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NOTICE OF ANNUAL MEETING

The Annual Meeting of the members of Central Florida Unit 240 ACBL will be held on

Saturday, June 12, 2004, at approximately 12:15 PM,
between the morning and afternoon sessions at the TNT Sectional in Orlando.

Awards will be presented to the Unit first place winners of the Mini-McKenney and the Ace of Clubsin all cate-
gories. Congratulations to Elsebeth Sexton-Stryker of Vero Beach—Rookie of the Y ear in both categories!

Election results will be announced. Support your fellow bridge players!
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The DEADLINE for input to the next TRUMPET is May 15, 2004.
Please submit information to:

GloriaMcCain, Editor
2975 Summer Swan Drive
Orlando, FL 32825-7405
407-277-7161
407-277-8154 (fax)

email: reeglo@aol.com

Editor ‘s wor ds

My apologies to Susi Ross and to Jeff Hand. When |
reported the top 100 masterpoint leaders in Unit 240 on
page 3 of the last issue, some computer bug-demon took
over and Jeff’s name was overwritten with Susi’s. | have
tried to figure out how it happened during the sorting, copying, pasting
process. | give up; it will remain a mystery. In any case, Susi is number
two in the unit with 10,972.36 points and Jeff is number eleven with
4,726.56. (The points listed in the report and those mentioned here re-
flect the total s recorded through January 25, 2004 for the year 2003.)

A specid thanks to the authors of the articles in this issue. It’s great to
get such good input from the Unit membership. (And an extra thanks to
Steve Barcus for providing atable layout | plan to reuse!)

As| writethis, | have another four weeks of tax preparation work before
| get to play another hand of bridge. | look forward to seeing my partners
soon! (And may each still have his or her sense of humor...)

Thank you for reading the TRUMPET. 2 G

President’s Message

By Jim Tully, Unit 240 President

Hello Everyone:

This is sort of a good news/bad news
report. The good news is we’ve been
having very well attended, great tourna-
ments. The January Regional at the Pea-
body was the most successful ever, and
we received a lot of compliments from
bridge players from al over the country.
Nancy Hagerty and her crew did a great ‘
job, and we &l appreciate their efforts. @&

Attendance was down a bit at the Rock-

ledge Sectional, but the tournament was a lot of fun and thoroughly
enjoyed by those who took part. Thanksto Nell Schanz and her folks
for a great job. And the just completed sectiona in Vero Beach was
another resounding success, 100 tables on Friday morning alone.
Several people came up to me (that’s what happens when you wear a
badge) to tell me what a great job the organization has been doing.

The bad news is that our January Regiona didn’t return the kind of
revenue we expected and need to run our unit. Expenses for every-
thing to do with running a tournament are up. ACBL expenses are
up; hospitality expenses are up, and we’d hoped to be able to do even
more. Y ou name it, and it costs more. The consequence is we’re go-
ing to have to reduce the expenses of operating the unit. Our major
expense is the cost of creating, printing, and mailing the Trumpet.
Later this year we’re going to begin posting this publication on the
Unit’s web-site and distributing paper copies to al the local clubsin
the unit. It looks like we may have to ask those people who still want
a copy mailed to them to pay for the cost of that. The next major
expense is the stipends we pay two officers. Last week in Vero
Beach the Board voted to reduce the pay of the Secretary/Treasurer
by 60% and use part of that to pay for al of the unpaid work (and it’s
a lot) our Membership Chairman does. This has been, and still
largely is, a volunteer run organization. Experience over the years
has shown that you need to compensate people who do the bureau-
cratic functions to maintain continuity; having to reduce the pay of
people who you depend on is not something I’m proud of .

We have a great unit; our tournaments are fun, the best in the state if
not the country in my opinion. | think we have a great future; starting
in 2006, we’ll be having our January Regional every year. We have a
lot of great volunteers who make all that happen, and I’m proud to be
associated with them.

Regards,
Jim

The TRUMPET is published every other month for ACBL Unit 240 members. Cour-
tesy copies are mailed to the newsletter editors of other Florida units, to the District
9 Secretary, to ACBL headquarters and to Florida Tournament Directors. The sub-
scription rate for other non-Unit 240 members is $12 per caendar year. For sub-
scriptions, please make your check payable to Unit 240, and send it to Gloria
McCain. If you are subscribing in the middle of a calendar year, subtract $2 for each
even month that has passed. If you desire back issues for the year, please pay the
full amount. Subscriptions expire with each December issue.

Advisor Publication Assistants Contributors
Paul Dennis Betty Kenyon See Contents
Reece McCain this page
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iday Mrning Open Pairs 92 Pairs

Jane Sedimayr, Tom Geelan

Julie Zhu, Anne Bell

Mary Johnson, Beverly Hall
Nancy Marquardt, Freeman Bunn
David Grober, Barbara Dunnivant
Roger Passal, Joe Sacco

Paul Schulz, Charles Wehrle
Judith Balph, Louise Lambert
Dennie Drane, Letty Lane

Judy Ludwig, Elisabeth VanWagenen
2 Louise Drury, Jean White

3 Bryant Reinhardt, Marian Hodges
4 Marie Cadematori, VirginiaDaly
5/6 Joan Green, Mary Wheeler

5/6 Judy Calley, Judy Zuel

riday Morning 99ers 26 Pairs
1 William Taplitz, Ladd Kudlach

Anne Sullivan, Elaine Loeffelbein

1 PamelaD’Andrea, Ginny Powers
Gary Hall, Carol Boink

2 JacquelineKey, Mary Lynch
Jean Whatmore, Carol Branand
Pat Lee, Margie Basile
Barclay & Janet VanDoren

3 Dorothy Smolarek, Betty Brann

Friday Afternoon Open Pairs 75 Pairs
Mary Savko, Ellie Hanlon
Janice Ward, William Weber
David Hiley, Al Roberts
Ted Baldwin, Kathleen Pendleton
Reg & Claire Pitre
Joe Sacco, Roger Passal
3 Roberta Sylvia, StellaMcClintock
Julie Zhu, Anne Bell
Bill & Sandra Lawrence
4 Nancy Eppel, Elsebeth Sexton-Stryker
5 Merle& VirginiaHauser
6 Wayne & Edie Brundage

Friday Afternoon 99ers 6 Pairs
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1 Leslie Phelps, William Gree
2 Tyrrell Connor, Robert O’Nelll
Knockouts Bracket 1 8 Teams
1/2 Dennis McGarry, R Frobouck,
Joseph Machotka, Florine Walters,
Joy Scher

Easybridge!

Orlando Metropolitan Bridge Center

756 Bennett Road
Orlando, FL

Classes are $5 each.
Thursdays
10 AM—Noon

For information call
Jane Formet
407-859-2710

V ero Beach Sectional

12 George & Claire Tornay,
Jo Morse, Armand Barfus

Knockouts Bracket 2 8 Teams

1 Marsh & Helen Bryan,
CordeliaMcCuaig, Nancy Sanson
2 Barbara Fiore, Eleanor Bengyak,

Vince & Pat Soukup
Knockouts Bracket 3 9 Teams

1 Sally Halt, Margot Williams,
Diana Lanzendorf, Greta Ziel

2 Jack Smith, Richard Kearney
Maxwell Hughes, Anita Stafford

3 Genevieve Hardy, Dorothy Sexton,
Jim & Pet Poitras

Saturday Morning Side Pairs 60 Pairs

John Solodar, Jane Sedimayr
Nancy Marquardt, Freeman Bunn
Frank Meade, Marlys Barby

Rich Hunter, Ann Harris

Harold & Carol Emme

Judith Balph, Louise Lambert
Jay & M Prillaman

Charo Segura, Jamie Portell
Lawrence Gray, Paul Quinn Jr
John Allman, Winifred Evans
Beverly Kinkead, Beverly Taylor
Ann Shults, Margaret Stone
Richard & Ann Bottelli,

Ken Waul, Jim Brinkerhoff

Mary Rassieur, Nancy Gay

Patricia Brinkerhoff, Ruth Pelletier
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Saturday Morning 99ers 13 Pairs

1 Susan Mehiel, Marjorie Bewkes
2 1 William & Dianna Y oung

3/4 Jean Whatmore, Carol Branand
3/4 2 Barclay & Janet VanDoren

5 3 Gary Hall, Carol Boink

Saturday Open Pairs 40 Pairs
Ellie Hanlon, Mary Savko
James & Linda Conroy
Spike Lay, Marilyn Garcia
Robert & Jeanne Colton
Barry Senensky, Michael Rahtjen
Joanne Marten, Hank Whitton

1 Paul & Nancy Hagerty

2 Robert Brugo, Marilyn Barton

DU WNE

March 5-7, 2004
Jim Tully, Elaine Edgeton
Julie Zhu, William Rose Jr
Thomas & Angela Evans
Peter Y eaton, Lisa Adelberg
Linda Edwards, Pat Estes

Saturday Afternoon Side Pairs 22 Pairs
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Rich Hunter, Ann Harris
Joseph Machotka, Florine Walters
Eugene & Lucette Flanagan
John Allman, Jim Schorner
2 1 MarielLikens, Nea Cooper
Larue Wells, Lawrence Gray
2 David & InaJarvis
John & Carolyn Norris
Arthur & Leni Olsen
3 RitaFuris, Elizabeth Robinson

Sunday Stratified Swiss Teams 45 Teams
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1 Ellie Hanlon, Mary Savko,
Deborah Drury, Gail Nye

2 Linda Perlman, Paul Swanson,
Martin Zampieri, Vincent Grande

3 Stephen Wiesenfeld, Albert Brown,
Gerry & Ruth Browning

4 Sharon Goldberg, Barry Senensky,
Daniel Williams, Michael Rahtjen

5 Candace Fowler Griffey, Spike Lay,
Martha Easter, Marilyn Garcia

6 Reanette Frobouck, Florine Walters,
Dennis McGarry, Joseph Machotka,
Joy Scher

7 Carolyn Lewis, Bernie DeY oung,

Carol Clifford, Irma Willenborg
1 1 Peter Yeaton, LisaAdelberg,
Marie Balint, Elsebeth Sexton-Stryker
2 Kingsley & Marie Jarvis,
Christopher Jarvis, Cassy Beekman
3/5 Jim & Judith Schorner,
Barbara Kilpatrick, Julie Zhu
3/5 Marilyn Barton, Winifred Evans,
Judy Ludwig, Elizabeth VanWagenen
3/5 Bobbie Sward, Fran Jaffe,
Joan Weinstein, Charo Segura
6 2 Ernest Smith, Phyllis Carlson,
Jane Davis, Cathi Kester
3 S Skahill, Helene Pittler,
Linda Finklestein, Carol Kaplan
4 Bill & Beverly Arce,
Wayne & Joyce Smith

Bridge in Schools—Education Update

By Sandy Erickson, Education Liaison

During the fal and winter, Sandy Erickson and Jennifer Rogers were teaching bridge at
Lake Brantley High School in Seminole County. They plan to do so again during the next

school year.

Bea Ronske and Jill Lundberg started classes at Bear Lake Elementary School in Apopka
(Orange County) on February 26. Classes run every Monday in the mornings. The stu-
dents are 9 and 10 years old. The classes are ACBL-sponsored, with Audrey Grant books
and bridge T-shirts for the students. Bea reports that the plan is to take some of the stu-

dents to the Nationalsin Orlando in November.

John Wilson, who has taught bridge in Seminole County schools for
severa years, has taken this year off. He plans to begin again in the

fall.

Kudosto all bridge teachers!
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Bridge Probabilities and Statistics

Thisisthefirst in a series of articles inves-
tigating the distribution of cards and fea
tures in bridge hands. While this may
seem like a dry and dreary topic to some,
~ it’s a fascinating world to a mathemati-

cally-oriented person. And, like any game
where cards are randomly dealt, these dis-
tributions are the basis for tactics and strat-

Considering the enormous number of bridge deals, gathering data
from all of themis simply impossible.

How Many Bridge Deals?

53,644,737,765,488,792,839,237,440,000

If every person now living (6 billion) sat down in foursomes right now
and could play abridge hand every 7 minutes, twenty-four hours aday,
it would take 475,972 billion years to play al the hands. Thisis much
longer than the best estimates of the current age of the universe: 13.7
to 14.1 billion years.

Even dedling a representative set would be extremely tedious.
Fortunately, computers are very good at rapid dealing and accu-
mulating data. To allow me to compile data on alarge number of
hands, I’ve written software that will deal and record data from
however many hands | need. The dealer is unbiased, and selects
hands from the entire set of bridge deals. It can deal and inspect
about 90,000 deals per second, so large samples can be run in
reasonable time.

How many hands is a reasonable number? A fairly active player
might play:

(27 hands/game) X (6 games/week) X (52 weeks/
year) X (50 years) = 421,200 hands, or

let’s say about half a million hands. A 200-fold sample should
provide useful statistics for our use. That’s 100 million hands per

test. The computer can do that in about 20 minutes- not too long
to wait for answers!

Part 1 - High Card Points
The first statistic I’ve considered is high card point distributions.
This is probably the second thing a player notices after he or she
sorts a hand -distributional things come first.
Here, I’m only counting the four top cards in each suit
(A=4,K=3, Q=2, J=1)
from the dealer’s hand.

Thisisasimple statistic to compile, and easy to understand.

By John Christman

RESULTS - 100,000,000 Hands Generated

HCP [Counts Probability Frequency

0 364,828 0.365% 1in 274

1 787,602 0.788% 1lin 127

2 1,356,745 1.357% 1in74

3 2,461,730 2.462% 1lin4l

4 3,842,520 3.843% 1in 26

5 5,185,785 5.186% 1in19

6 6,556,303 6.557% 1in 15

7 8,032,927 8.033% 1lin12

8 8,890,765  [8.891% 1lin1l

9 9,354,192 9.354% 1lin1l

10 (9,403,126 9.403% lin1l

11 (8,944,280 8.944% lin1l

12 8,027,342 8.027% 1lin12

13 6,917,035 [6.917% 1lin14

14 (5,690,702 5.691% 1in 18

15 (4,421,739 4.422% 1in23

16 3,313,302 3.313% 1in 30

17 2,363,543 2.364% 1in42

18 (1,604,995 1.605% 1in 62

19 (1,036,125 1.036% 1in97

20 (643,882 0.644% 1in 155

21 (378,506 0.379% 1in 264

22 208,711 0.209% 1in 479

23 111,348 0.111% 1in 898

24 55,705 0.056% 1in 1,795

25 26,419 0.026% 1in 3,785

26 |11,669 0.012% 1in 8,570

27 14,873 0.005% 1in 20,521
28 (1,853 0.002% 1in 53,967
29 (663 0.001% 1in 150,830
30 205 0.000% 1in 487,805
31 |55 0.000% 1in 1,818,182
32 21 0.000% 1in 4,761,905
33 |1 0.000% 1in 100,000,000
34 3 0.000% 1in 33,333,333
35 |(none)

36 |(none)

37 |(none)

The first column is the High Card Point Count. The second
shows the number of hands (out of 100 million) with that count.
Note that none were above 34. The next column is that count
converted to percent. The last column shows this converted to
frequency. Note here that in your half-million-hand lifetime, you
might hold one 30-point hand, and probably won’t ever see a
hand higher than 32 points.
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Bridge Probabilities and Statistics (Continued)

Here’s a graph of this data. It has the characteristic bell shape you
might expect of arandom distribution.
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1- HCP Distribution

Part 2 - Losing Trick Count Distributions

The losing trick count is a less familiar hand evaluator for most

players.

The basic method of computing it is:

1) Count only the A, K, and Q aswinners.

2) Only consider the top 3 cards in a suit (al the rest
are winners).

3) You can’t have more losers than cards in a suit
(voids have no losers).

4) With 3 or more cards, the A, K, and Q are winners,
with 2 cards the A and K are winners;
with 1 card the A isthe only winner.

Any hand can have between zero and twelve losers.
Here’s atable of opening guidesfor LTC’s:

LTC |Opening

7-8  |Weak 2

6-7  |One of a suit
6-7 1 NT

6-7 3-level Preempt
5 2 NT

3 Strong 2

This is a simplification of this system, but you get the
idea: fewer isbetter! Here arethe statistics:

RESULTS - 100,000,000 Hands Generated

LTC Counts Probability [Frequency
0 120 0.000% 1in 833,333
1 4,366 0.004% 1in 22,904
2 50,464 0.050% 1in 1,982
3 329,873 0.330% 1in 303

4 1,425,806 1.426% 1in70

5 4,468,271 4.468% 1in 22

6 10,548,853 [10.549% 1in9

7 18,732,290 [18.732% 1in5

8 24,299,245 |24.299% 1lin4

9 22,040,689 |22.041% 1in5

10 13,018,391 [13.018% 1in8

11 4,432,181 4.432% 1in 23

12 649,451 0.649% 1in 154

Using a lifetime hand count of one-half million, you may never
see a 0 losing trick count hand; a 1 loser hand is pretty rare. All

the rest are relatively common. The graph has the same character
as the HCP graph, except it’s flipped right to left.

shape.
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Next issue: ... Part 3— HCP and LTC Correlations
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Novice Corner

Improve your enjoyment by knowing how to make an auction forcing

The most common question | get is “How do | make an auction forcing?’
Do you know that a new suit by opener is not forcing? How many times
do you find yourself in the wrong contract because you or your partner
didn’t realize a bid was forcing, non-forcing, or invitational ? Whether you
play a Standard American system, Two Over One system (an easier to use
Standard American system with a forcing NT) or any other system, all
you need to know is:

Opener can make an auction forcing in only three ways
1 Open 2 clubsor other conventiona bid

2 Jump shift

3 Reverse (creating a one-round force)

Responder can make an auction forcing in only two ways

1 A new suit by an unpassed responder is forcing - four exceptions,
threeinvolving NT bids

2 Conventiona bids or treatments - 2/1, forcing NT, reverses, new
minor forcing, modified 2 way Stayman (my persona favorite conven-
tion), fourth suit forcing, cue bid, etc.

A new suit by an unpassed responder is forcing - four exceptions,
threeinvolving NT bids

This is the key to understanding what bids are forcing and what bids are
not forcing from the responder’s viewpoint.

The four basic exceptions are:
1 Not after opener rebids1 NT

Opener Responder
1C 1S
INT 2H Not Forcing

Responder must use “new minor forcing” or “modified 2-way Stayman”
to make the auction forcing. Sorry, but you need to use this one. If the
auction is

Opener Responder
1C 1H
INT 3H

Orlando NLM Sectional

by Jack Norris

Is the 3H bid invitationa or forcing? If you hold
AQx KQxxxx Xxx Xx as responder in this auc-
tion what do you bid? Do you bid differently
with AQx KQxxx xxx Kx? If you make the same
bid each time you force partner to guess. These
conventions solve problems.

2 Not when the responder’sfirst call isINT

Opener Responder
1S INT
2C 2H

Hearts is a new suit by an unpassed responder, but it is not forcing be-
cause responder’s first call was INT. Partner has 6-9 HCPs and a 5+
hearts.

3 Not when there has been a strong NT overcall by opponent. The
most likely action when responder has a good hand after a INT overcall
is to double. This is always a penalty double - not a negative double.
Whenever responder has about 10 high card points he will tend to double.

To make a forcing call after a strong NT overcall by opponent, you have
to use the cue bid (2NT) or be using a convention. Logically, you cannot
want to play 2NT since with that hand you would double and penaize the
opponents.

4 Not after atakeout double if you bid alower ranking suit at the two-
level

1S X 2D

Shows one or fewer spades and adesire to play 2D.

To make a forcing call in this auction you have to bid a new suit at the
one level, redouble, or use a conventional bid.

In the next issue | will address a major problem that keeps social bridge
players from joining our clubs. Please send me your ideas on this subject.
We need your help!

March 19 - 21, 2004

Friday Morning NLM Pairs 26 Pairs Marilyn Troup, Sandra Richardson Saturday Afternoon NLM Pairs 32 Pairs
A B C 2 Montine Japp, Pat Estes, A B C
11 Nancy Miller, Jean Hilchuk Carolyn Becker, Linda Edwards 1 Alice Mixson, Jan Howard
2 2 1 CurtisCordell, Robert Shaffer 2 Robert & Elizabeth Nock
3 3 Lee Haasis, Lynn Grogan Knockouts Bracket 2 6 Teams 3 Larry Noyes, Gerald Robie
4 4 Richard & Mary Watkins 1 David Pearce, Alan Zahm, 4 Tom Wilson, Laura Campbell
5/6 5/6 Brett Rouch, Lynn Puder John & Millie Nowell 5 Bill Cox, Bettye Ballenger
5/6 5/6 Ann Harris, Ann Taylor 2 Don Lightner, Kathy Kovacs, 6/7 1/2 Ann Harris, Ann Taylor
2 KimKrongelb, Carol Edwards Larry McDonald, Joan Grice 6/7 1/2 Glen Martin, Janet Koo
3 Matthew Norris, Jay Christman 3 Shelby Chapdelaine, Evelyn Farnan
Saturday Morning NLM Pairs 42 Pairs 4 Patricia Johnson, Carol Sloan
Friday Afternoon NLM Pairs 24 Pairs A B C 5 Barbara Kirkland, Karen Conrad
A B C 11 Ann Harris, Ann Taylor
1 Bill Cox, Bettye Ballenger 2 Mark Raphaelson, Lance Marrou Sunday Stratified NLM Swiss 10 Teams
2131 Ann Harris, Ann Taylor 3 2 Chet & Marge Skapczynski A B C
2/3 Tom Wilson, Laura Campbell 4 Robert & Elizabeth Nock 1 Jerry & Lois Wegendt,
4 Elizabeth & Robert Nock 5 Stewart McMillan, Elaine Mortensen Marilyn Troup, Sandra Richardson
5 2 Linda Smith, Doug Mahin 6 3 Patricia Johnson, Carol Sloan 2 1 Janet Koo, Glen Martin,
6 Barbara McKinney, Sara Robertson 4 Janet Koo, Glen Martin James & Patricia Poitras
3 Edwards Brokaski, Eleanor Marholin 5 Patricia Remmer, Albert Lewis 3 Alice Mixson, Elaine Mortensen,
4 Janet Koo, Glen Martin 6 Brett Rouch, Virginia Gurley Mark Raphaelson, Karen Narang
5 Patricia& James Poitras 1 Mathew Norris, Jay Christman 4 Don Lightner, Kathy Kovacs,

Knockouts Bracket 1 5 Teams

1

Jerry & Lois Wegendt,

2 Jane Horton, Nancy Miles
3/4 Mary Ellen Kammert, Martha Y oung
3/4 Patricia Schloot, Ann Anderson
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Playing in a pairs game at the local club
against less than formidable opposition, | pick
up

A J85

v A3

+ J975

% KQ63

We are vulnerable and partner opens the bid-
ding 1S. As | have sufficient values to make

Reflecting that LHO started with K fourth of spades, J fifth of hearts, a
stiff club and therefore three diamonds, and that of those 3 diamonds, he
pitched the 10 and Q, it is fairly obvious he is down to the stiff A in this
ending:

Q10
K

two bids, | respond 2C. Partner rebids 2H and | J8

take a preference to 2S. This is an invitationa sequence in our methods.
Partner now bids 3H. Charles Miner, my partner of 16 years, and | play a
style popular in the 1950s and 1960s, so his rebid, while promising 5
hearts, does not necessarily show 5 spades. In fact, his failure to bid a
spade game over 2S probably shows only 4 spades. After making the
opponents aware of our treatment, | try 3NT, which is followed by 3
passes.

THE BIDDING:
NORTH EAST SOUTH WEST
1S PASS 2C PASS
2H PASS 2S PASS
3H PASS 3NT ALL PASS

Whatever my LHO thought about the announcement that five hearts will
be coming down in the dummy does not dissuade him from tabling the 5
of hearts.

AQ97
KQ1064
K8
10 7

Opening Lead
v5

J85
A3
J975
KQ63

Despite the fact that RHO would score the remainder of the tricks if she
held the diamond Ace, | cannot resist exiting the diamond King and
watching the forced finesse into the heart tenace. LHO wins and puts his
cards face down on the table, surrendering the balance. | have lost only
the two minor suit aces.

The whole hand:

POST MORTEM:

The defense lost its way a few times during the play but one takes advan-
tage as opportunity offers. Matchpoint events are seldom won without

There are four top tricks and | shall have to make something of the majat§istance from the opposition.

to get home. Whether the lead is fourth best, top of a doubleton or a ran-

dom card from three small | do not know. | cover the 5 with the six, RHEPte the covering of the opening lead of the 5 of hearts with the six. It

produces the 9 and | win the A. Missing only the 10 and K of spades, |
can take two finesses in the suit for, hopefully, 3 or 4 winners.

| play the Jack of spades which produces the 4, 7, and 3. That having
come off successfully, | lead the three of hearts. LHO follows with the 2.
It has long been a minor ambition of mine to finesse a 4-spot and this
seems to be the time. Reasoning that if this is the lower card from an
original doubleton, that | am going to lose a trick to Jxxx anyhow, | call
for the 4. It wins, RHO playing the 10 of spades in a manner suggesting
she has won the trick. What’s this?

never disturbs the order of the cards when you surround the opening lead
and may force third hand to cover with a higher spot than necessary.

The rule of eleven suggested that RHO would hold only one card higher
than the 5.

Hands with 4 biddable spades and 5 hearts remain troublesome in any
system. Flannery is one solution but then you lose 2 diamonds or 2 hearts
as a natural weak two.

| did not want to introduce a diversion into the narrative but it would have

Apparently she had it in her mind we were in spades and thought she ~ been proper to unblock the spade nine beneath the Jack. When the unfore-
trumped the heart. So | lead a club to the King and when it wins, play 8§n play of the spade 10 came about or if the spades had been K 10 x x

8 of spades to the 9, RHO discarding a middling club. | call for the 10 of
clubs. RHO produces the Ace and LHO parts with the 10 of diamonds.

on side, | would have regretted not being able to retain the lead with the
eight.

Matters are going well when RHO puts me back in my hand with the club

Q, LHO pitching the diamond Q and dummy, the 8 of diamonds. | take a

third spade finesse, cash the heart K, the spade Ace and pause to consider
my next play.

Whether the play of finessing the 4 of hearts (3-2-4) is defined as a fi-
nesse (such as 2-3-4) or is properly referred to as an overtaking play, it is
rare in either case.
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