Appeal No. 13

Sweden v Hungary

Appeals Committee:

Steen Møller (Chairman, Denmark), Herman De Wael (Scribe, Belgium), Naki Bruni (Italy), Eric Kokish (Canada)

Open Teams Round 14

Board 9. Dealer North. East/West Vulnerable.
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All Pass

Comments: 

1} was 12-16 (almost any distribution) in a strong diamond system, 2] was a weak overcall, and the meaning of 2NT was what caused the problems.

Contract: Three Spades, played by South

Result: 9 tricks, NS +140

The Facts: 

South had not been certain about the meaning of the bid of 2NT. He had explained it as “minors, but could also be strong NT”. On the next round, the tray had apparently come back to South-West (with the two passes), after some delay. West called the Director, claiming that South had used the unauthorized information that was present in the delay, to run from Diamonds to Spades.

The Director: 

Established that the delay had been slight, around 15 seconds

The Director consulted with players, who would all have taken out to Spades, and ruled that passing was not a logical alternative.

Ruling: 

Result Stands

Relevant Laws: 

Law 16A

East/West appealed.

Present: All players except East, and both Captains

The Players: 

West corrected a few things from the Director’s statement. South had told him 2NT showed a minor two-suiter, only later adding that he was not certain about this.

The delay had been, according to West, longer than 15 seconds, and he had not corrected the Director earlier because the Director had established, at the table, that there had been a break in tempo.

North told the Committee he had taken only a few seconds to take in the bidding and decide to pass, and had then answered a question posed to him by East. He thought the tray had gone back within a delay of some 15 seconds.

North/South were not certain about their actual methods. If the overcall is of 1], and this is raised to 2], then 2NT certainly does show the minors, but this particular sequence had not been discussed.

When asked why he had doubled 3{, West replied he thought they had nowhere to run.

West finally pointed out to the Committee that if the agreement really was minors, there would have been no need for any delay, and the tray would have come back immediately, especially since North/South are notoriously fast bidders. In his opinion there had been unauthorized information.

The Committee: 

Agreed with the Director on his ruling that there had been slight misinformation, and on his judgment that there passing was not a logical alternative.

The Committee added a third consideration in finding that there was no reason to adjust the score: even if there is unauthorized information, it is not clear what that information suggests. South does not know that North has the same doubts that he has, and he has no way of telling what North is thinking about, or even that it was North thinking and not simply East or North asking for explanations.

The Committee’s decision:

Director’s ruling upheld.

Deposit: Returned

