Appeal No. 21

England v Croatia

Appeals Committee:

Jens Auken (Chairman, Denmark), Naki Bruni (Italy), Jean-Paul Meyer (France)

Grattan Endicott (England) sat in on the meeting in order to act as Scribe.

Senior Teams Round 12

Board 9. Dealer North. East/West Vulnerable.
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Contract: Two Spades, played by South

Lead: Ace of Diamonds

Play: {A / [A / {K / {Q / ]3 / }8 / }K / ]9 / }J

Result: 7 tricks, NS -50

The Facts: The Director was called at the end of the play of the hand. Declarer complained that he had been misinformed about the meaning of East´s 1NT bid. It had been explained to him as natural, 5-9 with a stopper. He had based his line of play on this information. Opponents told the Director that they have a negative 2} response to the double, two of any other suit shows at least 9 HCP, 1NT is used for balanced hands for which neither of these responses is suitable and is expected to include a stopper in opponent´s suit. 

The Director: 

Ruled that there was no misinformation.

Ruling: 

Result Stands

Relevant Laws: 

Law 40C 

North/South appealed.

Present: All players and both Captains 

The Players: 

North/South expressed their view that the explanation of the 1NT was incomplete. Given the possibilities not covered by Two Clubs or Two of another Suit, it was evident that there were a whole raft of hands for which the 1NT bid would be used. They considered that South was entitled to be told this, and that some of them might not include a stop in Spades. 

East/West said that they had given correct information to their opponents. They had played together for some thirty years and this situation had never arisen previously as far as they recalled.

The Committee: 

The Committee found that East/West had explained their methods correctly.

There is little merit in appealing when South´s choice of play does not succeed.

The Committee’s decision:

Director’s ruling upheld.

Deposit: Forfeited

