Appeal No. 25

Ukraine v Finland

Appeals Committee:

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

Open Teams Round 22

Board 15. Dealer South. North/South Vulnerable.
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Contract: Three Spades, played by East

Lead: King of Clubs

Play: first trick for the }A, [K, [ to the Ace.

Result: 8 tricks, NS +50

The Facts: 

East called the Director at the end of the play, claiming misinformation. He had not received, from North, an alert on South’s double. South had alerted it and explained it as shortness in spades. East claimed he would not have played spades to be 2-2, but would have finessed, had he received the explanation that South had given.

The Director: 

Ruled that North, by not alerting, had explained the double as Take-Out, and that South had actually given the same information by other words, adding more than he needed by explaining his hand rather than his agreement.

Ruling: 

Result Stands

Relevant Laws: 

Law 75A

East/West appealed.

Present: All players and both Captains

The Players: 

South explained that he had said Take-Out and written “short” to explain.

East stated that it was explained as Take-Out to him by the non-alert.

East/West stated they did not ask for full restitution, but that with South’s explanation, East had more chance of finding the correct line.

The Committee: 

Saw no reason to amend the Director’s ruling in any way.

The Committee’s decision:

Director’s ruling upheld.

Deposit: Forfeited

