Appeal No. 26

Sweden v France

Appeals Committee:

Steen Møller (Chairman, Denmark), Herman De Wael (Scribe, Belgium), Naki Bruni (Italy), Grattan Endicott (England), Eric Kokish (Canada)

Ladies Teams Round 11

Board 5. Dealer North. North/South Vulnerable.
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Contract: Three No-Trumps, played by West

Lead: Nine of Hearts

Result: 6 tricks, NS +150

The Facts: 

South had thought for some time before making the final pass.

West called the Director, claiming that this hesitation had influenced North in her selection of lead.

West stated the pause had been one minute long. South confirmed the hesitation and did not disagree about its length. North stated that she had not noticed the delay. East said she had.

The Director: 

Considered the hesitation established, but did not believe the hesitation carried any information affecting the choice between Hearts and Spades.

Ruling: 

Result Stands

Relevant Laws: 

Law 16A

East/West appealed.

Present: All players and both Captains

The Players: 

South explained that she was usually a fast bidder but she was fixed.

North stated that she believed the final contract had been reached, and she asked questions about the nature of the 3NT bid and started considering her lead. Sometimes the tray stays on the other side, even when the final pass has been made.

She explained the choice of a Heart. It was clear to lead a major and she knew partner had certainly at least four Hearts. If partner had five or more in any suit, it was more likely to be Hearts.

East/West considered that a fast pass would tell partner to choose, whereas a slow pass would indicate that the shortest suit should be led.

The Committee: 

Considered the hesitation proven.

While it is true that the hesitation carries no information regarding Hearts or Spades, it does carry the information that there is some interesting lead to be found, and this inclines to suggest North’s shorter major.

When in possession of unauthorized information, a player should not take the action that is demonstrably suggested by it, when there are logical alternatives available to that action.

In this case, the action that has been suggested is to lead the shorter suit, and since a Spade lead is certainly an alternative, North should not have led a Heart.

The Committee’s decision:

Score adjusted to 3NT by West, made, NS -400

Deposit: Returned

