
APPEAL No 21:  Transfer advances

08.066 Brighton Swiss Teams
Tournament Director:

Chris Barrable
Appeals Committee:

Jeremy Dhondy (Chairman), Paul Hackett, Rob Cliffe
	IMPs to VPs
Board no 3
Dealer S
EW vulnerable
	( 9
( Q 9 5 2
( A J 6 4 2
( 10 5 4
	

	( K 8 2
( 10 8
( Q 8
( A K J 7 6 3
	N

W                     E

S
	( Q 10 6 5 4 3
( K 7 3
( K 9
( 9 8

	
	( A J 7
( A J 6 4
( 10 7 5 3
( Q 2
	


Basic systems:

North-South play strong 5-cards
	WEST
	NORTH
	EAST
	SOUTH

	
	
	
	1(

	2(
	Dble (A)
	2((1)
	Pass

	3(
	3(
	Pass
	Pass

	3(
	4(
	All pass
	


(1) Not alerted but EW say it should have been alerted – shows spades.
Result at table:

4( ( by South, NS +130
Director first called:

At end of hand

Director’s statement of facts:

EW said that 2( should have been alerted as it shows spades and N claims that they have 4( on – they have a 4-4 heart fit and because of this claim damage. The TD concluded 4( was the maximum on the hand. ((AK, small club, ruff with (7 gives a trump promotion). Note there is no guarantee that N or S would play the contract.
Director’s ruling:

Table result stands

Details of ruling:

NS have MI (failure to alert 2(), however looking at the possible results (4(, 4(, 4(–1, 3(, 3(+1) we believe that the score of –2 IMPs (–200 at other table +130) will not improve.
Appeal lodged by:

North-South

Basis of appeal:

N believes he will bid and make 4(.
Director’s comments:

NS have lost 2 IMPs on the board since EW played in 4(-2. Match result 18-2.
Appeals Committee decision:

Score assigned for both sides (Law 12C1C):


   50% of 4((by N/S, NS +420


+ 10% of 3NT –2 by East, NS +200


+ 40% of 4( –1 by N/S, NS –50

Deposit returned

Appeals Committee’s comments:

There was misinformation. NS were damaged. They might well have reached 4( with a double fit. This could be defeated if a 3rd club is ruffed with (7 or declarer gets hearts wrong. EW could find that if W bids 3( E will think he has a strongish 4-6 and may play 3NT which on normal defence will go down 2.
