November 27-29

QUALIFICATION RESULTS

Rank Name VP IMP Matches Average +- VP +-IMP
1. POL U26 Try Hard Vers 124,38 157 8 15.55 0.00 Q
2. POL U26 Girls 115.70 126 8 14.46 0.00 [}
3. Russia Mixed U26 105.73 32 3 13.22 0.00 Q
4. Hungary U21 82.89 73 7 11.84 8.08 [}
5. Czech Republic wv 92.36 64 8 11.54 0.00 2]
6. Poland Ul6 91.71 60 8 11.46 0.00 Q
7. Olimpijczyk BB2 U18 88.47 22 8 11.@6 0.00 [}
8. CRO/BIH-U26 38.43 34 8 11.85 0.00 Q
9. CZE U21 X 88.08 22 8 11.81 8.08 [}
18. POL - U26 Wawa Krk 87.16 24 8 10.89 0.060 2]

11. olimpijczyk BB1 U18 85.42 16 8 10.68 0.00 Q

12. Habra U21 A 84.90 14 8 10.61 0.00 ]

13. Poland U15 84.76 23 8 10.59 0.00 Q

14. ARG-U21 84.58 61 8 10.57 8.00 ]

15. Latvia U-26 82.88 15 8 10.36 0.060 2]

16. ARG-U26 82.54 2 8 10.32 0.00 Q

17. Poland U12 81.79 9 8 10.22 0.00 ]

18. RUS - U21 81.17 3 8 10.15 0.00 [}

19. BUL U26 79.29 -3 8 9.91 0.00 Q

20. NOR Uls 78.84 -25 8 9.85 0.00 [}

21. Rus Ule 69,22 -44 3 8.65 0.00 Q

22. PRG-UH U21 57.86 -43 7 8.27 9.00 0

23. Germany 65.38 -48 8 8.17 0.00 2]

24. Russia U26 56.02 -30 7 8.00 0.00 Q

25. Habra U16 50.68 -68 7 7.24 0.00 [}

26, SVK-U21 50,08 -51 7 7.15 0.00 Q

27. Czech U21 fun version 43.42 -86 7 6.20 0.00 2}

28. (KiS Skawina U12 29.12 -226 7 4.16 0.060 2]

29, Habra U13 27.14 -183 7 3.88 0.00 Q

Rank name VP IMP Matches Average +- VP +-IMP

————— u26
1. POL U26 Try Hard vers 124,38 157 8 15.55 0.00 ]
2. POL U26 Girls 115.70 126 8  14.46 0.00 ]
3. Russia Mixed U26 105.73 82 8  13.22 0.00 ]
4. Czech Republic wv 92.36 64 8 11.54 0.00 2]
5. CRO/BIH-U26 88.43 34 8 11.05 0.00 2]
6. POL - U26 Wawa Krk 87.16 24 8 10.89 0.00 2]
7. Latvia U-26 82.88 15 8  10.36 0.00 ]
8. ARG-U26 82.54 2 8 10.32 0.00 2]
9. BUL U26 79.29 -3 8 9.91 0.00 ]

10. Germany 65.38 48 8 8.17 0.00 ]

11. Russia U26 56.02 30 7 8.00 0.00 ]

————— u21
1. Hungary U21 82.89 73 7 11.84 0.00 ]
2. olimpijczyk BB2 U18 88.47 22 8 11.06 0.00 2]
3. CZE U21 X 88.08 22 8 11.01 0.00 ]
4. Olimpijczyk BB1 U18 85.42 16 8 10.68 0.00 2]
5. Habra U21 A 84.90 14 8 10.61 0.00 ]
6. ARG-U21 84.58 61 8 10.57 0.00 2]
7. RUS - U21 81.17 3 8  10.15 0.00 ]
8. PRG-UH U21 57.86 -43 7 8.27 8.00 ]
9. SVK-U21 50.08 51 7 7.15 0.00 ]

10. Czech U21 fun version 43.42 86 7 6.20 0.00 2]

————— u16
1. Poland U1l6 91.71 60 8 11.46 9.00 2]
2. poland U15 84.76 23 8 10.59 0.00 2]
3. poland U12 81.79 9 8  10.22 0.00 ]
4, NOR Ulé 78.84 -25 8 9.85 0.00 2]
5. Rus Ul6 69.22 -44 8 8.65 0.00 ]
6. Habra Ulé 50.68 -68 7 7.24 9.00 ]
7. Ckis skawina v12 29.12 226 7 4.16 0.00 ]
8. Habra U13 27.14  -183 7 3.88 6.00 ]
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RESULTS AND SCHEDULED MATCHES

BULLETIN

If you have any nice board or story to share with
an editor of bulletin, please contact him on email
klems.erik@email.cz or Erik Klems on Facebook.

WARM-UP

Let us take a look at a couple of double dummy
problems from the Coffin collection that were
very popular in the first half of the twentieth
century. We are not going to show the solution
this time, so you have to figure it out on your
own.

No trumps, South on lead to make three tricks
against best EW defence:

Spades as trumps, South on lead to make four
tricks against best EW defence:



http://adamkubica.cz/mse20.html
mailto:klems.erik@email.cz
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FAIR VISUALISATION
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Not only aggressive games and hair-raising
preempts could have been seen during junior
competition clashes in all age categories.
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This deal comes from the match between U21
team of Slovakia and Habra (Havifov) U16 team
in qualification round 6. It should be noted that
average team member age of this Habra Ul6
team is around 12 years.

It required a fair share of visualization which
showed Kaja Recicdrovd as North. When
Blackwood enquiry was used and her partner
Lukas Vachtarcik as South cooperated with
appropriate key card number, Kaja‘s finest effort
drove her partnership to lay-down slam on total
of 27 hcp combined. There was no problem in
the play and 11 IMP from this deal contributed
to a Habra U16 confident win in the match by 24
IMPs and final score 17,31:2,69.
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3NT VS. 4M

Players from POL U26 Try Hard Version were
facing similar problems in different matches:
choosing the right NT contract despite of the
major fit.

294 W N E 5|
v A854 14 Pas 1INT Pas
96 2v  Pas 3 Pas
£ Q10865 3NT Pas Pas Pas
4 AK10765 ﬂ Q)
v 973 ‘ |> v 102
AlD K87532
29 Q & A74
4 832
v Kalé
Ql4
& K32

2H bid shows 6+ spades up to the invitational
hand. After 3S as invitation Wojciech Okuniewski
thinks this way: they have almost guaranteed 6
spade tricks — as partner might very probably
have the Q of spades — and the ace. With 8-9
points expected from partner, it is easier to take
2 more tricks in NT contract than 3 more tricks in
4S. Even 973 in hearts is promising — Michat
Kaleta as East would play from his hand to cover his
heart values. Wojciech proposed 3NT and Michat
agreed. +10 IMPs for making, comparing to 25+1 from
another table. Other successful decisions made by
Polish players:
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