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Introduction

This book is intended as a ready-made practical full system for the
tournament bridge player. It also lends itself to good use by a
partnership wanting to experiment with some new ideas which they
can take up with little additional discussion and no further
research.

The book does not try to teach you how to play bridge. All that is
taken for granted. Rather, you are presented with a full selection of
conventions that cover all practical aspects of bidding and carding.
There is no claim that this is necessarily the “best” collection of
all possible conventions. But it is a thought-through and tried-and-
tested set of conventions which sit comfortably within the book’s
basic system choice of strong no-trump and 5-card majors in a 2-
over-1 game-force setting.

Each part of the system is explained in turn in the book and the
appendix contains ready-made conventions cards (WBF, ACBL and
EBU versions) together with 20-page supplementary notes. These
notes also serve as a handy summary of the entire system discussed
in the book.
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8 Introduction

Some of the conventions I suggest are a little outside the
mainstream, such as Muiderberg, Rubensohl, Questem, to name a
few. How about playing Puppet-Stayman not just over 2NT but
also over 1NT? Many players will have come across these before
although they may not have experimented with them personally.
There is a certain consistency of the chosen conventions with each
other and also with the overall system.

The more common conventions in the system are not explained but
presumed, although I sometimes like to change some aspect or
invert some meaning, in which case these are fully reasoned.
Notwithstanding my minor changes to the better known
conventions I owe them all to their original creators, far too many
to mention by name and far too great to need my
acknowledgement here.

There are also some methods in the book that are my own
creations for the most part which I have been quietly playing to
good effect for many years. These include my version of transfer
responses to a 1♣ opening (which have a different approach than
most other transfer schemes in this area) and my structure for
overcalling opponents’ 1NT (which caters for having one or both
majors and at the same time distinguishes between weak,
intermediate or strong overcalls).

I also have some definite preferences which diverge from standard-
American. For example, 1♣ in this book promises only 2 cards in the
suit (and 1♦ shows 4+ cards), with the rebid usually clarifying the
hand pattern. The idea of a 1NT-opener containing a 5-card major
may also be anathema to some old-timers, but it is not so unusual
anymore.

There are many useful smaller tools and gadgets in the book. For
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example: composite negative doubles and support doubles
(depending on claims on the majors by either side in the prior
bidding); switched meanings of pass and double when opponents
cue-bid our suit (so we don’t give them additional bidding space);
stopper-showing passes when opponents double our artificial bids
(and how we reconvene our sequence); and a lot of transfer-bidding
(not just in response to 1♣ opening but also when our 1M opening
is doubled and after partner overcalls opponents’ opening bid).
These are all very user-friendly and extremely effective tools in
competitive situations.

Indeed I hope that you will find the whole book user-friendly and
readily adoptable with your willing partner. And finally, in the
book’s bidding sequences the opener is a ‘she’ and the responder a
‘he’. This is not just my small contribution to gender balance in
the use of language but also a practical way to differentiate
between the two hands during the rest of the bidding and
commentary.

Tuğrul Kaban
test
September 2015
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Chapter 1

Choice of Basic System

There are many basic systems in the bridge playing world which
significantly differ in their approach to bidding. Some older systems
have gradually been supplemented if not entirely replaced by their
modern day equivalents over the years. The second half of the 20th
Century also witnessed a fair amount of artificial systems developing.

Once upon a time Charles Goren’s methods ruled the world (16-18
HCP no-trump, 5-card majors), with the notable exception of Acol
prevalent in some parts (12-14 HCP no-trump, 4-card majors). The
latter is still going strong in Britain today although it looks a little
neglected, Albert Benjamin’s 2-bids being its last significant update
a long time ago and Eric Crowhurst’s Acol Index being the only
major attempt to codify it.

But the former changed not only its no-trump range to 15-17 HCP in
becoming the Standard-American but also added layers to the depth

13



14 Chapter 1. Choice of Basic System

and sophistication of its still fairly natural bidding methods over
the decades and in so doing became more like the world standard.
So much so that in large parts of the world today and not just in
North America, bridge players refer to it simply as the standard - a
deserving shorthand of its full name.

1.1 Artificial systems

As for artificial bidding systems, the most enduring has been the
Precision Club. It has a small but dedicated following in most
places and it is in fact more like the norm in some parts of Eastern
Europe such as Bulgaria. Multiple world champions Eric Rodwell
and Jeff Meckstroth of USA are a testament to the durability of
this artificial system although Meckwell play their own particular
variant of Precision.

Some other systems are artificial only to the extent of certain
multiple-meaning bids or that their popularity seems mostly
geographical. Polish Club, for example, has near-total following in
Poland but a limited take-up elsewhere. At times this can be a
matter of strength for the system. The small nation of Iceland won
the World Championships in 1991 thanks in no small measure to
its Icelandic Club system.

Historically, though, Roman Club of the 1950s must have the
biggest claim to success among artificial systems considering that it
helped the Italian Blue Team to 12 World Team Championships, 3
Olympiads and numerous European and national titles.

Notable among the 21st Century hybrid systems is Fantunes, the
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system played by the world’s 1st and 2nd ranked players Fulvio
Fantoni and Clauido Nunes who represented Italy at the highest
level for many years before being recruited to Monaco more
recently. Fantunes have few followers yet but a few more books on
it will no doubt remedy that in time.

An element of artificiality is surely no bad thing. It can inject more
science and fun into the game. However, purely artificial methods
are not without danger either; when something goes astray in a relay
sequence the two halves of a partnership may well end up with two
very different scenarios of the bidding with disastrous consequences.

1.2 The future

What of the future? I believe that generally natural systems will
continue to dominate. There will of course be an increasing amount
of specialised undertones creeping into natural systems which will
subvert them somewhat in the direction of artificial bidding. But,
notwithstanding that arbitrary dose of artificial bidding in anyone’s
system, the fundamentals for most bridge players - their basic
system - will no doubt remain firmly rooted in the realms of
primarily natural bidding.

After all, newcomers to the game start inevitably with natural
systems. And most will continue so. Adding complications to the
system is not everyone’s favourite pastime. It requires additional
effort and time, which some would rather spend on actually playing
the game as it comes. If it comes with any sense of completeness so
much the better.




