Appeal No. 23

Denmark v Finland

Appeals Committee:

Grattan Endicott (Chairman and Scribe, England), Naki Bruni (Italy), Jean-Paul Meyer (France)

Ladies Teams Round 11

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

Contract: Three Diamonds Doubled, played by East

Play: immaterial, but the following end position is reached, East having made three tricks so far, and in hand:
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Result: 5 tricks, NS +800

The Facts: 

The Director was called after the play on the following board. East wished to withdraw her concession of three tricks in the above position. According to East, both the King of Hearts and the Ace of Hearts had been played, but South asserted that she had not in fact played the Ace, having it in her hand but not having put it in the played position. The Director investigated how the card had been held and reached a conclusion that it had been played.

The Director: 

allowed the withdrawal of concession in respect of one trick.

Ruling: 

Score adjusted to 3{X-3, NS +500

Relevant Laws: 

Law 45C1, 70A, 70B, 71C

North/South appealed.

Present: All players and the Captain of Denmark

The Players: 

South repeated to the Committee that she did not consider her card played. She had demonstrated to the Director the position of her card as it was after East had conceded the tricks. She agreed that if she had ducked the trick declarer’s play next of a diamond would lead to the same position. East said she had made no statement concerning her action in the latter case since in fact the Ace had been played so that she could see it.

The Committee: 

In the presence of the players, the Committee discussed with the Director his investigation of the alleged play of the Ace. In their deliberations the Committee upheld the ruling of the Director that the Ace had been played. It was also noted that even if the Ace had not been played to the trick there can be no doubt at this level of play that Declarer would then play a Diamond, and this must be deemed the only normal play in that position. 

The Committee’s decision:

Director’s ruling upheld.

Deposit: Returned

