand merits a two-level 
intervention?  If the choice is between that and 1NT with a singleton, which is prefer-
able?  Would anyone today still pass with this hand?  Let's find out.  Sorry, you'll have 
to provide your own music.  There's only so much one can do in a PDF. 

RICH ROTHWARF:  2.  This and 1NT are both flawed, with lots of ways either could 
lead to disaster.  But, with eight hearts outstanding, partner rates to have at least 
three, particularly as opener has many spaces in his hand taken up by spades. 

BILL FOSTER:  2.  With five hearts, I prefer this to 1NT. 

RICHARD HARTZ, SR.:  2.  The suit quality is not ideal, but my extra values should 
protect me.  It's unlikely we'll find a heart fit unless I bid them now. 

TOM WEIK (with CHRIS KAUFMAN):  2.  My hand can ruff clubs in a heart contract 
that the opponents would otherwise cash in a notrump contract.  That, along with 
the possibility of ruffing a spade or two in dummy (and thereby gaining entries to 
the board) makes playing in hearts attractive. 

CATHY STRAUSS:  2.  I'm not thrilled with the suit, but double understates the heart 
length.  If partner advances 3, I'll try 3NT. 

PETE FILANDRO:  2.  I won't overcall 1NT with a singleton without a source of tricks.  
But, if partner has shortish spades and a moderate heart fit, I may go plus against 
a spade lead even opposite a near-bust.  Partner is allowed to have a helpful K or 
Q. 

BARRY PASSER:  2.  If partner has as little as jack-fourth in hearts and three points 
anywhere, he'll bid 3 (weak) and I'll raise to game.  [Even with a 2 cue-bid avail-
able, I'd treat 3 as constructive rather than weak, unless we had special methods 
to distinguish between the two raises. - NS] 

LYNN HARRIS:  2.  If our side is declaring, it's likely to be in hearts.  I would rather 
have the opening lead come up to my hand, rather than through it. 

BILL PORT:  2.  The only choice as far as I'm concerned.  With opener's presumed 
13 HCP and my 17, our side is unlikely to get to a making game.  On the other hand, 
my power cards are all in the right places.  By competing in hearts, we may push 
East-West too high in spades, which I will double. 

All of these arguments have merit -- hearts is probably our best strain for competition, 
our cards seem well placed, double misdescribes our heart (and, ahem, club) length, 
we'd rather declare than be dummy, partner should have some measure of support 
and a useful card or two, and if the opponents get too frisky in spades, kaboom!  But, 
um, queen-ten-fifth?  Kabooms work both ways.  If partner behaves, and if the oppo-

nents' hearts split in a civilized manner -- both big ifs -- then overcalling 2 will often 
turn out brilliantly.  If not...well, it's only one board at matchpoints. 



Mind you, the main alternative also has a rather significant flaw.... 

MICHAEL SHUSTER:  1NT.  The K is the challenging card.  I'm very close to being 
worth a double followed by 2, but the lack of texture in hearts pushes me to 1NT. 

JOHN JONES:  1NT.  A little off-shape, but it rates to be effective. 

ANDY MUENZ:  1NT.  I'm strong enough that I have to do something.  Bidding that 
heart suit vulnerable at the two-level is too risky, and double is out with the single-
ton club.  With 17 HCP, it's somewhat less likely that LHO will be able to make me 
pay for this.  There's still a question as to where seven tricks are coming from. 

CONNIE GOLDBERG:  1NT.  I can't double or bid 2.  1NT is the most descriptive bid, 
though it's betting on the K carrying its full weight.  If they buy the hand, I'll have 
pinpointed the location of the missing honors.  If I'm doubled, it could be very ugly. 

BRUCE SCHWAIDELSON:  1NT.  I'm not in love with this call, but it defines the hand 
pretty well.  The stiff K doesn't bother me, but we might have a tough time finding 
our heart fit if that's our best strain. 

DANIEL DROZ:  1NT.  A hand this strong cannot be passed.  1NT is definitely the best 
description.  The singleton club is its only flaw.  I'm fine with whatever partner does 
next, and the risk of a penalty double by West is really no greater here than any 
other time we overcall 1NT.  Indeed, I expect this call to win clearly -- now that I've 
said this, I've jinxed it, of course.  [Not this time. - NS] 

BOB AND JOANN GLASSON:  1NT.  More descriptive than overcalling 2. 

Dispatches from the Bidding What's Under Their Noses Dept.: 

STEPHEN COOPER:  1NT.  A balanced 15-to-18 with values in spades.  No other bid 
describes this hand to partner. 

PHILIP FREIDENREICH:  1NT.  It's what I have. 

BILL SCHMIDT:  1NT.  Weak hearts, good spades. 

DAVE WACHSMAN:  1NT.  I'll go with the field on this one. 

Several 1NT bidders chimed in with their opinions of the 2 overcall: 

JOHN HEMMER:  1NT.  The spade nine-eight convinces me.  Second choice is 2. 

JONATHAN BRILL:  1NT.  An overcall of 2 is not that bad.  Of course I would prefer 
a better suit, but the spade length increases the likelihood that partner has genuine 
heart support. 

JAY APFELBAUM:  1NT.  Offers the most flexibility.  2 puts all our eggs in one bas-
ket. 

DANIEL DROZ (cont.):  ...Overcalling 2 is inappropriate with nearly balanced shape 
and poor hearts. 

RICK ROWLAND:  1NT.  No thought whatsoever to bidding that heart suit. 

RUI MARQUES:  1NT.  I don't like it, but I like pass even less because I will be totally 
preempted next round.  2 on that heart suit is insane. 

HOWARD WACHTEL:  1NT.  The suit quality is very weak for a vulnerable 2.  Some 
may make that call anyway, reasoning that partner is likely to be short in spades 



and that South can expect to get some ruffs.  But, a 2 contract will be hard to play 
if partner lacks heart honors. 

Howard's end point is valid.  Yes, dummy's spade shortness sits over West's, but that 
might not do us any good if West is cheerfully ruffing with heart spots higher than 
North's...or, if North doesn't have many hearts to ruff with, period. 

MARK KINZER:  1NT.  You sort of stacked the deck by asking the questions this way! 

BARRY DEHLIN:  1NT.  Are you trying to trick those who responded Ace or King in 
part A, but then did not call 1NT in part B?  Didn't work on me... 

Moi??  Perish the thought!  As always, my motives are as pure as the driven snow.  
Except in April, when anything goes. 

True confessions: 

STEVE WHITE:  1NT.  I recognize that 1NT is best, even though at the table, I would 
choose 2.  It's too ingrained in me that 1NT shows a balanced hand. 

BRUCE SCHWAIDELSON (cont.):  ...The last time I overcalled 1NT with a stiff king, 
dummy had jack-low.  The opening lead was low from an unbid queen-sixth.  
Opener to my right took his ace, I dropped the king...and RHO shifted(!), convinced 
I was unblocking to gain an entry to dummy. 

If neither 1NT nor 2 strikes your fancy, there's always every bridge player's favorite 
fallback:  double, and hope to land on your feet later. 

KARL BARTH:  Double.  I certainly won't mind if partner bids hearts, or diamonds, or 
clubs.  I have plenty to bid again.  Yes, including the slight overbid of 2NT over 2. 

CHRISTINE SGRO:  Double.  I'll bid hearts or notrump next. 

WILLIAM BAUER (with BARRY COHEN and BOB GRINWIS echoing the bidding plan):  
Double.  With the well-situated Q, South has an 18-point hand.  Over partner's 
minor-suit advance, I'll rebid 2.  [Grinwis added that a direct 2 overcall was "out 
of the question" due to the hand's strength. - Ed.] 

MANOJ K. DEB-ROY:  Double.  If North bids 2 or 2, I'll rebid 2 to show a strong 
hand with five-plus hearts.  If North advances 2, I'll use check backs to explore 
slam possibilities. 

RICHARD HARTZ, JR.:  Double.  If I bid 1NT, partner becomes the boss, and it will be 
hard to show my shape accurately.  With this hand, I want to place the contract, so 
let's double and see what we find out.  I have good rebids available. 

It's something of a paradox that, among modern experts, the heart suit may not be 

strong enough to overcall 2 directly, but it's plenty strong enough to double and 
then bid 2.  The latter these days shows what many of our doublers imply: a flexible 
hand too strong to overcall, but not necessarily all-hearts.  The skeleton for such an 
action is 1=6=3=3 or either 1=5=4-3 variation.  (With a strong one-suiter in hearts, 
one doubles and either jumps in hearts to say "I got the goods in this suit", or follows 

with 2 and then 3 to indicate long hearts but openness to other strains.)  Anyway, 
my objection to the double is: too many spades, not enough clubs. 

So what's left?  Well, I know it's primeval, but if you have nothing good to say, why 
not say nothing? 



DON DALPE:  Pass.  Maybe I'd take action at some other form of scoring, or if non-
vulnerable at matchpoints. 

ED SHAPIRO:  Pass.  For now.  In my partnerships, if I come in later in the middle of 
"their" live auction, I'm showing a good hand for which no direct action over 1 
was suitable. 

Me too.  I admit, though, that the 1NT bidders made a convincing case.  I might even 
overcall 1NT at any vulnerability but this one.  But, dragging me fully into the 2010s 
is still a work in progress.  South has a takeout double of clubs, but East wasn't polite 
enough to open in that suit.  Over 1, this hand looks defensive to me, and both 
vulnerable is the worst time to over-compete. 

True, I might regret passing if the opponents find their club fit and get to 3 before 
our side mentions the word "hearts".  That's unfortunately a lively possibility.  But, 
it's at least as likely that, if I just stay quiet, the auction will continue a forcing 

notrump by West, a minor-suit rebid by East, 2 by West, all pass.  (That in fact was 
what happened at the table, but on a materially different South hand.  Among other 
spot-card changes, I turned a low club into the king for polling purposes.)  If I bid 1NT 

or 2 and buy the contract, I'll need partner to have a few high cards, because oth-
erwise I'm going to have to lead away from my many tenaces ad nauseum.  But, if 
North has some cards, then defending in my strongest suit looks even more attractive.  
I like getting 100 a trick. 

Final Word this month goes to a nervous 2 bidder: 

CHRIS KAUFMAN:  2.  It's bad enough that I have to bid this, but now I have to 
defend my call? 

Of course!  Bridge means having to say you're sorry every seven-and-a-half minutes, 
or every five in the Fast Pairs.  Enjoy the May weather, everyone; see you in June with 
our first status update on the 2019 D4MSC Challenge. 

             

The District 4 Master Solvers' Club appreciates problem submissions of any sort.  Our 
crack analytic staff can be reached at d4msc@straguzzi.org.  Monthly problems plus 
our online submission form can be found at http://d4msc.straguzzi.org/ 
 


