Appeal No. 10

Iceland v Scotland

Appeals Committee:

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

Open Teams Round 11

Board 12. Dealer West. North/South Vulnerable.
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4[
All Pass

Comments: 

3} showed Diamonds and Spades, but South had forgotten this.

Contract: Four Spades, played by North

Result: 8 tricks, NS -200

The Facts: 

South had forgotten that 3} showed the pointed suits and of course forgot to alert as well. When the tray came round again, South remembered the system and called the Director before bidding again.

The Director: 

Ruled that it was too late to change the bid of Three Hearts and asked to play on. At the end of the board, the Director checked the Convention Card, which confirmed that 3} showed the two-suiter. The Director subsequently ruled that the failure by South to alert 3} had caused no damage to East/West.

Ruling: 

Result Stands

Relevant Laws: 

Law 75A, 40C 

East/West appealed.

Present: All players and both Captains

The Players: 

East/West stated that they did understand the legal considerations of the case. West was entitled to a correct information about the system, but not to the knowledge that South had forgotten this. West explained that if he knows the clubs are supposed to be with South, his hand has more defensive potential than if the clubs are in North.

East/West were asked to explain the style of their doubles over a natural 3} overcall, and they stated that a Double could have been made with anything from 5[/5{, 7HCP to just 5{, 11 HCP.

The East/West captain added that, while they are not entitled to know that there has been a misunderstanding, the possibility of such an occurrence might well be enough, in case of doubt, to make West pass.

North/South had no comments on the case itself, but South added that, when he had remembered the convention, he had bid 3[ rather than passed 3], because he considered this to be more fair.

The Committee: 

Started by restating the legal position. When West is told that 3} shows Spades and Diamonds, and South passes (presumably showing long clubs and no interest in the 2 suits shown), what does West do?

After a lengthy discussion, the Committee decided to call the Director back in, and asked him the comments that were made by the players that had been consulted. It turned out that 3 out of 4 players would have bid 3], while the fourth would have investigated if the possibility existed that North/South had a bidding mistake. It was on that basis that the Director had made his ruling.

In the end, the Committee voted, and when the result was 2-2 the Chairman cast his second vote with the Director.

The Committee’s decision:

Director’s ruling upheld.

Deposit: Returned

