Appeal No. 31

Italy v the Netherlands

Appeals Committee:

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

Senior Teams Round 19

Board 3. Dealer South. East/West Vulnerable.
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Contract: Three Hearts, played by West

Result: 10 tricks, NS -170

The Facts: 

South explained his Double to West as support, three cards in spades. North explained the Double to East as maximum values, near 16HCP. North/South were playing Blue Club. East called the Director at the end of play, claiming that with correct information, he would have bid 4].

The Director: 

Asked North/South to explain their methods and established that South had given the correct explanation of the bid. The Director then ruled misinformation, but found that East would not bid 4] all of the time.

Ruling: 

Score adjusted to 

Both sides receive:

30% of 3] +1 by West (NS -170) plus

70% of 4]= by West (NS –620)

Relevant Laws: 

Law 75A, 40C 

Law12C3, Code of Practice enabling Tournament Director to award Adjusted Scores under Law 12C3.

North/South appealed.

Present: All players

The Players: 

North stated that he recognized that he had misinformed his opponent.

After the sequence 1{-1]-pass-2], a double would be a maximum, and after 1{-pass-1[-2] a double shows 3-card support. It is the second sequence that applies here.

North/South told the Committee that, in their opinion,  East/West had enough information to bid 4] on their own. They had redoubled and bid 3], and that should have been enough to draw the correct conclusions.

East stated that he had also wanted to appeal the Director's decision. He was certain that with correct information he would be bidding 4] 100% of the time. If South really holds 16 HCP, his K-J of diamonds are worth less. Also, when the Double shows points rather than Spades, the chances of partner having 3 Spades become greater, also reducing the chances of making 4]. North’s positive 1[ bid combined with the 16 HCP with South had an influence on East’s final decision, making that 4] would be a borderline decision.

The Committee: 

Felt that East/West had presented a very good case.

The Director had ruled correctly, and there was no merit in the appeal.

The Committee’s decision:

Director’s ruling upheld.

Deposit: Forfeited

