Appeal No. 27

England v Poland

Appeals Committee:

Jens Auken (Chairman, Denmark), Herman De Wael (Scribe, Belgium), Steen Møller (Denmark)

Open Teams Round 23

Board 10. Dealer East. All Vulnerable.
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Comments: 

1} is either natural, 5+ clubs or balanced 11-14/18-19, 2+ clubs

1[ shows 5 clubs and 4 spades

2{ is a transfer to hearts

Contract: Four Spades, played by West

Result: 8 tricks, NS +200

The Facts: 

South had alerted his bid of 1[ to West and explained it as per agreement. North had not alerted it. East had not enquired about the meaning of the bidding.

After the play, East/West had called the Director to complain about the failure to alert 1[ by North. East claimed he had intended 3} as a natural bid, while West, who had known about the 5 card club suit in South, had interpreted it as a cue-bid.

The Director: 

Took into consideration that the opening of 1} is accurately described on the Convention Card and that East could have protected himself better.

Ruling: 

Result Stands

Relevant Laws: 

Law 75A

East/West appealed.

Present: All players and the Captain of Poland

The Players: 

East explained that this was almost like a Polish Club. He never expected that North needed to reply 1NT with any of the balanced meanings, and when 1[ was not alerted to him, he expected a balanced hand, not necessarily with five clubs. If he needed to consult the Convention Cards for every bid, he would never be able to finish the matches in time.

West explained that they play a special defence over conventional clubs. The Pass shows either no overcall or a 16+ hand. East/West had clearly agreed to treat this 1} opening as conventional.

North stated he never alerts this 1[ bid, although he does alert the 1NT response, which can be made with four spades. North did not know why South alerted it. South added that West had even asked him why he thought he needed to alert this natural bid.

North/South pointed out that when East was going to bid clubs, a suit bid by his opponents, he might have been more careful in checking with his opponents how many clubs had been promised.

North/South further pointed out that their line of defence had allowed West to make his contract. North had led his singleton club, but South could not read this, as he would also lead the 4 from 10-4. South had played the Queen of Hearts, which West had ducked, and on which North had given suit preference. Now South gave his partner the club ruff. North pointed out that West, who did know the full club position, should have taken the ]Q and played three rounds of trumps, with a chance of making the contract if he played the [10 to the third round of trumps.

West replied that to play three rounds of trumps that way would have been against the odds. When South did not play clubs to the second trick, West was hoping he would not do so in the third either.

The Committee: 

Found that East had been careless in not checking his opponents’ systems more completely.

The Committee’s decision:

Director’s ruling upheld.

Deposit: Forfeited 

