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We've reached the end of another calendar year.  2017, wow, you went by so fast, 
we hardly knew you!  (What's that?  Oh.  Well, then 2018 went by really fast.)  At any 
rate, December means that it's time to crown our new champions in the District 4 
MSC Challenge, with which comes two free D4 Regional entries, lasting adulation, 
and 12 months' worth of bragging rights around the Mid-Atlantic duplicate bridge 
scene.  Steve White and the Glassons won last year's contests for Solvers and Panel-
ists, respectively, and you'll soon see who took the honors for 2018, if you haven't 
peeked ahead already.  And, remember: a brand new contest starts today, so if you've 
ever wanted to become a full participating member of the D4MSC, this month would 
be a great time to start.  Instructions are at the end of the article. 

METHODS ARE 2/1 WITH "WALSH"  

A. What is your call?  If you pass or double, what is your opening lead? 

 CALL PANEL SOLVERS AWARD 

 Pass / A 5 10 100 

 Pass / J 1 15 90 

 Double / A 3 1 90 

 Pass / 2 1 3 80 

 Double / J 1 3 80 

 Double / 2 0 3 70 

 5 1 7 70 

 5 0 1 70 

 5 0 1 70 

Passing can't be right!  It just can't!! 

"Calm yourself, my good man!  Und, vould you please lie back down?  You are get-
ting shoe marks all over my brand new couch." 

MATCHPOINTS, EAST-WEST VULNERABLE 

-AQ862  -J1092  -AQ9  -2 

 South West North East 

 1 Pass 4* 5 
 ? 

* - PREEMPTIVE, NEITHER SHOWS NOR DENIES A 

SIDE ACE OR KING 



Hmm?  Oh, sorry Dr. Freud.  But this problem has me at my wits' end.  How can 
Pass be the top action?  35 out of 56 respondents chose it; that's almost 65%! 

"Indeed.  It was not even close, as you Americans like to say.  Clearly, the players 
of your District see this problem differently than you.  And, knowing vat I do about 
your own qvestionable bridge game, you vould be wise to pay heed." 

Well, normally I would, but this situation is different.  This is about math, not 
bridge.  It's matchpoints, and we're at favorable vulnerability.  It's virtually impossible 

for Pass to be the best-scoring action.  If you think 5 is going down, you should 

double.  If you think it's going to make, or that our side can make 5 , you should bid.  
It's as simple as that! 

"So you say.  Vat do your expert Panelists think?" 

MICHAEL SHUSTER:  Pass.  My defense is too promising to save unilaterally, but not 
so promising that I should double in front of partner, perhaps talking him out of a 
natural continuation. 

RICH ROTHWARF:  Pass.  Not quite good enough to bid 5, not enough defense to 
double.  One of those must be better than passing, but partner could still do some-
thing. 

PETE FILANDRO (with JONATHAN BRILL also citing 'masterminding'):  Pass.  Bidding on 
would be masterminding - not a good partnership trait.  Doubling would be insult-
ing my partner.  I have a minimum opener in context and the expected number of 
quick tricks.  If there is a double to be made, it is partner's. 

CRAIG ROBINSON:  Pass.  This seems like what a responsible partner would do. 

TOM WEIK:  Pass.  I have a solid opener, but nothing exceptional or unusual.  I have 
no clarity as to who can make what.  There's no reason to take control by making a 
bid that indicates I do.  It's unlikely that partner will have an opinion, so 5 is likely 
to be passed out.  East is vulnerable versus not, so he is not bidding on cheese. 

JAY APFELBAUM:  Pass.  I trust partner will take a reasonable action. 

"There now.  Is that not a highly respected group of players in your District?" 

Um, yeah.  It is.  All of them are very good and very successful matchpoint players. 

"Better than you?" 

That's not a particularly high bar to get over. 

"Und this 'Veik' fellow?  Is he not attempting to close out the first Perfect 1000 score 
in your bidding forum's history?  Vould you not say that his opinion deserves addi-
tional respect under the circumstances?" 

Well, yeah, but.... 

"There are no boots, sir!" 

Boots? 

"Boots!  Boots!  Unds, ors, boots!" 

Oh, buts.  Maybe.  I mean, Tom and Rich both imply that they know passing is unlikely 
lead to our best possible result, but they aren't sure whether bidding or doubling is 
better.  They're hoping that partner might know and bail the partnership out. 



"Und vat is wrong with that strategy?" 

Well, for one thing, partner is hardly likely to take a call no matter what he holds.  He 
preempted; that generally means that he's finished describing his hand and that 
we're captain of the auction.  He's not supposed to bid again unsolicited unless he has 
a highly unusual hand.  And, he'll almost never be able to double no matter what he 
holds.  A pass by us isn't forcing, you know - not even at this vulnerability. 

"Is partner unavare that ve must have a better spot than to defend 5 undoubled?" 

Sure he's aware of it!  North in the D4MSC is assumed to be an expert.  But, that still 
doesn't make our pass forcing.  Although, I concede that this sort of auction perhaps 
ought to be an exception to the usual rules of captaincy.  North shouldn't be com-
pelled to silence knowing what we both know. 

"Hmm.  Ve may be making progress.  Vat do your Solvers have to say?" 

MARK KINZER:  Pass.  The five level belongs to the opponents.  At this vulnerability, 
a few partnerships play that a pass here is forcing.  But, I think that if partner can't 
double, we might as well just defend 5 undoubled and avoid the potential -550.  
After all, we've made them guess.  Maybe they guessed wrong. 

CHRIS MARLOW:  Pass.  Let partner double if he can.  We preempted in part to 
make them guess.  If they go down in 5, we're getting a decent score.  If I double 
and they make it, I don't want to consider the post-mortem. 

KARL BARTH:  Pass.  Doesn't it sound like East has the best hand at the table?  At 
matchpoints, it's completely reasonable to hope that the opponents are in the 
wrong contract. 

CATHY STRAUSS:  Pass.  I can't be sure that three tricks will cash, and I certainly 
don't want to push them into a making vulnerable slam by bidding 5. 

WILLIAM KILMER (with ANDY MUENZ):  Pass.  I've already described my hand and 
have nothing else remarkable to report.  East saw the vulnerability before he bid. 

LYNN HARRIS:  Pass.  East is probably not crazy. 

JOHN JONES:  Pass.  Certainly, it's better for our side either to bid or double.  But, 
which is it?  Maybe partner has an opinion.  Or, maybe West will act. 

HOWARD WACHTEL:  Pass.  I doubt we can make 5, so our best chance for a plus 
score is to defend 5.  With no trump tricks, I prefer not to double. 

BILL BURNETT:  Pass.  Partner can still act with a two-suiter. 

JOHN HEMMER (with BARRY DEHLIN, STEVE GIBBON, BRUCE SCHWAIDELSON and TED 

LEVY all similarly):  Pass.  I have an opening hand and nothing more.  Also, I'll be on 
opening lead, so even if I were to bid, there's no sense in showing my diamond 
honors.  The final decision is up to partner.  [Levy added explicitly that his pass is 
not forcing. - Ed.] 

"Und are these not good reasons as vell to pass?  Unsureness over vich alternative is 
superior, hopefulness that the opponents will misjudge, fear of pushing them into a 
making slam, the danger of giving away vital information?" 

Er, yeah, they are.  East bid under tremendous pressure, and West might have a tough 
decision coming too.  Plus, East might have a trillion clubs, but statistically he's at 



least as likely to have a massive two-suiter on this auction - like, seven or eight strong 
clubs plus a heart kicker headed by the ace-king.  Cathy Strauss is right: if dummy hits 
with the right quack or two, we might not be able to set 6, let alone five. 

"Indeed.  As your Herr Kinzer remarked, guessing at the five-level should be reserved 
for the opponents.  Tell me, my good man - vat do the 35% minority opinions think?" 

BILL PORT:  Double.  I have too much merely to pass.  If partner has any side values, 
that will be a big help in setting 5.  It is possible, but not probable, that he'll have 
the right cards to make 5. 

BARRY PASSER:  Double.  It's matchpoints.  If by some miracle we were making 4, 
then I want +200 or +500.  If we can't beat 5, oh well.  There's nothing to be said 
for passing. 

TODD HOLES:  Double.  Having made the decision not to sacrifice, I may as well try 
to squeeze everything I can out of the situation at matchpoints. 

STEVE WHITE (with BILL SCHMIDT):  Double.  5 seems insane, because it is almost 
sure not to make, and 5 might not be making either.  Best to hope that the oppo-
nents have misjudged.  Since –600 is likely to be a poor score, I'll double, which is a 
reasonable shot in many common situations. 

ED SHAPIRO:  Double.  No imagination. 

RICHARD HARTZ, SR (with BILL BAUER similarly):  5.  If East has a spade void, which 
is a very likely possibility on the bidding, I may be looking at only two defensive 
tricks in diamonds.  That eliminates, for me, the option of doubling.  5 might even 
make, if partner is short in hearts. 

CHRISTINE SGRO:  5.  5 sounds like a poker bluff to me.  East believes he will go 
down at most one trick, vulnerable.  Maybe I'll make five. 

BOB GRINWIS:  5.  Based on the vulnerability and the presence of at least ten 
trumps.  5 may make. 

DAVE WACHSMAN:  5.  A multi-purpose bid on the way to 5.  It invites a heart 
cue-bid while showing the A.  Let East-West worry about what to do next. 

BILL FOSTER:  5.  A close second choice is to pass. 

DON DALPE:  5.  If I were sure that this was a forcing pass situation, I'd pass.  As it 
is, I'll hope that partner is short in hearts or that the opponents can make 5. 

"Vell, now.  Are any of those arguments more convincing than those for passing?" 

I...uh, that is...(*sigh*).  OK.  No, they're not.  But I do know this: almost surely, one-
half of that group are going to outscore the passers on this deal.  I just don't know 
which half it is.  And, again, to borrow one of Don Dalpe's favorite sayings: this isn't 
bridge, it's matchpoints.  It's not how many points you're right by, it's how often 
you're right.  I'm not saying that the guess is easy; I'm merely pointing out that either 
doubling or bidding will score better. 

"Boot, you do not know vich?" 

No.  I don't. 



"Well then, vhy not pass and try to pick up some matchpoints on defense?  We haven't 
even begun to discuss the opening lead half of the problem." 

That's true.  We haven't.  I've been so wrapped around the axle with the bid-pass-
double aspect that the rest had slipped my mind.  Anyone who bid was excused from 
finding a lead, though quite a few of them chimed in anyway with an opinion.  As it 

turned out, the Club as a whole was split between the A and J, but the Panelists 
gave a clear majority to the former, so it earned the higher award. 

PETE FILANDRO (with RICH ROTHWARF, JAY APFELBAUM, and TED LEVY):  Pass/A.  
Any lead could be a disaster.  A trump could pick up queen-third in partner's hand.  
Either ace could let declarer score the king.  A heart could allow declarer to get fast 
discards.  There are no guarantees with leading the A, but if it lives, partner's sig-
nal will help me find the right shift. 

MICHAEL SHUSTER:  Pass/A.  It's close between this and a trump.  In the long run, I 
think I'm better off trying to stop a spade pitch on dummy's hearts than to stop a 
ruff in dummy. 

BARRY DEHLIN:  Pass/A.  The A seems clear-cut to me.  Even if West has the K 
and East is void, who's to say that dummy will have an entry?  East's hand is highly 
distributional.  A heart lead might give declarer the chance to finesse North, which 
his entry situation would not otherwise allow. 

ED SHAPIRO:  Double/A.  See comment above. [Which was, "No imagination." -
Ed.] 

STEVE WHITE:  Double/A. I'll try beating this in the simplest way: cash a spade 
trick, then hope we have two more tricks coming. 

CHRIS KAUFMAN (supported by BILL BAUER):  Pass/A.  Seems pretty obvious.  Sure, 
declarer could ruff this, cross to dummy, and ditch a loser on the K.  If so, oh well.  
It's more likely that, after a passive lead, declarer will be able to pitch a spade loser 
on dummy's hearts. 

TOM WEIK:  Pass/A.  Let's see if we have a spade trick and can grab it before it 
goes away.  If declarer ruffs and the K is dummy, we may have blown a trick, but 
that is unclear.  Besides, the odds favor partner holding the king, by roughly 5-to-3. 

Hey, Tom Weik chose Pass/spade Ace!  That means he.... 

"Focus, please!  There vill be time for accolades later.  Vat did the respondents who 
chose the jack of hearts have to say?" 

BARRY COHEN:  Pass/J.  This seems clear. 

RUI MARQUES:  Pass/J.  A lot of cards crossed my mind, but I'll go with the passive 
lead. 

CHRIS MARLOW (with MARK KINZER):  Pass/J.  Seems that safest is best here.  I 
honestly don't see anything more reasonable. 

JONATHAN BRILL:  Pass/J.  There is nothing about this auction that suggests it is 
important to lead a trump, nor evidence that our tricks are going to disappear if I 
don't bang down an ace.  On the other hand, there is a reasonable likelihood that 
my AQ9 is sitting over some diamond values in declarer's hand. 



ANDY MUENZ:  Pass/J.  If I lead the A, I'll find declarer with a void and dummy 
with the king.  [Karl Barth was similarly fatalistic about the A lead; both, as you 
will shortly see, had reason to worry. - NS]  A diamond is a non-starter.  I see no 
reason to pick off partner's queen-third of clubs.  A heart seems mostly safe, 
though it's certainly possible that it will give declarer a chance to pitch a spade 
loser on dummy's heart winners. 

RICH EVANS:  Pass/J.  I'm not helping declarer with a trump lead, and I don't like 
leading an ace on wildly distributional deals and watching it get ruffed. 

DANIEL DROZ:  Pass/J.  I don't want to give up a trick if I can help it; it's match-
points.  And, I think it's not at all unlikely that West has the K and East is void.  A 
heart is safest.  At IMPs, I might consider leading the 2, hoping that partner will 
win with the K and, reading the deuce as suit-preference, switch to diamonds be-
fore declarer can take any discards.  But I don't want to give away an overtrick if 
dummy indeed has the K. 

TODD HOLES:  Double/J.  I worry that the A will be ruffed.  A heart gives nothing 
away. 

BILL SCHMIDT:  Double/J.  I'm tempted to try the 2, but partner might not have 
the K or (horrors) might have it and decide not to play it at trick one. 

"It vould seem like either card could be the winner.  If you ask me, I think the best 
choice of the two is to..." 

Hold on, Doctor!  Now it's your turn to focus.  There's a third option here, after all: 

BARRY PASSER:  Pass/2.  I hope to save a heart trick in case East has a big club-
heart two-suiter and dummy is short in hearts. 

MARK BOLOTIN:  Pass/2.  I have stuff to protect in all three suits.  Hopefully I 
haven't picked up partner's queen-third of trumps, but that seems less likely than 
giving up a trick with another lead. 

CRAIG ROBINSON:  Pass/2.  This might save a trick.  That would be good. 

"Bah!  Leading a club into East's holding is preposterous!" 

Why?  You have to lead something, and all four suits have their dangers.  What's so 
bad about choosing the one suit where you know declarer is loaded for bear?  The 
chance that you'll pickle partner's trump trick isn't zero, but it has to be pretty darn 
close.  East just informed the table he thinks he might take eleven tricks with clubs as 
trump.  I don't know what sort of freak he holds, but I'd just as soon try throwing him 
into his hand and letting him break his own suits. 

"Hmph.  Your impertinence is appalling.  To be clear: I am the vorld's greatest psychi-
atrist, und you are merely a bidding forum director and mediocre card-pusher." 

(*sigh*)  Yeah, I suppose you're right.  At any rate, thank you Dr. Freud for bringing 
your insight and expertise to our D4MSC readers this month, particularly on the bid-

ding half of the problem.  Incidentally, at the table, I passed 5 as South. 

"Vell, thank you my good man, und I....vait.  You did vat?" 

I passed.  Honestly, I thought it was a pretty easy call.  The opening lead was the 
tough part.  It's a fallacy that one must double or bid in situations like this, because 



you "know" that one or the other will always outscore the pass.  That's true superfi-
cially, but for all you know, partner might have earned us an excellent board already 
by stretching to bid 4, or East might have already erred by bidding 5.  Only if you 
could be sure that most other Souths would be faced with this same dilemma would 
it be justifiable to bid or double.  Otherwise, just let the preempt do its work and save 
your stress for another board. 

"Boot...boot...then vhy did you summon me if you believed that passing vas right all 
along?" 

Because while I admit I'm just a mediocre card-pusher, you're merely a bit of literary 
license I took to make this month's article a little different for once.  Now, begone! 

(Dr. Freud vanishes in a puff of smoke.) 

Anyway, it's true: I did pass at the table, and I led the deuce of clubs.  I think the 
rationale behind the pass is rock-solid, for all the reasons that this month's majority 
made.  As for the opening lead...erp, well, uh...sometimes it's better to be lucky than 
good.  The serendipitous layout was something like this: 

  J109753 

  854 

  82 

  96 

 K4   --- 

 AQ763   K 

 107543   KJ6 

 10   AKQJ87543 

  AQ862 

  J1092 

  AQ9 

  2 

Away went dummy's sole non-heart entry at trick one, and North's modest eight of 
hearts kept me from being squeezed when declarer ran his clubs.  Partner's aggres-
sive 4 raise indeed served us well by keeping the opponents out of 3NT.  And, the 
club lead held the opponents to eleven tricks for a very good result.   On a heart lead, 

declarer makes twelve easy tricks; on the A, he takes all thirteen.  To be very clear: 
the club lead was extraordinarily lucky, and I suspect that the A and J would fare 
as well or better in the long run.  The pass, on the other hand, I'm sure is correct.  Take 

credit if you bid 5 though; that goes for only –500. 

             

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/ 
 



2018 District 4 MSC Challenge - Final Standings 
 
The 1972 Miami Dolphins.  Secretariat.  Nadia Comaneci.  Tom Weik.  Perfection puts 
you into pretty impressive company.  Tom won the Panelists' Cup this year in record 
fashion, scoring the Club's first 1000 to outpace Rick Rowland and Ed Shapiro by 20 
points.  (Tom's June score of 90 was dropped, and he didn't submit an entry in Febru-
ary.)  That'll be a tough act to follow. 
 
Bill Burnett came pretty close to perfection himself, setting a new Solvers' Cup record 
with a 990.  He scored 100 the last four months, and he needed every last point be-
cause Barry Dehlin, after a so-so start, notched seven straight 100's to finish out the 
year.  He and Bruce Schwaidelson tied for second at 980.  Bill will join the Panelists in 
2019, while 2017 champ Steve White returns to the Solvers' side. 
 
Tom and Bill each win a pair of free session entries to a District 4 Regional in 2019.  A 
new contest starts with this month's January problem on the D4MSC website 
(http://d4msc.straguzzi.org/).  Remember, your two lowest scores of the year are 
dropped, so even if you miss or bomb a month, you're still in the race. 
 
Our 2018 Honor Roll of 950+ scorers: 
 

Panelists 
1. Tom Weik 1000 

2t Rick Rowland 980 

 Ed Shapiro 980 

4t Connie Goldberg 970 

 Rich Rothwarf 970 

 Michael Shuster 970 

 Steve White 970 

Also scoring 900+ (alphabetically): 

Jay Apfelbaum, Pete Filandro, Bob & 
Joanne Glasson, Craig Robinson. 

 

Solvers 
1. Bill Burnett 990 

2t Barry Dehlin 980 

 Bruce Schwaidelson 980 

4t Barry Cohen 970 

 Leonard Helfgott 970 

6. Mark Bolotin 960 

7t Chris Kaufman 950 

 Mark Kinzer 950 

 Bill Schmidt 950 

Also scoring 900+ (alphabetically): 

Karl Barth, Samuel Dorfman, Jim Eagle-
ton, Bob Grinwis, Lynn Harris, Walter 
Mitchell, Andy Muenz, Barry Passer, Al 
Shrive, Cathy Strauss, Howard 
Wachtel. 

 
  



 

 

 
D4MSC CHALLENGE CHAMPIONS 

 PANELISTS SOLVERS 

2015 Ray Raskin Rick Olanoff 

2016 Don Dalpe Rui Marques 

2017 J. & B. Glasson Steve White 

2018 Tom Weik Bill Burnett 

 

 


